
SEA-LEVEL RISE Sea-Level Rise 
Projections for Maryland 2023



 
 

--- -~ Universio/ of Maiyland 
CENTER FOR ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE 

MCCCi 
MARYLAND COMMISSION 
ON CLIMATE CHANGE 

Sea-level Rise 
Projections for Maryland 

2023 

S E A - L E V E L  R I S E  E X P E R T  G R O U P  
Donald F. Boesch, University of Maryland Center for Environmental Science, Chair 
Gregory B. Baecher, University of Maryland, College Park 
William C. Boicourt, University of Maryland Center for Environmental Science 
Richard I. Cullather, University of Maryland, College Park 
Sönke Dangendorf, Tulane University 
Gina R. Henderson, U.S. Naval Academy 
H. Halimeda Kilbourne, University of Maryland Center for Environmental Science 
Matthew L. Kirwan, Virginia Institute of Marine Science 
Robert E. Kopp, Rutgers University 
Sasha Land, Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
Ming Li, University of Maryland Center for Environmental Science, Co-Chair 
Kate J. McClure, Maryland Sea Grant Extension 
William Nardin, University of Maryland Center for Environmental Science, Co-Chair 
William V. Sweet, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration. 

Te members of the Expert Group are deeply saddened by the death of Dr. Christopher Summerfeld on 
December 29, 2019 at the age of only 55. Chris was a member of the Expert Group for Maryland’s sea-
level rise projections in 2013 and 2018. He was a pioneer in the use of scientifcally based sea-level rise 
projections in coastal planning in Delaware and was sorely missed in the Group’s 2023 deliberations. 

https://umces.edu
https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/air/ClimateChange/MCCC/Pages/index.aspx


Recommended citation 
Boesch, D. F., Baecher, G. B., Boicourt, W. C., Cullather, R. I., Dangendorf, S., Henderson, G. R., 
Kilbourne, H. H., Kirwan, M. L., Kopp, R. E., Land, S., Li, M., McClure., K., Nardin, W., & Sweet, W. V. 
2023. Sea-level Rise Projections for Maryland 2023. University of Maryland Center for Environmental 
Science, Cambridge, MD. 

Tis report can be found at umces.edu/sea-level-rise-projections. 

Cover photo: High-tide fooding in Cambridge. Photo: Jane Tomas. 

Funding provided by: University of Maryland Center for Environmental Science. 

https://www.umces.edu/sea-level-rise-projections


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CONTENTS 
Summary ....................................................................................1 

Introduction ...............................................................................2 

The Charge.............................................................................2 

New Developments ...............................................................4 

Sea Level Continues to Rise Faster .......................................5 

Producing this Report ...........................................................5 

Sea-level Rise Projections for Maryland....................................6 

Why Use Emissions-based Scenarios? .................................6 

Projections for Mean Sea Level.............................................8 

Extrapolating from Recent Trends......................................14 

Faster than the Global Average...........................................14 

Comparison with the 2018 Projections .............................15 

Referencing the Interagency Sea-Level Rise Scenarios ....17 

Variations within the Region...............................................17

 Sea Level in the Longer-Term.............................................18 

Sea-level Rise and Flooding.....................................................20 

Tidal Range .........................................................................20 

Storm Surges .......................................................................21 

Nuisance Flooding ..............................................................21 

Tidal Flood Risk Visualizations ..........................................23 

Using Sea-level Projections in Planning..................................24 

Endnotes...................................................................................30 

Guy W. Willey, Sr



 
 

 

 

  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

  

 
 

 
 

 

 

LIST OF FIGURES 
Figure 1.  Variations and trends in monthly mean sea level from 1975 through 2021 measured at four Maryland 

tide gauges, showing the rates of sea level rise (SLR) and its acceleration (ACC). ...................................................5 

Figure 2. Median pathways of global emissions of carbon dioxide under the five IPCC AR6 scenarios and the best 
estimates and very likely (90% probable) ranges for increases in global mean temperature over pre-industrial 
levels that would result from each scenario by 2080–2100.......................................................................................7 

Figure 3. Median projections for sea-level rise at Baltimore under emissions scenarios included in the IPCC AR6.....9 

Figure 4. P-box probabilities for projected sea-level rise at Baltimore in 2100 under the IPCC AR6 emissions 
scenarios. ...................................................................................................................................................................10 

Figure 5. P-box probabilities for projected sea-level rise at Baltimore in 2100 under the three most plausible 
emissions pathways. .................................................................................................................................................11 

Figure 6. Projected contributions to sea-level rise not attributable to vertical land motion for Baltimore in 2100, 
compared to global mean sea-level rise for the IPCC SSP2-4.5 scenario (median estimates)...............................14 

Figure 7. Comparison of 2023 sea-level rise “medium confidence” projections for 2100 at Baltimore with those 
included in 2018 Update from the 2005 (1995–2014 average) baseline. ................................................................15 

Figure 8. Comparison between the 2018 Update and 2023 Update of the contributions to relative sea-level 
rise at Baltimore in 2100, under the SSP2-4.5 scenario from the 2005 (1995–2014 average) baseline (median 
estimates). .................................................................................................................................................................16 

Figure 9. Relative sea-level rise at Baltimore from 2005 to 2100 based on the five Interagency Scenarios 
compared to the IPCC AR6 projections.....................................................................................................................17 

Figure 10. Vertical land motion (mm/yr) estimated by NOAA from tide-gauge records in Chesapeake Bay and 
adjacent Atlantic coast. ............................................................................................................................................18 

Figure 11. Sea-level rise projections for Baltimore under very high and low emissions scenarios that incorporate 
low confidence polar ice sheet losses; medians and likely range (17th–83rd percentile) shown. ...........................19 

Figure 12. Long-term tidal ranges (in meters) at gauging stations. ............................................................................20 

LIST OF TABLES 
Table 1. IPCC AR6 emission pathway scenarios with means and very likely ranges of projected global 

temperature increase above the pre-industrial level in 2100....................................................................................7 

Table 2. Relative sea-level rise projections for Baltimore for potential use in guidance for applications and 
risks, based on Current Commitments scenario (SSP2-4.5) from the 2005 (1995–2014 average) baseline. ..........13 

Table 3. Changes in the frequency of minor, moderate, and major flooding under the Interagency 
Intermediate sea-level rise scenario (0.39 m above 2005 level); Maryland state average, using National 
Ocean Service mathematical flood heights. ............................................................................................................23 



  

 

 

  

S U M M A R Y  
Sea level has been rising at an increasing rate as a 
result of global warming. It will almost certainly 
rise as much in the frst half of this century as it did 
during the entire last century. It could rise three or 
more times as much by the end of the century. Tis 
report provides updated projections of sea-level 
rise in the State of Maryland, as required at least 
every fve years by the Maryland Commission on 
Climate Change Act of 2015. 

Te sea-level rise for which Maryland should 
plan later this century and beyond depends 
on the degree to which global society limits 
its greenhouse gas emissions. In its recently 
completed Sixth Assessment Report (AR6), the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 
(IPCC) provided projections of global mean sea-
level rise for fve scenarios representing diferent 
emissions pathways. Te projections included here 
focus on the three most plausible scenarios: 

Increasing Emissions (SSP3-7.0), in which 
the rate of emissions doubles by the end of 
the century. 
Current Commitments (SSP2-4.5), in which 
only the present national commitments for 
emission reductions are met. 
Paris Agreement (SSP1-2.6), in which emissions 
reach net-zero during the second half of this 
century and warming is kept below 2°C. 

Use of sea-level rise projections under the Current 
Commitments emissions scenario is recommended 
as encompassing a realistic representation of the 
what will be confronted over the 21st century. 

Te IPCC AR6 produced a database of 
probabilistic projections of relative sea-level rise 
for tide-gauge locations around the world that 

refect diferences caused by thermal expansion, 
glacier and polar ice sheet melting, winds and 
currents, and vertical land motion. Tese are 
available online for seven locations in Maryland 
and the District of Columbia. Considered together 
with extrapolations of tide gauge and satellite 
observations, these projections indicate that sea 
level rise will likely be between 0.3 m (1 f) and 
0.5 m (1.6 f) by 2050 (from a 2005 starting point). 
Beyond the middle of the century, the pathway of 
greenhouse gas emissions increasingly matters. 
Under the Current Commitments scenario, the 
best estimate of sea-level rise in 2100 is 0.8 m 
(2.7 f) and sea level will likely rise between 0.6 m 
(2.0 f) and 1.1 m (3.5 f), barring unexpected 
processes driving rapid ice-sheet melt. Even with 
exceptionally rapid ice loss, it is very unlikely that 
it would exceed 1.5 m (4.9 f). Tese projections 
are for mean sea level and do not include the 
efects of high tides and storm surges which must 
be factored into fooding risk assessments. 

Probability levels associated with this sea-level 
rise projection should be used as reference 
points in planning for both the natural and built 
environment. Median estimates of future sea level 
are more appropriate for nature-based adaptation 
such as marsh restoration and living shorelines. 
Levels at the upper end of the likely range are 
better reference points for investments in built 
infrastructure that can be adapted to unforeseen 
conditions. For infrastructure investments 
providing essential community services with 
more than an estimated 50-year lifespan, sea-level 
projections with a low probability of exceedance 
with additional ice loss should be considered as a 
reference point. Such high-end estimates should 
also be used as exploratory scenarios in the context 
of fexible adaptation pathways. 
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I N T R O D U C T I O N  

The Charge 
With its 3,190 miles of shoreline, extensive low-
lying coastal land, and productive estuarine 
habitats, Maryland is particularly vulnerable to 
multiple consequences of sea-level rise. Tese 
include shoreline erosion, inundation, increased 
storm surge fooding, inhibited drainage, saline 
intrusion into surface and groundwaters and 
soils, reduced agricultural yields, wetland loss and 
migration, ghost forests, and changes in estuarine 
ecosystems. From 1984 to 2020, 25,600 acres of 
forests and 3,500 acres of farmland converted 
to tidal marsh in Maryland.1 An additional 
146,000 acres of land conversion could occur 
with 0.5 m (1.6 f) of sea-level rise and 216,000 
acres with 1 m (3.3 f) of sea-level rise.2 More than 
100 communities in Maryland may be at risk of 
chronic inundation from sea-level rise and storm 
surges by the end of the century.3 Almost one-
third of those communities are socioeconomically 
disadvantaged and have fewer resources to 
mitigate risk, recover from storm damage, or 
relocate—further exacerbating existing social and 
economic inequalities. 

How will Maryland’s extensive shorelines 
and tidal wetlands—seen here on 
Mills Island in Worcester County— 
respond to sea-level rise? 
Photo: Jane Thomas. 

Recognizing this vulnerability, the Comprehensive 
Assessment of Climate Change Impacts in Maryland,4 

produced in 2008 under the auspices of the then 
newly created Maryland Commission on Climate 
Change, included projections of sea-level rise for 
the region over the 21st century for consideration 
in adapting to the changing conditions. Te 
Commission continues to take an integrated 
approach by developing strategies that reduce 
both the state’s greenhouse gas emissions and 
its vulnerability to climate change.5 Te 2008 
assessment recognized that the amount of sea-level 
rise that would be confronted would depend on 
whether global emissions continue to grow or are 
substantially reduced over the course of the century. 
Tus, it produced projections for two emissions-
determined scenarios based on the Fourth 
Assessment Report (AR4) of the IPCC, published 
in 2007. Even then, it was noted that sea-level rise 
would be greater than the IPCC projected if there 
were more rapid losses from polar ice sheets. 

As the number of scientifc publications on climate 
change grew rapidly, the Scientifc and Technical 
Working Group of the Commission on Climate 

22 



  

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Updating Maryland's 
Sea-level Rise 
Projections 

••• 

/unf!26,20lJ 

Change produced the report Updating Maryland’s 
Sea-Level Rise Projections in 2013.6 Tat report relied 
heavily on a recent assessment of sea-level rise along 
the U.S. West Coast conducted by the National 
Research Council.7 Te next year, the Maryland 
General Assembly passed the Coast Smart Council 
Act and it was signed into law. Te Council was 
charged with adopting specifc siting and design 
criteria to address impacts of coastal fooding and 
sea-level rise on future state-funded capital projects. 

During its 2015 session, the Maryland General 
Assembly codifed the Maryland Commission 
on Climate Change, which had initially been 
created under an Executive Order. Te Act 
ofcially charged the Commission with advising 
the Governor and General Assembly “on ways 
to mitigate the causes of, prepare for, and adapt 
to the consequences of climate change.” It also 
required each state agency to review its planning, 
regulatory, and fscal programs to identify and 
recommend actions to more fully integrate the 
consideration of Maryland’s greenhouse gas 
reduction goal and the impacts of climate change, 
including the consideration of sea-level rise and 
fooding from storm surges. Another section 
of the Act specifcally requires the University 

of Maryland Center for Environmental Science 
(UMCES) to “establish science-based sea-level 
rise projections for Maryland’s coastal areas and 
update them at least every fve years” and make 
them publicly available. 

In response to this mandate, UMCES released 
Sea-Level Rise Projections for Maryland in 
2018, fve years afer the 2013 update.8 Te 
2018 projections relied heavily on the IPCC’s 
Fifh Assessment Report (AR5) that was fully 
completed in December 2014. Te AR5 projections 
had been reconciled with expert elicitation 
through a structured survey to better estimate 
ice-sheet contributions. Te resulting 2018 
projections for Maryland have been widely used 
in planning within Maryland, and Guidance for 
Using Maryland’s 2018 Sea Level Projections was 
published by Department of Natural Resources 
(DNR) and Maryland Sea Grant Extension in 
2022.9 Te present report provides the mandated 
update of the 2018 science-based projections. 
In 2018, the Maryland General Assembly also 
passed legislation requiring that the Department 
of Planning develop a plan to adapt to saltwater 
intrusion into surface water, aquifers, and soils,10 

and that certain local governments develop plans 

The current document is the fourth in a series of reports including sea-level rise projections for Maryland. 
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to address nuisance (high-tide) fooding.11 Both 
saltwater intrusion and nuisance fooding will be 
greatly afected by future sea-level rise.  

New Developments 
Much has transpired since the completion of 
the IPCC’s AR5, on which the 2018 Maryland 
projections were fundamentally based. Te legally 
binding Paris Climate Agreement came into force 
in November 2016, with the goal of limiting global 
warming to well below 2°C, preferably to 1.5°C. 
In response, in 2018 the IPCC released the Special 
Report on Global Warming of 1.5°C, which described 
the dangerous consequences of not meeting the 
Paris Agreement goals, including acceleration of 
sea-level rise. Te Special Report concluded that 
reducing greenhouse gas emissions to net-zero 
shortly afer 2050 would be required to meet the 
1.5°C goal.12 Te next year, the IPCC published a 
Special Report on the Ocean and Cryosphere that 
more deeply examined the connections between 
the loss of ice and sea-level rise, and updated 
the AR5 sea-level rise projections by including 
new information on the dynamic polar ice sheet 
contributions.13 Finally, the concluding Synthesis 
Report of the IPCC AR6 was published in March 

2023, with the physical science component that 
provides new sea-level rise projections released in 
August 2021.14 Tat 2021 report considers emerging 
science concerning not only ice sheets but also the 
importance of regional diferences in sea-level rise 
as infuenced by ice melting, ocean processes and 
vertical land motion along the coast. 

On the policy front, the Maryland General Assembly 
enacted the Climate Solutions Now Act in 2022 that 
upped the ante on the state’s previous commitments 
to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from our state. 
Tis new commitment is for a 60% reduction from 
a 2005 base by 2030 and net-zero emissions by 2045. 
Maryland’s Governor Wes Moore has committed to 
taking steps to achieving these emissions reductions 
and to “take immediate action to mitigate the efects 
of sea level rise.”15 He pledged to “work with climate 
scientists, local government ofcials, and leading 
organizations to support projects like constructing 
and replacing sea walls, creating bufers with natural 
infrastructure, and piloting programs to inject water 
underground to prevent land subsidence.” He also 
promised to ensure that development is planned with 
resilience at the forefront and that the state focus on 
relocation planning as the necessary tool for certain 
communities facing the greatest risks. With this 

Three of the key reports published by the IPCC in the past five years. 
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report, scientists show their continued commitment  
to provide scientifc understanding that will afect  
decision-making over the next fve years and onward.   

Sea Level Continues to Rise Faster 
Sea level is continuing to rise at faster rates both 
globally and in Maryland. Since 1993, satellites 
have measured rising sea-surface heights across 
the world’s ocean, revealing global mean sea 
level rising at a rate of over 3.3 mm/yr since 
then. Tat rate is accelerating—it increased from 
2.3 mm/yr over 1993–2002 to 4.7 mm/yr over 
2013–2022.16 One recent analysis estimated that 
mean sea level has been increasing by an average 
of 4.5 mm/yr or more since 1975 at tide gauge 
locations in Maryland’s portion of the Chesapeake 
Bay (Figure 1).17 Tese rates are also accelerating. 
Greater acceleration over periods of around a 
decade can result from regional variations in ocean 
climate, but the longer-term trend in sea-level 
rise is largely a result of global warming.18 Te  
challenge for this report is to robustly project the 
trends into the more distant future as the climate 
continues to change and global society struggles to 
limit warming. 

Producing this Report 
Tis report was produced through a process 
similar to that used in 2013 and 2018, as it proved 
to be very efective and efcient. An Expert 
Group was formed, consisting of 13 members 
with particular experience in the Mid-Atlantic 
region, nine of whom had contributed to the 
2018 report. New members were added because 
of changes in positions and to bring in fresh, 
relevant perspectives. Te Expert Group was 
provided a preliminary working draf of the report, 
developed under the direction of its Chair and 
Co-Chairs in advance of a one-day work session 
held on April 24, 2023. Te draf was discussed 
and substantially modifed during the work session 
and refned through subsequent discussion and 
correspondence. 

In previous reports, length units were provided in 
U.S. customary units (i.e., inches and feet). Because 
of the greater ease moving through scales when 
discussing rates and lengths, metric units are used 

here (i.e., millimeters, centimeters, and meters). 
Where helpful, equivalent feet are provided in the 
text and appendices. 
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Figure 1.  Variations and trends in monthly mean 
sea level from 1975 through 2021 measured at four 
Maryland tide gauges, showing the rates of sea level 
rise (SLR) and its acceleration (ACC).17 
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S E A - L E V E L  R I S E  P R OJ E C T I O N S  F O R  M A R Y L A N D  

Why Use Emissions-based Scenarios? 
Tis update continues to rely primarily on 
projected sea-level rise based on the IPCC 
scenarios that are derived from future pathways 
of global emissions of greenhouse gases. Te 
2023 projections rely on the latest probabilistic 
projections developed for the IPCC AR6 and 
published in 2021.14 Te 2018 Update used the 
“K-14” probabilistic projections19 that were 
based on the 2014 AR5 as reconciled with 
expert elicitation to better determine ice-sheet 
contributions, some of which have now been 
incorporated in the AR6 projections. 

Tere are several reasons for relying on the 
IPCC scenario-specifc projections. First, these 
projections carry the authority of global scientifc 
consensus based on the published literature and 
the extensive modeling and statistical analyses 
used in AR6. Second, these projections are driven 
by the resulting concentrations of greenhouse 
gases in the atmosphere that we now know with 
great certainty afect atmospheric and ocean 

temperatures. Warming temperatures in turn 
afect the dominant processes afecting sea-level 
change—the accumulation of heat in the oceans 
and the melting of land-based ice masses. Tird, 
tying projected changes in climate and sea-level 
directly to emission pathways allows policy-
makers, decision-makers, and the general public 
to link eforts to limit climate change by reducing 
emissions to actions needed to adapt to these 
changes. Another way to put this is that using 
emission scenarios assists society in avoiding the 
unmanageable, while managing the unavoidable.20 

Tis report responds to the mandate to “establish  
science-based sea-level rise projections for Maryland’s  
coastal areas.” Sea-level projections are quantitative  
estimates of the likelihood of diferent amounts of  
sea-level rise over time, typically conditional upon  
assumptions about emissions. In contrast, sea-level  
scenarios are quantitative values or trajectories of  
sea level intended as reference points for decision-
making.21 Te U.S. Sea Level Rise and Coastal Flood  
Hazard Scenarios and Tools Interagency Task Force  
recently updated its Interagency Scenarios that are  

66 Flooding in doFlooding in downtwntoown Annapolis in 2023. Phown Annapolis in 2023. Photto poso postted bed by a citizy a citizen onen on wwwwww.my.myccooasastt..ororgg/md/md.. 
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now linked to the same models as the IPCC AR6  
projections.22 Fundamentally, these scenarios are  
based on certain levels of global mean sea level in  
2100 (i.e., 2.0 m, 1.5 m, 1.0 m, or 0.5 m) rather than  
driven by warming determined from greenhouse  
gas emission pathways. Te AR6-based projections  
for Maryland will be compared with the Interagency  
Scenarios for interoperability.  

Five emission-pathway scenarios were used in AR6,  
as depicted in Figure 2. Tese scenarios are termed  
Shared Socioeconomic Pathways (SSP), as opposed  
to the Representative Concentration Pathways  

(RCP) used in AR5. Like the RCPs, the SSPs include  
a sufx that indicates the radiative forcing realized at  
the end of the century, so SSP5-8.5 can be compared  
with RCP8.5, although the assumptions and  
projections are not exactly equivalent.23 

Te Paris Agreement’s defning goal is to limit the 
increase of global mean temperature to well below 
2°C above the pre-industrial level, preferably to 
1.5°C. Emissions pathways needed to avoid those 
thresholds are included as the SSP1-2.6 (low) 
and SSP1-1.9 (very low) scenarios, respectively 
(Table 1). Under the low scenario, emissions reach 

Figure 2.  Median pathways of global emissions of carbon dioxide under the five IPCC AR6 scenarios and the best 
estimates and very likely (90% probable) ranges for increases in global mean temperature over pre-industrial 
levels that would result from each scenario by 2080–2100. 

Table 1.  IPCC AR6 emission pathway scenarios with means and very likely ranges of projected global temperature 
increase above the pre-industrial level in 2100. 

Emissions IPCC descriptor Descriptor used in this report Emissions pathway Global temperature 
Scenario increase by 2100 

SSP5-8.5 very high double by 2050 4.4°C (3.3–5.7°C) 

SSP3-7.0 high Increasing Emissions double by 2100 3.6°C (2.8–4.6°C) 

SSP2-4.5 intermediate Current Commitments decline afer 2050 2.7°C (2.1–3.5°C) 

SPP1-2.6 low Paris Agreement (2°C) net zero about 2080 1.8°C (1.3–2.4°C) 

SSP1-1.9 very low net zero about 2050 1.4°C (1.0–1.8°C) 
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net-zero abound 2080. In the very low scenario, 
emissions reach net-zero shortly afer 2050. 
Both pathways also assume accelerated carbon 
dioxide removal to then produce net-negative 
emissions. AR6 retained the very high emissions 
scenario SSP5-8.5 for continuity with AR5 and 
to encompass dramatic changes that might result 
from intensifying feedbacks not included in the 
climate models. Tis scenario assumes a rapid 
growth in fossil fuel combustion through most of 
the century, with emissions doubling by 2050. Tis 
is not very plausible given the level of expansion of 
fossil fuel resources that would be required, much 
less the existing national commitments and pledges 
to reduce emissions. Tus, the IPCC employed a 
new  high emissions scenario, SSP3-7.0, with global 
society doubling its emissions by the end of this 
century rather than by 2050. 

Society and its governments are clearly struggling 
to meet the Paris Agreement goals. Earth’s 
temperature is on the verge of exceeding 1.5°C 
of warming within a decade and substantial 
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions must be 
achieved in the next few decades to keep warming 
below 2°C.24 However, many forecasters of future 
greenhouse gas emissions conclude that, while 
current stated national polices and even pledges 
to reduce emissions are insufcient to limit 
warming to 2°C, they would result in emissions 
pathways through 2050 generally similar to the 
intermediate SSP2-4.5.25 Under such a weak-action 
pathway, emissions would cease to grow sometime 
during the next two decades and would then 
slowly decline but fail to reach net-zero during 
this century (Figure 2). While policies are not 
currently in place to achieve this post-2050 decline 
fully, SSP2-4.5 represents a plausible projection 
of outcomes of the level of ambition represented 
in currently adopted policies. According to the 
IPCC’s best estimate, this scenario would result 
in 2.7°C of warming and there would be many 
devastating consequences of exceeding the 
2°C threshold. Based on this perspective, the 
intermediate SSP2-4.5—termed in this report the 
Current Commitments scenario—is a plausible yet 
moderately cautious assumption on which to base 
Maryland’s primary sea-level rise projections for 
the 21st century (Table 1). Tat outlook should, 

of course, be revisited in subsequent updates of 
projections for Maryland in light of both observed 
global emissions trends and emerging science. 

Sea-level projections based on the high SSP3-
7.0 emissions pathway should also be kept in 
mind in case nations fail to meet their current 
commitments to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 
In the same vein, projections under the low  
SSP1-2.6 scenario depict the benefts of reducing 
emissions enough to keep warming under 2°C. 
For these reasons, this report also provides sea-
level rise projections under these two emissions 
pathways, termed Increasing Emissions and  Paris  
Agreement scenarios, respectively (Table 1). 

Projections for Mean Sea Level 
Te AR6 used a model synthesis approach that 
produced probabilistic projections of sea-level 
changes based on the warming projected under 
each emissions scenario.14 Te synthesis involved 
estimation of contributions from individual 
components of sea-level change, including the 
contributions of loss of ice mass in glaciers and 
the Greenland and Antarctic ice sheets, changes 
in surface and groundwater storage on land, and 
expansion of ocean volume due to increased 
heat content and dynamic processes, such as 
ocean currents and winds that cause variations 
in sea-surface height within the oceans. Te 
AR6 produced projections for each of the fve 
emissions scenarios that were based on several 
separate probability distributions of global mean 
sea level using diferent ways of estimating losses 
from Antarctic and Greenland ice sheets about 
which there was at least medium confdence. Tese 
distributions were combined in probability boxes, 
or p-boxes, to produce the reported medians 
and  likely (at least 66% probability) ranges. In 
addition, the AR6 produced projections that 
considered processes of ice sheet instabilities that 
are ambiguous in that researchers cannot agree 
upon the rate and magnitude of their potential 
contributions.21 Limited by the availability of 
published models, the IPCC authors developed 
these low confdence  or LC projections only for 
the  low SSP1-2.6 and very high SSP5-8.5 emissions 
scenarios. Tey indicated that sea-level rise at the 
upper end of the 66% probability range for the 
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very high emissions projection “cannot be ruled 
out under higher emissions.” As described later, the 
Expert Group used its judgement to estimate what 
such a low probability of exceedance with additional 
ice loss level would be for Maryland over a century 
under the intermediate Current Commitments  
scenario. 

While the AR6 focused attention on changes in 
global mean sea level, the ocean models estimated 
the net efects of these various contributions 
on regional sea levels throughout the world’s 
oceans. Te National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration (NASA) provides an online Sea 
Level Projection Tool26 that includes site-specifc 
projections of relative sea-level change (including 
the local efects of vertical land motion) based on 
the AR6-derived database27 for tide-gauge sites 
around the world. Te tool provides breakdowns 
for sterodynamic sea level (expansion of ocean 
volume due to heat and salinity changes plus 
the efects of winds and ocean currents) and the 
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Figure 3.  Median projections for sea-level rise at Baltimore under emissions scenarios included in the IPCC AR6. 
Projections labeled “LC” also include estimates of additional polar ice sheet losses that AR6 regarded with low 
confidence. Source: NASA Sea Level Projection Tool. 

contributions of glaciers, the Greenland and 
Antarctic ice sheets, changes in storage of water on 
land, and vertical land motion (VLM). 

Te probabilistic projections presented in this 
report were obtained directly from the NASA tool 
and users may directly access it for information for 
specifc tidal-gauge locations.26  Figure 3 provides 
median projections of relative sea-level rise at 
Baltimore for each of the fve emissions scenarios, 
including the two LC projections that incorporate 
the potential for additional, but more ambiguous, 
contributions from polar ice-sheet losses. Tese 
projections demonstrate the efect on sea level 
over the next roughly 125 years of the warming 
associated with these greenhouse gas emissions 
pathways. 

Te projected changes are relative to a baseline of 
the 1995–2014 average (i.e., circa 2005) used in 
AR6, as opposed to the 2000 baseline previously 
used in the 2018 Update. Tere is a 0.02 m (0.8 in) 
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diference using the earlier baseline. Te projected 
median sea-level rise from 2005 to 2020 is 0.10 m 
(0.33 f) for all of the emissions scenarios if one 
wishes to consider rise above present sea levels.28 

As also noted for both the 2018 Maryland 
projections and the 2022 Interagency Scenarios, 
there are relatively minor diferences in median 
sea-level projections among the various scenarios 
of only about 0.05 m (2 in) by 2050, afer which 
the projections diverge markedly because of faster 
ocean warming and ice mass loss under higher 
emissions. By 2150, the median sea-level rise 
under the very high emissions scenario is nearly 
twice that for the very low emissions scenario. Not 
surprisingly, the intermediate SSP2.4.5 scenario 
falls about mid-way between the two scenarios 
with unabated growth in emissions and the 
two scenarios in which emissions are reduced 
to achieve Paris Agreement goals. While global 
temperature would stabilize and then begin to 
slowly decline before the end of the 21st century 
under the two Agreement-compliant scenarios, 

sea level would continue to rise into the future for 
centuries to millennia, even if the temperature 
increase is kept to 1.5°C. Tis is because of the 
excess heat that will have been stored deep into 
the oceans and the continued melting of glaciers 
and ice sheets underway that respond slowly 
to atmospheric and oceanic changes. Society 
must take a long view as we adapt to sea-level 
rise over many decades into the future while 
also implementing aggressive steps now to limit 
warming. Te degree to which global society 
eliminates net greenhouse gas emissions over the 
next few decades will be the major determinant of 
the sea levels it will confront toward the end of this 
century and for centuries into the future. 

Te AR6-based sea-level change projections 
provided in the NASA Sea Level Projection Tool 
include the 5th, 17th, 50th, 83rd, and 95th percentile 
estimates from the p-box distributions for each 
of the emissions scenario projections. Quantiles 
for projected relative sea-level rise at Baltimore in 
2100 are depicted in Figure 4 for each of the fve 

Figure 4.  P-box probabilities for projected sea-level rise at Baltimore in 2100 under the IPCC AR6 emissions 
scenarios. Bars represent likely (17th–83rd percentile) ranges, vertical lines the 5th–95th percentile ranges, and 
white crossbars the medians. Sea-level rise is from a 1995–2015 baseline. 
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emissions scenarios. Similar estimates can be made 
for other time intervals up to 2150 using the NASA 
Sea Level Projection Tool. 

In their evaluation of global mean sea-level rise, 
the AR6 sea-level chapter authors judged the 
17th–83rd percentile range to represent the likely  
range of contributions from processes whose 
projections they viewed to be characterized by 
at least medium confdence. Considering only 
these processes, they assessed that sea-level rise 
has at least a 66% chance to be within this range 
under the given emissions scenario. Te authors 
had less confdence in assessing likelihood of 
potential contributions outside this range because 
of the potential for ambiguous rapid ice-sheet 
losses.21 Considering the potential additional 
contribution of these more ambiguous processes in 
the LC projections for the SSP5-8.5 and SSP2-4.5 
scenarios, the p-box distribution is more positively 

skewed, with its tail extending to higher rates of 
sea-level rise. Tis only has a substantial efect afer 
about 2070 under the very high emissions scenario, 
with little infuence on the projections under the 
low emissions scenario (Figure 2).  

Selecting SSP2-4.5 as the most plausible emissions 
pathway through this century if only the Current 
Commitments to reduce greenhouse gas emission 
were achieved, the best estimate (median) of 
relative sea-level rise projected for Baltimore by 
2100 is 0.82 m, with a medium-confdence likely  
range of 0.62–1.08 m (Figure 5). By comparing 
projections among these three scenarios, one can 
see the consequences for sea level of achieving the 
Paris Agreement < 2°C warming goal or Increasing 
Emissions, in which the emission rate is doubled 
during the present century. As will be explored 
later, those diferences increase dramatically into 
the 22nd century. Te quantiles for sea-level rise at 

Figure 5.  P-box probabilities for projected sea-level rise at Baltimore in 2100 under the three most plausible 
emissions pathways. Bars represent likely (17th–83rd percentile) ranges, vertical lines the 5th–95th percentile 
ranges, and white crossbars the medians. 
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Baltimore under all three emissions scenarios are 
provided in tabular form in Appendix 1 and for  
the  Current Commitments emissions scenario at all 
Maryland tide-gauge sites in Appendix 2. 

Quantile estimates have been used in numerous 
regional assessments as reference points to inform 
decisions involving varying degrees of risk-
tolerance.21 Where there is higher risk tolerance 
(e.g., planning for investments that can be adapted 
to unforeseen conditions), users may prefer to 
use the likely range. For example, if one were 
managing or restoring an aggrading marsh or 
creating a living shoreline, one might prefer to 
plan for sea-level rise encompassing the median 
projection. On the other hand, where there is lower 
risk tolerance, levels above the likely range using 
methods characterized by lower confdence would 
be more appropriate.13 Te sea-level projections for 
Maryland published in 20188 referred to the 95th  
quantile as a possible reference point for planning 

critical investments with little risk tolerance. 
Tis was included in the subsequent guidance 
document.9  

Te challenge in using the 95th percentile for 
relatively risk-intolerant decisions is that the 
IPCC AR6 authors did not regard it as delimiting 
the extent of the very likely range because the 
projections do not take into account polar ice 
sheet processes that are poorly quantifed or for 
which there is low agreement among experts 
concerning their timing. AR6 notes that “higher 
amounts of GMSL [global mean sea level] rise 
before 2100 could be caused by earlier-than-
projected disintegration of marine ice shelves, 
the abrupt, widespread onset of marine ice sheet 
instability (MISI) and marine ice clif instability 
(MICI) around Antarctica, and faster-than-
projected changes in the surface mass balance and 
dynamical ice loss from Greenland.”14 Inclusion 
of these low confdence processes have very minor 

Increased marine ice sheet instability in Antarctica could result in 
faster sea-level rise. Photo: © foto4440 – stock.adobe.com. 
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efects on projections for the low emissions 
scenario into the next century, but substantially 
skew the p-box distributions under the very 
high SSP5-8.5 emissions scenario (Figure 4). To 
manage this dilemma, AR6 authors recommended 
a communication approach that presents the 
ambiguity of sea-level projections without 
overwhelming the projections of those process on 
which there is a reasonable agreement.19 Tis is the 
approach taken here. 

Because comparable LC outputs could not be 
provided in AR6 for the more plausible RCP2-4.5 
and SSP3-7.0 scenarios, the Expert Group used 
an interpolation approach to estimate plausible 
projections for these intermediary scenarios. Te 
practice of interpolating between end-member 
scenarios has been previously used for sea-level 

rise projections for New Jersey and should be taken 
as indicative rather than precise.29 For purposes 
of interpolation, it is assumed the LC projections 
scale similarly to the projections based on 
processes with at least medium confdence that do 
exist for all scenarios. Te Expert Group estimated 
low probability of exceedance with additional ice loss 
levels, falling between the 83rd and 95th percentile 
for the interpolated LC projections. In the group’s 
expert judgement, sea-level rise is very unlikely to 
exceed these levels, even considering the potential 
contribution from rapid ice-sheet loss processes. 
Tese levels do not begin to appreciably exceed the 
95th percentile for the Current Commitments (SSP2-
4.5) scenario until afer 2070. Table 2 summarizes 
this estimate and other quantiles that could be 
used as reference points in applications involving 
various levels of risk tolerance under this scenario. 

Table 2. Relative sea-level rise projections for Baltimore for potential use in guidance for applications and risks, 
based on Current Commitments scenario (SSP2-4.5) from the 2005 (1995–2014 average) baseline. Ranges of 
extrapolations of observation medians are based on four diferent sources (see text). 

Sea-level rise 
probability 2040 2050 2060 2070 2080 2090 2100 2110 2120 

Likely to exceed 
(17th percentile) 

0.19 0.27 0.35 0.43 0.51 0.57 0.62 0.65 0.72 

Best estimate 0.27 0.36 0.45 0.55 0.64 0.72 0.82 0.90 1.00 

M
E

T
E

R
 S

 (median) 

Unlikely to exceed 
(83rd percentile) 

Low probability of 
exceedance with 
additional ice loss 

0.36 

0.4 

0.46 

0.5 

0.57 

0.7 

0.69 

0.9 

0.81 

1.1 

0.93 

1.3 

1.08 

1.5 

1.23 

1.8 

1.65 

2.1 

Extrapolations 0.25–0.30 0.34–0.45 — — — — — — — 

Likely to exceed 
(17th percentile) 

0.6 0.9 1.1 1.5 1.7 1.9 2.0 2.1 2.4 

Best estimate 
(median) 

0.9 1.2 1.5 1.8 2.1 2.4 2.7 3.0 3.3 

F
E

E
T Unlikely to exceed 

(83rd percentile) 
1.2 1.5 1.9 2.3 2.7 3.1 3.5 4.0 4.5 

Low probability of 
exceedance with 
additional ice loss 

1.3 1.6 2.3 3.0 3.6 4.3 4.9 5.9 6.9 

Extrapolations              0.8–1.0 1.1–1.5 — — — — — — — 
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Extrapolating from Recent Trends 
In recent decades, the U.S. Atlantic coast has 
been experiencing anomalously high rates of 
sea-level rise as evidenced both in tide-gauge 
records and in satellite measurements of sea-
surface height.30 This has apparently been 
caused by climatic variations in the ocean 
environment in addition to regional patterns of 
ocean warming.18 The sea-level rise projections 
presented by the IPCC represent smooth 
trajectories into the future upon which episodes 
of seasonal to decadal variability can occur. 
Thus, it is particularly pertinent to consider 
extrapolations from the observational record as 
well as projections based on emissions-based 
warming for decisions on shorter time scales, 
i.e., through 2050. Beyond then, the effects of 
emissions pathways and associated warming are 
expected to become more important. 

Statistical curvilinear (quadratic) extrapolations 
from the observed tide-gauge record have been 
computed for the the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) gauges at 
Baltimore, Annapolis, Solomons, and Cambridge 
based on data from 1970 to 2022;31 at Baltimore, 
Annapolis and Solomons based on 1975 to 
2021;17 and at Baltimore from 1969 to 2022.32 

Similar extrapolations have been made from 
satellite altimetry observations along the north-
east coast from 1993 to 2020.30 The median 

Faster than the Global Average 
Te world’s oceans are not exactly level—sea-
surface height varies around the world because of 
gravitational infuences, ocean temperature and 
salinity diferences, and currents and winds. As a 
result of these factors, sea-level rise in Maryland 
has been and will continue to be greater than the 
global average. Beyond the efects of negative 
vertical land motion (VLM) due to regional 
geological processes, sea-level rise at Baltimore 
is projected to be about 17% greater than for 
global mean sea-level rise in 2100 under the 
Current Commitments emissions pathway 
(Figure 6). Tis diference is largely due to ocean 
dynamic processes associated with circulation in 
the North Atlantic Ocean and the Gulf Stream 
of the Mid-Atlantic coast. Also, the loss of 
mass from the Antarctic ice sheet weakens its 
gravitational attraction on adjacent ocean waters 
and afects Earth’s rotation and shape, meaning 
it contributes more to sea-level rise in far-away 
Maryland than for the oceans as a whole. On 
the other hand, an equivalent loss from the 
Greenland ice sheet has disproportionately less of 
an efect, because it is closer. 

70 

60 Glaciers 

Global Baltimore 

tide-gauge extrapolations for Baltimore were 
somewhat lower than the extrapolated regional 
sea-level rise (from 2005 to 2050) derived from 
altimetry. This could be due to heterogeneity 
within the north-east region or to the longer 
period over which gauge-based trends were 
computed. In any case, the medians for all four 

Greenland 

Antarctica 

Se
a-

le
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is

e 
(c

m
) 50 

40 Land water 
storage 

30 

20 Sterodynamic 
oceanextrapolations fall within the likely range of the 10emissions-driven projections for 2040 and 2050 

(Table 2). It should be kept in mind that there 0 
may be periods of a decade or more during 
which sea level will rise near the upper or lower 
end of the likely range of the scenario-based Figure 6. Projected contributions to sea-level rise not 
projections due to natural variability.18  This attributable to vertical land motion for Baltimore in 
variability can substantially affect the frequency 2100, compared to global mean sea-level rise for the 
of flooding. IPCC SSP2-4.5 scenario (median estimates). 
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Comparison with the 2018 Projections 
Te projections provided in 2018 relied on the 
“K-14” probability distributions under three IPCC 
AR5 emissions scenarios: RCP8.5, RCP4.5, and 
RCP2.6. Te SSP scenarios used in AR6 difer 
somewhat in their assumptions and drivers but 
it is still instructive to compare the sea-level rise 
projections made in 2018 with those provided 
here under the equivalent radiative forcing 
sufxes (i.e., 8.5, 4.5, and 2.6). Recall that the 
2018 projections are from a year-2000 baseline 
and those for 2023 are from 2005, creating about 
a 0.02 m (1 in) diference. Figure 7 compares the 
sea-level rise probability distributions in 2100 for 
the comparable AR6 SSP emissions scenarios with 
the medians and likely (17th–83rd percentile) and 
5 –95th th percentile ranges provided in 2018. Te 
medians and likely ranges for the 2023 projections 
are higher. However, the high-end, 95th-percentile 
estimates are more comparable. Te low-end, 
5th-percentile estimates in the 2023 projections are 
considerably higher than in the 2018 projections. Tide gauge in Cambridge. Photo: NOAA. 

Figure 7.  Comparison of 2023 sea-level rise “medium confidence” projections for 2100 at Baltimore with those 
included in 2018 Update from the 2005 (1995–2014 average) baseline. Bars represent likely (17th–83rd percentile) 
ranges, vertical lines the 5th–95th percentile ranges, and white crossbars the medians. 
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A small part of the diferences in the projections 
is attributable to slightly higher VLM assumed in 
the projections for 2023, consistent in both AR6 
projections and Interagency scenarios. However, the 
primary diference is due to higher contributions 
from melting of Antarctic ice sheets included in 
the 2023 projection (Figure 8). Improved scientifc 
understanding altered the IPCC’s projections and 
such adjustments—up or down—will certainly 
be made in future assessments. Going forward, it 
will be particularly important to take into account 
assessments informed by emerging science on the 
loss of ice from polar ice sheets, particularly in 
Antarctica. New understanding is also emerging 
on the sterodynamic processes (expansion of ocean 
volume and the efects of winds and currents) 
afecting regional patterns of sea-level rise along the 
coasts. Tese patterns may be infuenced by climatic 
cycles afecting ocean dynamics and winds, as well 
as by trends in global warming. 

A ghost forest of loblolly pine trees on Deal Island. 
The dead trees are the result of sea-level rise 
and shoreline erosion. Photo: Carlin Stiehl/ 
Chesapeake Bay Program CC BY-NC 2.0. 

Figure 8. Comparison between the 2018 Update and 
2023 Update of the contributions to relative sea-level 
rise at Baltimore in 2100, under the SSP2-4.5 scenario 
from the 2005 (1995–2014 average) baseline (median 
estimates). 
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Figure 9.  Relative sea-level rise at Baltimore from 2005 to 2100 based on the five Interagency Scenarios 
compared to the IPCC AR6 projections. 

Referencing the Interagency Sea-
Level Rise Scenarios 
For the reasons discussed earlier, the projections  
are provided in the context of emissions  
pathways, consistent with the IPCC AR6. For  
users who employ the federal Interagency Task  
Force’s sea-level rise scenarios, comparisons  
between the two approaches for Maryland’s  
coasts are summarized in Figure 9. Using 2100  
as a snapshot, sea-level rise at Baltimore as  
low as under the Interagency Low scenario  
is only within the likely range under an  
emissions pathway that would achieve the Paris  
Agreement’s 1.5°C goal. Sea-level rise assuming  
the Intermediate-Low scenario is less than the  
median for the Current Commitments pathway of  
emissions (SSP2-4.5) and above the median under  
the  Paris Agreement pathway (SSP1-2.6). Sea-level  
rise as high as assumed under the Interagency  
Intermediate scenario is higher than that likely  
under the Current Commitments projection, but  

less than its 95th quantile. It is within the likely  
range of projections under Increasing Emissions  
(SSP3-7.0). It approximates the median of the  
projections including additional rapid ice sheet  
losses under the very high emissions scenario  
(SSP5-8.5LC). Te sea-level rise under the  
Intermediate-High scenario is substantially less  
than 5% likely under any of the most plausible,  
middle three IPCC emissions scenarios, but is  
comparable to the low probability of exceedance  
with additional ice loss level of 1.5 m (4.9 f)  
estimated in Table 2 for the Current Commitments  
emissions scenario.  

Variations within the Region 
To this point, all projections presented are for 
Baltimore, the site of the state’s longest tide-
gauge record and the point of reference used 
in the 2018 projections. Sea-level rise relative 
to the adjacent land varies within Maryland, as 
refected in the projections at the seven tide-gauge 
locations included in NASA’s IPCC-AR6 Sea Level 
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isostatic adjustment caused by reboundin g 
Bay region is predominantly the result of glacia l 
more VLM. VLM throughout the Chesapeak e 
Laboratory) and Ocean City experience slightl y 
Solomons Island (Chesapeake Biologica l 
Cambridge subsiding faster than Baltimore . 
negative, with Annapolis (Naval Academy) an d 

33 (Figure 10). Lower down the Bay, VLM is mor e 
estimated by NOAA from tide-gauge record s 
Beach are undergoing very similar VLM a s 
Baltimore, Washington, D.C., and Tolchest er 

the world ocean. 
the same for all locations within this small part of 
level rise are estimated by the tool to be essentially 
sterodynamic and ice loss contributions to sea-
land is subsiding, resulting in negative VLM. T e 
entirely to dif erences in the rate at which the 
level rise at these locations and Baltimore are due 
these projections, the dif erences between sea-
the  Current Commitments scenario. At least in 
Projection Tool as presented in Appendix 2 for  

adjacent Atlantic coast . 
NOAA from tide -gauge records in Chesapeake Bay and 
Figure 10.  Vertical land motion (mm/yr) estimated by 
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Baltimore.  
greater relative sea-level rise in Norfolk tha n in 
this would result in almost 0.12 m (nearl y 5 in) 

36 eastern Virginia. Over the course of a century , 
substantial groundwater abstraction in south-
faster that at Baltimore, largely because o f 
VLM at Norfolk (Sewells Point) is nearl y 70% 

 35 where aquifer levels have been declining.
in Southern Maryland and the Eastern Shore , 
could be caused by groundwater withdrawal s 

34 rebound in the north. More negativ e VLM 
is moving downward in compensation for th e 
is well south of the glaciated area, so the lan d 
burdened by massive ice-age glaciers. Marylan d 
of the land mass to the north that was on ce 

wastewater into the underlying aquifer. 
done in Hampton Roads, the injection of treate d 
rate of groundwater abstractions or, as is bein g 
potential remediation includes reducing th e 
been increased as a result of large withdrawal s, 
over decadal timescales. Where subsidence ha s 
additional uncertainty in projections o f VLM 
Subsidence rates can vary over time, introducin g 

38 Roads area near the mouth of the Bay. 
Locally higher rates are found in the Hampto n 

37 using satellite-borne synthetic aperture radar. 
yr in the Chesapeake Bay region as measure d 
VLM varied from about −1 mm/yr to −5 mm/ 
local geotechnical processes. For example , 
as a result of groundwater withdrawals an d 
VLM rates can vary over relatively small sca les 

 Sea Level in the Longer-Term 

incorporate low conf dence ice sheet losses hel p 
T e two AR6 sea-level rise projections tha t 

should not be ignored . 
remain uncertainties and ambiguities tha t 

39 confidence. Nonetheless, there will alwa ys 
scientists are presently able to model wit h 
ramifications of faster loss of polar ice tha n 
projections and, in AR6, also estimated th e 
of the processes involved in its sea-level ris e 
the IPCC has been able to incorporate mor e 
Antarctica. Through its periodic assessmen ts, 
timing of polar ice losses, particularly thos e in 
will greatly depend on the nature, rates, an d 

nd Sea-level rise into the 22 century and beyon d 
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one envision the range of sea-level rise that 
Maryland may have to confront by the middle of 
the next century (Figure 11). Tey represent the 
very high emissions scenario that would likely 
produce more than 4°C of warming by 2100, and 
the low scenario that would achieve the < 2°C 
warming goal of the Paris Climate Agreement. 
Under the very high scenario median sea-level 
rise would grow to 2.4 m (7.9 f) by 2050 because 
of the substantially greater contributions from 
Antarctica, with the 83rd percentile reaching 
5.6 m (18.4 f) because of the considerable 
uncertainties in the rate of ice loss. Under the 
Paris Agreement scenario, there are only small 
diferences between this projection and the 
one that considered only medium confdence 
processes, mainly due to modestly greater 
contributions from Greenland. Te projection 
median would barely reach 1 m (3.3 f) and the 
83rd percentile 1.5 m (4.9 f) by 2050. 

Te dramatic divergence under the two scenarios 
underscores the importance of reducing global 
greenhouse gas emissions over the next 30–40 
years in order to avoid greatly accelerating, 
potentially multi-meter sea-level rise by the 
middle of the next century. Scientists are 
learning more all the time as the climate warms 
and processes in the cryosphere are observed. 
However, there is presently a consensus that 
if the global temperature warms by over 3°C, 
sea-level rise of multiple meters would result 
in the coming centuries. Uncertainties and 
disagreements concern only the timing of this 
onset and its rate of acceleration. It is more a 
matter of “when” rather than “if.” On the other 
hand, if the increase in global temperature can be 
stabilized closer to the < 2°C Paris goal, Antarctic 
ice loss could continue at a pace similar to today 
into the next century.40 

Year 

Figure 11. Sea-level rise projections for Baltimore under very high and low emissions scenarios that incorporate 
low confidence polar ice sheet losses; medians and likely range (17th–83rd percentile) shown. 
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S E A - L E V E L  R I S E  A N D  F LO O D I N G  
While the primary objective of this report is to 
provide projections of relative sea-level rise in 
Maryland decades into the future, tidal waters 
fuctuate substantially around the mean level over 
hours to weeks as a result of semi-diurnal tides, 
lunar cycles that accentuate or minimize the tidal 
range, freshwater discharges, and winds that drive 
water into or out of bays and estuaries. Major 
storms, including hurricanes, tropical storms, and 
nor’easters, can result in even more substantial 
storm surges. It is the resulting extreme water 
levels that defne the risks to humans and the built 
environment rather than the increase in mean 
sea-level itself. To some extent this also pertains to 
agricultural and natural systems such as marshes 
and forests. 

Sea-level rise resulting from global warming will 
afect both high and low tide levels and storm 
surges by not only increasing the mean sea level 
but also by altering the characteristics of tidal 
waves and storm surges. Projections of the extent 
and frequency of fooding are beyond the scope of 
this report, but this is a subject of active research 
and modelling. Te general efects of longer-
term sea-level rise on fooding are discussed in 
this section. 

Tidal Range 
Maryland’s coasts experience semi-diurnal tides, 
with high tides and low tides approximately twice 
a day. Te range of the two tides is unequal and 
changes with the lunar cycle. Te tidal range at 
a specifc place is considered to be the diference 
between the mean lower low water (MLLW) and 
mean higher high water (MHHW), averaged over 
many years. Te tidal range varies considerably 
within Maryland and Chesapeake Bay (Figure 12). 
It exceeds 1 m (3.3 f) along the Mid-Atlantic coast 
(1.2 m [3.9 f] at Ocean City) but is attenuated 
as tidal waves propagate into Chesapeake Bay. 
However, the range again increases as tidal 
waves become constricted by diminishing cross-
sectional area and are refected back from the 
upper terminus of the estuary. Tis is evident from 
Baltimore into the upper Bay and in the upper 
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Figure 12. Long-term tidal ranges (in meters) at 
gauging stations. 

Potomac River estuary. Consequently, the tidal 
range at Washington D.C. (1.0 m [3.3 f]) is nearly 
twice that at Baltimore (0.5 m [1.6 f]). Te tidal 
range is also somewhat greater on the eastern side 
of the Bay as water piles up due to the rotation of 
the earth. 

Tides in estuaries are changing worldwide due 
to sea-level rise, navigation channel dredging, 
shoreline hardening, and other anthropogenic 
actions.41 Te mean tidal range has decreased 
at Norfolk and Washington, D.C., but increased 
at upper Bay locations such as Annapolis and 
Baltimore,42 as the amplitude of the major semi-
diurnal tide has been decreasing in the lower 
portion of the Bay but increasingly slightly 
in the upper portion.43 Tis is consistent with 
expectations as water levels and volumes increase 
within a progressively narrowing estuary. 
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Te responses of tidal amplitude to future sea-
level rise will also depend on the degree to which 
shorelines are protected by bulkheads, rip-rap, 
and other shoreline armoring. If sea level were 
to rise by 0.3–0.5 m, between 1,200 and 1,400 
km2 of land could become inundated at high 
tide, increasing the efective surface area of 
Chesapeake Bay by over 10%.44 In that case, the 
tidal range would actually decline.45 If, on the 
other hand, shorelines were extensively armored 
or food defenses put in place, the higher tides 
would be prevented from fooding low-lying areas 
and the tidal amplitude would increase. Tis is 
an additional impact to consider in designing 
and permitting shoreline management and food 
mitigation actions as Maryland adapts to sea-
level rise. 

Storm Surges 
Maryland is vulnerable to storm surges generated 
by tropical storms and hurricanes. For storms 
moving north-east just of the coast, such as 
Hurricanes Irene (2011) and Floyd (1999), north-
east to northerly winds can cause dangerous storm 
surges along the state’s ocean coast, while sea 
level may actually drop in the upper Chesapeake 
Bay,46 creating a diferent kind of hazard for boats 
docking in harbors. For storms making landfall 
and moving inland, such as Hurricanes Isabel 
(2003) and Sandy (2012), however, south-easterly 
to easterly winds drive water into Chesapeake 
Bay. Isabel created more than 2 m of fooding in 
Washington, D.C., Baltimore, and Annapolis.47 

Sandy drove water against the Bay’s eastern 
shore, resulting in more than 1.5 m of fooding at 
Crisfeld. Extratropical cyclones (nor’easters) can 
also cause storm surge fooding approaching that 
of hurricanes.48 

How will storm surges be afected by climate 
change and sea-level rise? Tere is scientifc 
consensus that global warming has increased 
the severity of tropical storms and the amount 
of associated rainfall.49 Tere is also medium-to-
high consensus that both of these will increase 
with 2°C of warming.50 One recent analysis found 
that the frequency of Atlantic hurricanes has also 
increased over time, due mainly to regional rather 
than global climate change.51 Aside from the issues 

of increased storm intensity and severity, sea-
level rise will multiply the damages and threats 
to human life from storm surges that ride above 
the higher waters. For example, the storm surge 
from Hurricane Isabel inundated about 2.2 km2  
of Baltimore, causing $29 million in damages. 
Assuming sea level rose roughly similar to the 
Current Commitments (SSP2-4.5) projections, 
surge from a storm with a similar track would 
inundate 5.1 km2 in 2050 and 9.2 km2 in 2100, 
causing damages of $100 million and $150 million, 
respectively (in 2003 dollars).52 Te combined 
efects of climate change on sea-level rise and 
tropical storm intensity will greatly increase 
fooding frequency along the U.S. Atlantic and 
Gulf coasts, with a once in 100-year food level 
experienced at least once in a decade by the end of 
this century.53 

Nuisance Flooding 
Long-term tide-gauge records—and, more 
recently, satellite altimeter measurements— 
show unequivocally that sea-level is rising at an 
unprecedented rate. However, daily or weekly 
variations in tidal water levels make it difcult for 
the casual observer to perceive this. One change 
that is apparent to people who live in or frequent 
low-lying areas is the increased frequency of 
nuisance fooding sufcient to cause a public 
inconvenience, such as the closure of roads or 
water in buildings. In Maryland, these fooding 
events typically occur when southerly winds drive 
water up the Chesapeake Bay or when north-east 
winds raise water levels along the Atlantic coast, 
particularly if this coincides with high tides. Such 
nuisance fooding events, sometimes called “high 
tide” fooding, are increasing in frequency around 
the United States as sea level rises. As mentioned 
earlier, Maryland state law requires local 
governments in its coastal zone to develop plans to 
address tidal nuisance fooding risks. 

Tidal fooding events can be characterized 
as minor (which are more disruptive than 
damaging), moderate (damaging), or major 
(destructive). Treshold elevations for these 
three categories have been set by the National 
Weather Service (NWS) for specifc coastal 
locations based on assessments of impacts and 
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by NOAA’s National Ocean Service (NOS) based  
on nationally consistent analysis of tide gauge  
observations.54 Many local communities are  
more familiar with the location-specifc NWS  
thresholds. Communities not near a NOAA tide  
gauge can establish their own thresholds based  
on observations of food impacts. For Maryland,  
the NOAA NOS thresholds equate to 0.52 m  
(1.7 f), 0.82 m (2.7 f), and 1.19 m (3.9 f) above  
current MHHW, respectively. Tese thresholds,  
along with NOS’s regional frequency analysis,  

are used by the Federal Emergency Management  
Agency (FEMA) National Risk Index for  
coastal fooding. 

In 2022, the Interagency Task Force introduced 
a new set of extreme water-level probabilities 
to support sea-level rise and food-exposure 
assessments and planning.22 Tese probabilities 
are computed from tide gauge records and then 
can be coupled with sea-level rise projections 
to assess future changes in the frequency of 

High-tide flooding in Cambridge (top) and afer the water 
had receded (bottom). Photos: Jane Thomas. 2222 

https://planning.22
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minor, moderate, and major fooding events 
under each of the Interagency scenarios. Table 3  
illustrates the increased frequency of fooding 
events in Maryland in 2050 under the Interagency 
Intermediate scenario, with relative sea-level rise of 
0.39 m from 2005. 

Table 3.  Changes in the frequency of minor, 
moderate, and major flooding under the Interagency 
Intermediate sea-level rise scenario (0.39 m above 
2005 level); Maryland state average, using National 
Ocean Service mathematical flood heights. 

Flooding Elevation 2020 2050 
threshold above MHHW 

Minor 0.52 m 2–5 events 
per year 

50 events per 
year 

Moderate 0.82 m 20–30% 
annual 
chance 

5 events per 
year 

Major 1.19 m 2–5% annual 
chance 

20–30% 
annual 
chance 

Taking this a step further, NASA and NOAA 
investigators incorporated the efects of nodal 
cycle modulations (an 18.6-year lunar cycle that 
infuences tidal amplitude, sometimes called 
the “moon wobble”) into refned estimations of 
exceedance of fooding event thresholds for the 
Interagency sea-level rise scenarios.55,56 Tese 
fooding frequency estimates do not fully take 
into account the extreme water-level probabilities 
included in the Interagency Task Force report.22  
While fooding probabilities projected by both 
tools are useful in planning, it should be kept in 
mind that in Maryland, fooding is predominantly 
driven by meteorological events that cannot 
be predicted far in advance. NOAA maintains 
an online Coastal Inundation Dashboard that 
provides real-time water levels with forecasts out to 
48 hours.57 MyCoast Maryland, maintained by the 

Department of Natural Resources, allows citizens 
to communicate fooding and storm damage in 
their communities.58 

Tidal Flood Risk Visualizations 
Te Maryland Commission on Climate Change 
Act specifes that these science-based sea-level 
rise projections include maps that indicate the 
areas of the State that may be most afected by 
storm surges, fooding, and extreme weather 
events. As these probabilistic projections do 
not rely on one single sea-level rise estimate 
for one specifc date in the future and do not 
include an analysis on storm surges and other 
extreme weather events, mapping becomes nearly 
infnitely complicated and one static map is 
misleading. Tere are online mapping tools, such 
as NOAA’s Coastal Flood Exposure Mapper59 

and Climate Central’s Coastal Risk Screening 
Tool,60 that are useful for geographic plotting 
of sea-level rise and storm surge on inundation 
and coastal vulnerability. Both tools are based on 
reliable elevation data. Te NOAA tool allows the 
selection of sea-level rise above MHHW, storm 
surge, and high-tide fooding; however, it does 
not display the combined efects of storm surge 
or high-tide fooding with sea-level projections 
or scenarios. It can also display various metrics of 
societal, infrastructure, and ecosystem exposure. 
Te Climate Central tool allows the selection of 
water level, which can include projected sea level, 
combined with specifed heights of storm surge 
superimposed. It also plots particular risks to 
afordable housing. 

Te Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
is starting the process of developing a food 
visualization tool for Maryland for use in various 
planning and management activities. Te sea-level 
rise projections presented in this report will be 
used in developing that tool. Tese visualizations 
should be complete by the end of 2024. 
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U S I N G  S E A - L E V E L  P R OJ E C T I O N S  I N  P L A N N I N G  
Sea-level rise has already resulted in adverse last century by the middle of this century, and as 
impacts for Maryland’s people and environments, much as three times as much by the end of the 
including fooding, erosion, forest and wetland century as it did during the entire last century. 
losses, salinization of freshwater supplies and Whether the rise is that much or greater will 
agricultural lands, and impaired drainage. largely be determined by how much and how soon 
Predominantly as a result of long-term regional global society is able to reduce its greenhouse 
land subsidence, relative sea level was rising even gas emissions. Some scientifc uncertainties and 
during the 19th century, contributing to the loss ambiguities about the future rate of sea-level rise 
of historic island settlements in Chesapeake Bay. remain, but the most consequential action that 
Te rate of rise more than doubled, resulting in Maryland can take now to address century-scale 
about one foot of rise during the 20th century as impacts is to continue to show leadership in an 
the world’s oceans began to swell in volume with ambitious reduction of greenhouse gas emissions. 
the warming planet.16 Relative sea level has already 

Te following are important considerations that risen by more than one-third of a foot during the 
should be taken into account when utilizing the frst 20 years of the present century and appears 
Maryland sea-level rise projections presented here on a trajectory to rise by as much it did in the 
as reference points. 

The last house on Holland Island in Chesapeake Bay as it stood 
in October 2009. This house fell into the bay in October 2010. 
Photo: baldeaglebluf CC BY SA 2.0. 
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1 
The Current Commitments sea-level rise projections, based on the intermediate (SSP2-4.5) 

emissions scenario of the IPCC AR6, represent the most plausible basis for anticipating the 
relative sea-level rise Maryland will experience over the next century. More than other scenarios, 
the Current Commitments scenario encompasses the emissions pathways the world will 
probably be on as it strives to limit global warming consistent with the goals of the Paris Climate 
Agreement. The IPCC sea-level rise projections are derived from evidence, rigorous models, 
and scientific consensus based on the warming that would result. For comparative reference, 
sea-level rise projections are also provided for the Paris Agreement (SSP2-2.6) scenario, 
assuming that global society succeeds in its quest, and the Increasing Emissions (SSP3-7.0) 
scenario, should emissions instead double by the end of the century. Of course, the scenario and 
projections used should be re-evaluated in subsequent updates based on developing outlooks 
on greenhouse gas emissions and concentrations, as well as emerging scientific understanding 
of the contributions to sea-level rise. 

2 
The statistical probability estimates for sea-level rise projections (Figure 5, Table 2) are 

useful reference points in planning and managing risks. Tolerance for flood risk, or the 
willingness of decision-makers and stakeholders to accept possible consequences of flooding, 
can help determine which quantile level should be used when selecting a relative sea-level 
rise estimate. In general, projects with low tolerance for flood risk should consider sea-level 
rise estimates that have a low likelihood to be exceeded during the project’s lifespan, whereas 
projects with medium or high tolerance for flood risk may consider lower sea-level rise 
estimates. Guidance on applications with diferent levels of risk tolerance and timeframes was 
provided for using the probabilistic estimates from Maryland’s 2018 sea-level rise projections 
and will be updated based on these 2023 projections.9 

•  Best estimates (medians, 50th percentile) are recommended as the sea-level rise estimate 
for managing or restoring natural infrastructure unless the project scoping determines 
otherwise.61 Examples include tidal wetland management and restoration, creating living 
shorelines, estimation of saltwater intrusion and coastal landscape migration, or protecting 
estuarine water quality. Particularly when an action has the capacity to be adapted in the 
future, it is ofen more important to know how much sea level is most likely to rise rather 
than how high it could rise. 

•  Sea-level rise estimates that are unlikely to be exceeded (83rd percentile) are recommended 
for built infrastructure and community-wide planning with medium tolerance for flood risk.  

•  Sea-level rise with a low probability of exceedance with additional ice loss is recommended as 
a reference point for projects that have both long expected lifespans (greater than 50 years) 
and very little tolerance for flood risk because they provide essential services that cannot be 
disrupted. 

•  The projections and probabilistic estimates are for mean sea-level averaged over several 
years. Additional considerations are required to assess flood risks exacerbated by nuisance 
and storm surge flooding. 
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3 
Flexible adaptation pathways can be a less costly approach to long-term planning for sea-

level rise where subsequent adjustments in adaptation are possible.62 Extreme risk avoidance 
by using very low-probability levels and scenarios with implausibly high emissions (e.g., SSP5-
8.5) or sea-level rise assumptions (e.g., Interagency High) just to be safe comes with costs to 
society. While sea-level rise cannot be reversed, its rate would be substantially lower later this 
century and beyond if greenhouse gas emissions are substantially reduced over the next few 
decades (Figure 11). A flexible adaptation pathway prioritizes low-regret options that make 
sense under the likely range of sea-level rise, while preparing contingency plans for higher levels 
of sea-level rise should emission reductions not be realized or polar ice losses more rapid than 
expected. This requires regular monitoring of emissions reductions, sea-level rise rates, and 
emerging understanding of ice-sheet contributions to sea-level rise. 

4 
Maryland Sea Grant Extension and the Department of Natural Resources have developed 

guidance for incorporating Maryland’s sea-level rise estimates into projects.9 The guidance 
provides a step-by step approach for selecting relative sea-level rise estimates based on project 
type, goal, timeframe, and location and on decision-makers’ tolerance for flood risks. Updated 
guidance will be developed during 2023, incorporating the new sea-level rise projections 
developed in this report, with consideration of flexible adaptation pathways. 

Sea-level rise projections 
should be incorporated 
broadly into planning, 
regulatory, and site-
specific projects, and into 
community planning. This 
should consider a wide 
range of impacts on the 
communities and seek to 
incorporate diverse and 
representative stakeholder 
perspectives when 
planning for these impacts. Maryland Sea Grant Extension and Department of 

Natural Resources will develop updated guidance 
during 2023. 
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 Appendix 1. Sea-level rise projections with quantile probabilities for Baltimore under the three most plausible emissions scenarios. 

Scenario Quantile 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 2080 2090 2100 2110 2120 2130 2140 2150 
M

E
T

E
R

 S
 

Paris  
Agreement SSP1-2.6 

5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.04 
0.07 
0.10 
0.14 
0.17 

0.09 
0.13 
0.19 
0.25 
0.30 

0.14 
0.19 
0.27 
0.36 
0.42 

0.20 
0.26 
0.35 
0.46 
0.54 

0.25 
0.32 
0.42 
0.55 
0.65 

0.31 
0.38 
0.50 
0.64 
0.76 

0.35 
0.43 
0.56 
0.73 
0.87 

0.39 
0.47 
0.62 
0.81 
0.98 

0.43 
0.52 
0.68 
0.90 
1.08 

0.44 
0.54 
0.74 
1.00 
1.21 

0.47 
0.58 
0.80 
1.09 
1.32 

0.49 
0.61 
0.86 
1.18 
1.44 

0.52 
0.65 
0.91 
1.27 
1.55 

0.54 
0.68 
0.97 
1.36 
1.66

 Current 
commitments SSP2-4.5 

5 0.04 0.08 0.14 0.22 0.30 0.37 0.43 0.49 0.51 0.52 0.58 0.63 0.68 0.73 
17 0.07 0.13 0.19 0.27 0.35 0.43 0.51 0.57 0.62 0.65 0.72 0.79 0.85 0.92 
50 0.10 0.19 0.27 0.36 0.45 0.55 0.64 0.72 0.82 0.90 1.00 1.10 1.19 1.29 
83 0.14 0.25 0.36 0.46 0.57 0.69 0.81 0.93 1.08 1.23 1.37 1.50 1.64 1.78 
95 0.18 0.30 0.42 0.54 0.67 0.81 0.96 1.11 1.30 1.48 1.65 1.82 1.99 2.16 

Increasing 
emissions SSP3-7.0 

5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.04 
0.06 
0.10 
0.15 
0.18 

0.07 
0.12 
0.18 
0.25 
0.30 

0.14 
0.19 
0.27 
0.35 
0.42 

0.22 
0.28 
0.36 
0.47 
0.55 

0.31 
0.36 
0.46 
0.58 
0.67 

0.40 
0.46 
0.57 
0.71 
0.84 

0.48 
0.56 
0.68 
0.86 
1.02 

0.56 
0.65 
0.81 
1.03 
1.23 

0.65 
0.75 
0.94 
1.21 
1.44 

0.66 
0.78 
1.03 
1.36 
1.64 

0.73 
0.87 
1.16 
1.54 
1.86 

0.81 
0.97 
1.29 
1.72 
2.07 

0.89 
1.06 
1.41 
1.89 
2.29 

0.96 
1.14 
1.54 
2.07 
2.51 

F
E

E
T

 

Paris 
Agreement SSP1-2.6 

5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.13 
0.22 
0.34 
0.47 
0.57 

0.30 
0.42 
0.61 
0.82 
0.97 

0.46 
0.63 
0.88 
1.16 
1.38 

0.65 
0.85 
1.15 
1.51 
1.78 

0.83 
1.04 
1.38 
1.79 
2.12 

1.02 
1.25 
1.63 
2.11 
2.50 

1.15 
1.40 
1.83 
2.40 
2.86 

1.27 
1.54 
2.03 
2.67 
3.20 

1.41 
1.70 
2.23 
2.95 
3.55 

1.43 
1.77 
2.42 
3.29 
3.95 

1.53 
1.89 
2.62 
3.59 
4.33 

1.61 
2.00 
2.81 
3.88 
4.71 

1.70 
2.12 
3.00 
4.18 
5.08 

1.78 
2.22 
3.18 
4.47 
5.45 

Current 
commitments SSP2-4.5 

5 0.13 0.27 0.46 0.72 0.97 1.20 1.42 1.60 1.68 1.72 1.90 2.07 2.24 2.40 
17 0.22 0.41 0.63 0.90 1.16 1.42 1.66 1.88 2.04 2.15 2.37 2.59 2.80 3.01 
50 0.34 0.61 0.89 1.18 1.47 1.79 2.09 2.37 2.69 2.97 3.29 3.60 3.91 4.22 
83 0.47 0.82 1.16 1.52 1.86 2.27 2.65 3.06 3.54 4.02 4.48 4.93 5.39 5.84 
95 0.57 0.98 1.37 1.78 2.18 2.66 3.15 3.63 4.25 4.84 5.41 5.97 6.52 7.08 

Increasing 
emissions SSP3-7.0 

5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.11 
0.21 
0.34 
0.48 
0.58 

0.24 
0.39 
0.60 
0.82 
0.98 

0.44 
0.62 
0.88 
1.16 
1.38 

0.71 
0.90 
1.19 
1.53 
1.80 

1.01 
1.19 
1.50 
1.89 
2.21 

1.30 
1.51 
1.86 
2.33 
2.74 

1.57 
1.82 
2.24 
2.83 
3.34 

1.83 
2.13 
2.65 
3.39 
4.04 

2.13 
2.47 
3.08 
3.96 
4.74 

2.15 
2.56 
3.39 
4.48 
5.38 

2.41 
2.86 
3.81 
5.06 
6.09 

2.66 
3.17 
4.23 
5.64 
6.80 

2.91 
3.46 
4.64 
6.21 
7.51 

3.15 
3.75 
5.04 
6.78 
8.23 
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Appendix 2. Sea-level rise projections with quantile probabilities for sites in Maryland and Washington, DC, 
under the SSP2-4.5 emissions scenario. 

Quantile 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 2080 2090 2100 2110 2120 2130 2140 2150 
B A LT I M O R E  

M
E

T
E

R
 S

 5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.04 
0.07 
0.10 
0.14 
0.18 

0.08 
0.13 
0.19 
0.25 
0.30 

0.14 
0.19 
0.27 
0.36 
0.42 

0.22 
0.27 
0.36 
0.46 
0.54 

0.30 0.37 0.43 0.49 
0.35 0.43 0.51 0.57 
0.45 0.55 0.64 0.72 
0.57 0.69 0.81 0.93 
0.67 0.81 0.96 1.11 

0.51 
0.62 
0.82 
1.08 
1.30 

0.52 
0.65 
0.90 
1.23 
1.48 

0.58 
0.72 
1.00 
1.37 
1.65 

0.63 
0.79 
1.10 
1.50 
1.82 

0.68 
0.85 
1.19 
1.64 
1.99 

0.73 
0.92 
1.29 
1.78 
2.16 

F
E

E
T

 

5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.13 
0.22 
0.34 
0.47 
0.57 

0.27 
0.41 
0.61 
0.82 
0.98 

0.46 
0.63 
0.89 
1.16 
1.37 

0.72 
0.90 
1.18 
1.52 
1.78 

0.97 1.20 1.42 1.60 
1.16 1.42 1.66 1.88 
1.47 1.79 2.09 2.37 
1.86 2.27 2.65 3.06 
2.18 2.66 3.15 3.63 

1.68 
2.04 
2.69 
3.54 
4.25 

1.72 
2.15 
2.97 
4.02 
4.84 

1.90 
2.37 
3.29 
4.48 
5.41 

2.07 
2.59 
3.60 
4.93 
5.97 

2.24 
2.80 
3.91 
5.39 
6.52 

2.40 
3.01 
4.22 
5.84 
7.08 

T O L C H E S T E R  B E A C H  

M
E

T
E

R
 S

 5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.04 
0.07 
0.11 
0.15 
0.18 

0.08 
0.13 
0.19 
0.25 
0.30 

0.14 
0.20 
0.27 
0.36 
0.43 

0.22 
0.28 
0.37 
0.47 
0.55 

0.30 0.37 0.44 0.50 
0.36 0.44 0.52 0.58 
0.46 0.55 0.64 0.73 
0.58 0.70 0.82 0.94 
0.67 0.82 0.97 1.12 

0.52 
0.63 
0.83 
1.09 
1.31 

0.54 
0.67 
0.92 
1.24 
1.49 

0.59 
0.74 
1.02 
1.38 
1.66 

0.65 
0.80 
1.11 
1.52 
1.84 

0.70 
0.87 
1.21 
1.66 
2.01 

0.75 
0.93 
1.30 
1.80 
2.18 

F
E

E
T

 

5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.13 
0.22 
0.35 
0.48 
0.58 

0.28 
0.42 
0.62 
0.83 
1.00 

0.47 
0.65 
0.90 
1.18 
1.39 

0.73 
0.92 
1.20 
1.54 
1.80 

0.98 1.22 1.44 1.63 
1.18 1.45 1.69 1.91 
1.50 1.81 2.11 2.40 
1.89 2.29 2.69 3.09 
2.21 2.69 3.18 3.68 

1.72 
2.08 
2.73 
3.58 
4.30 

1.76 
2.19 
3.01 
4.07 
4.89 

1.94 
2.41 
3.33 
4.53 
5.46 

2.12 
2.63 
3.65 
4.99 
6.02 

2.29 
2.85 
3.96 
5.45 
6.59 

2.46 
3.06 
4.28 
5.90 
7.15 

A N N A P O L I S  

M
E

T
E

R
 S

 5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.04 
0.07 
0.11 
0.15 
0.18 

0.09 
0.13 
0.19 
0.26 
0.31 

0.15 
0.20 
0.28 
0.37 
0.43 

0.23 
0.29 
0.37 
0.48 
0.56 

0.31 0.39 0.45 0.51 
0.37 0.45 0.53 0.60 
0.46 0.56 0.66 0.75 
0.58 0.71 0.83 0.96 
0.68 0.83 0.98 1.13 

0.54 
0.65 
0.85 
1.11 
1.32 

0.56 
0.69 
0.93 
1.26 
1.51 

0.61 
0.76 
1.04 
1.40 
1.68 

0.67 
0.83 
1.13 
1.54 
1.86 

0.72 
0.89 
1.23 
1.68 
2.03 

0.78 
0.96 
1.33 
1.82 
2.20 

F
E

E
T

 

5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.14 
0.23 
0.36 
0.49 
0.59 

0.29 
0.43 
0.63 
0.85 
1.01 

0.50 
0.67 
0.92 
1.20 
1.41 

0.76 
0.94 
1.23 
1.56 
1.82 

1.02 1.26 1.49 1.68 
1.21 1.49 1.73 1.96 
1.52 1.85 2.16 2.45 
1.92 2.33 2.73 3.14 
2.23 2.72 3.22 3.71 

1.78 
2.13 
2.78 
3.63 
4.34 

1.82 
2.25 
3.06 
4.12 
4.94 

2.00 
2.48 
3.40 
4.59 
5.52 

2.19 
2.71 
3.72 
5.06 
6.09 

2.38 
2.93 
4.04 
5.52 
6.66 

2.55 
3.15 
4.36 
5.97 
7.22 

C A M B R I D G E  

M
E

T
E

R
 S

 5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.04 
0.07 
0.11 
0.15 
0.18 

0.09 
0.13 
0.19 
0.26 
0.31 

0.15 
0.20 
0.28 
0.37 
0.43 

0.23 
0.29 
0.38 
0.48 
0.56 

0.31 0.39 0.46 0.51 
0.37 0.45 0.53 0.60 
0.47 0.57 0.66 0.75 
0.59 0.71 0.83 0.96 
0.68 0.83 0.98 1.14 

0.54 
0.65 
0.85 
1.11 
1.33 

0.56 
0.69 
0.94 
1.26 
1.51 

0.61 
0.76 
1.04 
1.40 
1.69 

0.67 
0.83 
1.14 
1.55 
1.86 

0.73 
0.90 
1.24 
1.69 
2.03 

0.78 
0.96 
1.33 
1.83 
2.21 

F
E

E
T

 

5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.13 
0.23 
0.36 
0.50 
0.60 

0.29 
0.43 
0.64 
0.85 
1.02 

0.50 
0.67 
0.92 
1.20 
1.41 

0.76 
0.94 
1.23 
1.57 
1.83 

1.02 1.26 1.49 1.68 
1.21 1.49 1.74 1.96 
1.53 1.85 2.16 2.45 
1.92 2.33 2.74 3.15 
2.24 2.73 3.23 3.73 

1.78 
2.14 
2.79 
3.65 
4.36 

1.82 
2.25 
3.07 
4.13 
4.95 

2.01 
2.49 
3.41 
4.60 
5.53 

2.20 
2.71 
3.73 
5.07 
6.11 

2.38 
2.94 
4.06 
5.54 
6.67 

2.56 
3.16 
4.37 
5.99 
7.25 
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Quantile 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 2080 2090 2100 2110 2120 2130 2140 2150 
S O L O M O N S  

M
E

T
E

R
 S

 5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.04 
0.07 
0.11 
0.16 
0.19 

0.10 
0.14 
0.20 
0.26 
0.31 

0.16 
0.21 
0.29 
0.37 
0.44 

0.24 
0.30 
0.39 
0.49 
0.57 

0.32 0.40 0.47 0.53 
0.38 0.47 0.55 0.62 
0.48 0.58 0.67 0.77 
0.60 0.73 0.85 0.98 
0.69 0.85 1.00 1.15 

0.56 
0.67 
0.87 
1.13 
1.35 

0.58 
0.71 
0.96 
1.28 
1.53 

0.64 
0.78 
1.06 
1.43 
1.71 

0.70 
0.85 
1.16 
1.57 
1.89 

0.76 
0.93 
1.26 
1.71 
2.06 

0.81 
0.99 
1.36 
1.85 
2.24 

F
E

E
T

 

5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.14 
0.23 
0.37 
0.51 
0.61 

0.31 
0.45 
0.65 
0.87 
1.03 

0.53 
0.70 
0.94 
1.22 
1.43 

0.80 
0.98 
1.26 
1.59 
1.86 

1.06 1.31 1.55 1.74 
1.25 1.53 1.79 2.02 
1.57 1.90 2.21 2.51 
1.96 2.38 2.79 3.20 
2.28 2.78 3.27 3.78 

1.85 
2.20 
2.85 
3.70 
4.41 

1.90 
2.33 
3.14 
4.20 
5.02 

2.10 
2.57 
3.48 
4.68 
5.60 

2.29 
2.80 
3.81 
5.15 
6.18 

2.48 
3.03 
4.14 
5.62 
6.76 

2.66 
3.26 
4.47 
6.08 
7.34 

W A S H I N G T O N ,  D.C.  

M
E

T
E

R
 S

 5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.04 
0.07 
0.11 
0.15 
0.18 

0.08 
0.13 
0.19 
0.25 
0.30 

0.14 
0.20 
0.27 
0.36 
0.42 

0.22 
0.28 
0.36 
0.46 
0.54 

0.30 0.37 0.44 0.49 
0.36 0.44 0.51 0.58 
0.45 0.55 0.64 0.72 
0.57 0.69 0.81 0.93 
0.67 0.81 0.96 1.11 

0.52 
0.63 
0.82 
1.08 
1.30 

0.53 
0.66 
0.91 
1.23 
1.48 

0.58 
0.73 
1.01 
1.37 
1.65 

0.64 
0.79 
1.10 
1.51 
1.82 

0.69 
0.86 
1.20 
1.65 
1.99 

0.74 
0.92 
1.29 
1.78 
2.16 

F
E

E
T

 

5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.12 
0.22 
0.34 
0.48 
0.58 

0.27 
0.41 
0.61 
0.82 
0.98 

0.47 
0.64 
0.89 
1.17 
1.37 

0.72 
0.91 
1.19 
1.52 
1.78 

0.97 1.21 1.43 1.61 
1.16 1.43 1.67 1.89 
1.48 1.80 2.09 2.38 
1.87 2.27 2.66 3.06 
2.19 2.66 3.15 3.64 

1.69 
2.05 
2.70 
3.55 
4.26 

1.73 
2.16 
2.97 
4.03 
4.84 

1.92 
2.38 
3.30 
4.49 
5.41 

2.09 
2.60 
3.61 
4.95 
5.97 

2.26 
2.82 
3.92 
5.40 
6.54 

2.43 
3.03 
4.24 
5.85 
7.09 

O C E A N  C I T Y  

M
E

T
E

R
 S

 5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.05 
0.08 
0.12 
0.16 
0.19 

0.10 
0.15 
0.21 
0.27 
0.33 

0.17 
0.22 
0.30 
0.39 
0.45 

0.26 
0.31 
0.40 
0.50 
0.58 

0.34 0.42 0.50 0.56 
0.40 0.49 0.57 0.65 
0.50 0.60 0.70 0.80 
0.62 0.75 0.88 1.01 
0.72 0.87 1.03 1.19 

0.59 
0.71 
0.90 
1.17 
1.39 

0.61 
0.74 
1.00 
1.32 
1.57 

0.67 
0.82 
1.10 
1.47 
1.76 

0.74 
0.89 
1.21 
1.62 
1.94 

0.80 
0.97 
1.31 
1.77 
2.12 

0.86 
1.04 
1.42 
1.91 
2.30 

F
E

E
T

 

5 
17 
50 
83 
95 

0.16 
0.25 
0.39 
0.52 
0.63 

0.33 
0.48 
0.68 
0.90 
1.07 

0.56 
0.73 
0.98 
1.26 
1.48 

0.84 
1.02 
1.31 
1.65 
1.91 

1.11 1.37 1.62 1.83 
1.31 1.60 1.87 2.12 
1.63 1.97 2.30 2.61 
2.02 2.46 2.88 3.31 
2.35 2.86 3.38 3.90 

1.94 
2.31 
2.97 
3.83 
4.55 

2.01 
2.44 
3.27 
4.34 
5.16 

2.21 
2.69 
3.62 
4.83 
5.77 

2.41 
2.93 
3.96 
5.32 
6.37 

2.61 
3.18 
4.30 
5.80 
6.96 

2.81 
3.42 
4.64 
6.28 
7.55 
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