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Patagonian Icefields through Modeling
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e Regarding the leading modes of variability affecting the Southern Hemisphere, La Nina-like (El Nino-like) conditions favor (distavor) the SMB,
while the Southern Annular Mode seems to have no impact on 1t. According to the projections for the XXI-century (equatorial SST warming), the
Patagonian Icefields could face increasingly adverse conditions 1in terms of the SMB.
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