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precipitation and their impact on soil hydric |

INTERACTION: conditions in the southern La Plata Basin
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Motivation
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Global Climate Models e | Effective field capacity > Effective temperature and precipitation are expected to increase according to the projections of GCMs,
(Forte Lay and Spescha, 2001) J with few exceptions. Temperature shows better agreement between models than precipitation.

7 GCMs selected from CMIP5

-experiment historical period 1970-2010 ¢) IMPACT ON SOIL HYDRIC CONDITIONS > Soil response to these changes show that projected increased temperatures might reduce the number of
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Validated! el where potential evapotranspiration becomes more important.
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