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creased on the Coast (2000-2018). Figure 5: Seasonal Significant Correlation variability pattern EOF 1 for CWD
and SST EI Nino 3.4 and 4 in Ecuador (1981-2018): Left - JFM, Right - JAS
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Figure 1: Seasonal precipitation means in Ecuador (1981-2018): Left - JFM,
Right - JAS. These maps show average rainfall patterns during the wet (JFM) 2
and dry (JAS) seasons.
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3. Methodology

Figure 4: Significant Regression and Correlation between EI Nifio Indices
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Key findings include:
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*On dry season (JAS), decreased consecutive dry




