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Climatic variables play an important role in determining the present/current  Identify important bioclimatic predictors which can discriminate between The best identified bioclimatic predictors for stable and dynamic AECs were:
status of dryland agriculture land use. Thus, future changes in climate variables current dryland AECs and, (1) Holdrige evapotranspiration index
will likely influence future dryland agriculture land use. o Useidentified bioclimatic predictors with future climate scenariosto evaluate (2) Precipitation during June, July and August
changes in dryland AECs given current production technology. (3) Precipitation of the warmest four-month season (June, July, August,
Huggins et al. (2011) developed a methodology to delineate the REACCH . - . . - September)
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(5) Percent precipitation during February, March, April and May
Overall classification accuracy and kappawere 72% and 66% for current stable
and dynamic AECs.

study area into agroecological classes (AECS): three dryland and one irrigated
AEC (Table 1) using National Agricultural Statistical Service (NASS) cropland
data-layer of actual land use/cover (Fig. 1).
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