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Figure S3. Response curves (smooth curve + standard error) from models to plot the distribution and
density of Antarctic krill Euphausia superba in the Antarctic Peninsula region during a) summer, b)

winter. Vertical lines along the bottom represent the empirical data values). Winter values for sea



level anomaly and water velocity in the grid into which we were predicting did not exceed 0.15 and
0.5, respectively, thus the values where these response curves show much higher uncertainty were
not used. If the model were to be used to predict the krill distribution in areas where these higher
values of sea level anomaly and water velocity were present, they should be interpreted with

caution as the response to these covariates is much more uncertain at these higher values.



