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Volume estimation method comparison
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Discussion
» This non-destructive method for understory vegetation quantification
can be very helpful for the timely detection and quantification of
| competing vegetation in plantation forests in the southeastern US.
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The process for collectrng understory dry biomass. First, a 1m?2 PVC frame was 4 ¢ 1 estimation methods, yielding adj. R*of 0.79, 0.47, and 0.57,
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samples were dried in an oven (c) for 48 hours at 105°C before dry biomass Blor_na_ss metrics == estimated by the data is the inconsistent density and limited detection range, especially
weight measurement (d). Prediction best method when dealing with dense and wet understory vegetation.
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