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As king the (soill) Questi ons

e What’"s misSIing? (dsturbance)
e Howto put It back ..(restoraion)
e What Wil grow? (restoration)
e How do we stop the weeds? (restoration)

» Do we ‘st op’ the weeds? (ecdogcd)
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Replacing N Soil
Amendments
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replacing N GOmposts

Compost N Yield, 480 days
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N itrogen yield (percentof total N loaded) over a 480 day
aerobic incubation of soils and amended soils (minus control substrate).

Carey, Jan; 2002, UC Davis Masters Thesis
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oIl anendments, nmul ches,
weeds...




e Compost

e Mul ch
« Seed bank
« B ow ngin?




Suiccession and competition

H gh N aval alality=high earl y serd weeds

(Bernese&Aerts, 1984, Hal&Bruggg nk 1987)
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lmtra Sudy Results

e [reat ments

— Compost +B oso

— B osol

— Mul ch (no adat’| nutri ents)
 Results:



Br omus tectorum response t o co npost
mul'ch and nutri ents
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Soll Rest ora on:
& her Variah es

e« Co mpaction
e \\at er
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G her

Competiti on
Native 3 asses

Franci s & Pyke 1996
— Wheat grass (Nor den, Hycrest)
— 130-520 seeds n?
Herr on, Shel ey, Maxwell & Jacobsen
2001
— B uebunch, annua Rye, Squrrdtal
— 3000 seeds n?
Nort hstar Unit 7
— 3000 seeds nv
— <1%PBromus tectorum
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Biomass and
nutrient
accumulation
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V\e eds and Rest oraion:
Where do we go from here?

*Testing
*Adaptive Management
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