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Results

A Both removal treatments lowed target species cover

A Native diversity was greater after removal in manual plots
than mechanical

A At both Gold Bluffs Beach and Little River mechanical
removal lowered the foredune

A At Little River the removal area had low dune hummocks

rather than a tall linear foredune




Management Implications

ARestoration goals will determine which removal

treatment to use

A Mechanical removal
A Decreased the cover of A. arenaria

A Price is lower

A Manual removal

A Native diversity is higher
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