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Seedling Versus Direct Seed
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Planted Seedlings Seed Caches
3 seed per cache
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Direct Seed Results
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Direct Seeding



Caged Seed versus Not Caged Seed
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Germination



5-Year Germination Results
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Seed Caches
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Seedlings



Seedling Survival
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4-Year Results
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2-Year Results
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Conclusion



