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Implications of the trapping efficiency of Avicennia 
and  Rhizophora roots. 
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Figure 1. Variables tested in the NIOZ racetrack flume to establish retention capacity of mimic 
mangrove roots. Panel A indicates the six different leaf types, degraded/fresh fragmented leaves. 
Panel B Presence/absence of waves and panel C, Avicennia and Rhizophora roots.   
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What did we measure? 

Ø Trapping (t>2minutes) 
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