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Methods

This experiment was conducted at Texas A&M Agrilife Research station
in College Station, TX (30.6280° N, 96.3344° W) and the Texas A&M
Agrilife Research station in Beeville, TX (28.4008° N, 97.7483° W).
Each of these sites contained 0.5 ac plots that had been seeded 3
months prior to the onset of the mob grazing with a diverse native seed
miX. The resulting vegetation was a mix of volunteer, seeded native, and
non-native species. Mob grazing was simulated by allowing 40, 2,000 Ib
mixed breed cows to graze each 0.5 acre plot for a total of 12 hours.
Canopy cover and average plot height was sampled the day before
grazing and then again the day following grazing. Percent canopy cover
of vegetation was ocularly estimated with 20 x 50 cm quadrats
(Daubenmire 1959).
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from 18% to 1% (Figure 5).

Figure 3. Total canopy cover present in pre and post

Figure 2. Percent bare ground present in pre and post
grazing at both College Station and Beeville
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e effect of simulated mob grazing on seeded native
In College Station the canopy cover of seeded
species was reduced from 3% to O and in Beeville it was reduced
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Conclusion

After analysis of what had changed from pre-grazing and post-grazing we
were able to see that mob grazing managed to do what we wanted which was
to increase the amount of bare ground present. We also observed how mob-
grazing changed the plants that were present in the plot. The cows managed
to reduce the amount of seeded plants drastically which led us to believe they
were more fond of the seed mix than what was originally growing in the area
which consisted of Bermudagrass.
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