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quality, sequester carbon, and its wide range of suitable

habitat[9] . While the potential economic benefits of imple-
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Thus, switchgrass cultivation would not be appropriate in all

CRP lands, and more research is necessary to assess the

biodiversity and wildlife habitat consequences of converting

some CRP lands to biofuel production. Ultimately, the appli-

cability of using marginal lands or CRP lands for switchgrass
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