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Fig. 4. Species-speci“c  probability  of survival  from  “re  as a function  of stem height  (m)  and location  on the landscape (topographic  position).  Probability  values of 0 indicates  
no 
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Devine et al. 2017 ; Skowno  et
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ing  herbivores  or by cutting  treatments  that  reduce the  number  

of woody  stems ( O•Connor et al. 2020 ; Capozzelli  et al. 2020 ). 
As 
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