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Abstract

Few seagrass biomass monitoring studies have considered the adequacy of monitoring intensity in their
design. Power analysis is now widely used in ecological monitoring to determine sample size (replication) and
the power (probability of not making a Type II error) of the monitoring design to detect change (effect size).
We investigated seasonal variation of above-ground biomass of Zostera species at Woolooware Bay, Botany
Bay, NSW and Ukerebagh Channel, Tweed River, NSW to show that seagrass biomass varies significantly
between sites and seasonally. By conducting preliminary power analysis at each study site we found that our
sampling design would only detect 70% change at Woolooware Bay, while <10% change would be detected at
Ukerebagh Channel with the same intensity of sampling. We demonstrate the potential efficiency of
harvesting as a means of estimating biomass in high biomass situations, where percentage cover may provide
less discrimination between sampling sites.
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Few seagrass biomass monitoring studies have considered the adequacy of
monitoring intensity in their design. Power analysis is now widely used in ecological
monitoring to determine sample size (replication) and the power (probability of not making a
Type Il error) of the monitoring design to detect change (effect size). We investigated
seasonal variation of above-ground biomass of Zostera species at Woolooware Bay, Botany
Bay, NSW and Ukerebagh Channel, Tweed River, NSW to show that seagrass biomass varies
significantly between sites and seasonally. By conducting preliminary power analysis at each
study site we found that our sampling design would only detect 70% change at Woolooware
Bay, while <10% change would be detected at Ukerebagh Channel with the same intensity of
sampling. We demonstrate the potential efficiency of harvesting as a means of estimating
biomass in high biomass situations, where percentage cover may provide less discrimination
between sampling sites.
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Seagrasses are an important and often dominant component of estuaries and shallow
coastal waters of Australia (Larkum 1977; Long et al. 1994) and seagrass meadows are
considered to be among the most valuable ecosystems in terms of the services they provide
(Costanza et al. 1997; Orth et al. 2006). Seagrass in Australia and internationally may exhibit
high productivity and support abundant communities, including many commercially
important wildlife (Charpy-Roubaud and Sournia 1990; Smith, 1981; Thayer et al. 1975).
Aside from acting as nursery grounds, adult habitat and food for commercially important
prawns and fish (Bell and Pollard 1989; Blaber et al. 1992; Young 1978), wading birds and
dugongs (Preen et al. 1992) seagrass also contributes large amounts of detritus and dissolved
organic matter (Moriarty et al. 1984; Orth et al. 2006) to estuarine foodwebs. While they are
present in only 0.15% of the ocean’s surface (Charpy-Roubaud and Sournia 1990), they
contribute 1% of the net primary production of the global ocean (Duarte and Cebrian 1996).
Reliable and accurate estimates of seagrass biomass are essential for estimating productivity
and establishing links among other estuarine components.

Zostera capricorni is among the common seagrass species dominating seagrass beds
in southeastern Australia. Biomass of Z. capricorni has been reported for Lake Illawarra
(Harris et al. 1979), Port Hacking (Kirkman et al. 1982), Botany Bay (Larkum et al. 1984)
Tuggerah Lakes, NSW (Higginson 1965) and Moreton Bay, Queensland (Kirkman 1978).
Sampling protocols, in particular quadrat size and replication, varied significantly among
studies (Table 1), but the most commonly used method was sampling biomass within 0.25 m
x 0.25 m quadrats (Kirkman and Cook 1982; Larkum et al. 1984; Larkum and West, 1990;
Mellors 1991; Neverauskas 1987; Lanyon and Marsh 1995) with 10 replicate quadrats
established within plots (Larkum et al. 1984).

Table 1: Size of quadrats used in seagrass biomass studies in Australia.

Source Location Dominant Species Quadrat size
(m?)
Kirkman and Cook 1982 Port Hacking, Zostera capricorni 0.0625
NSW (0.25x0.25)
Larkum et al. 1984 Botany Bay, Z. capricorni 0.0625
NSW (0.25x0.25)
Larkum and West 1990 Quibray Bay and Posidonia species 0.0625
Silver Beach, NSW (0.25x0.25)
Neverauskas 1987 Gulf St. Vincent, SA Posidonia species 0.0625
Amphibolis species (0.25x0.25)
Lanyon and Marsh 1995 North Queensland Seagrass species 0.0625
(0.25x0.25)
Mellors 1991 Green Island, Qld Halophilla uninervis 0.25
(0.5x0.5)
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Power analysis has been utilized in the design of monitoring programs to determine if
a statistical test based on a given sample size has a high probability of detecting significant
effects (Green 1989; Peterman 1990) or to determine sample size required to identify a
change in effect size (Underwood 1997). The importance of undertaking preliminary power
analysis to determine the efficacy of a monitoring program sampling design is becoming well
accepted (Fairweather 1991; Thomas 1997). However, in spite of the importance of this task
few studies internationally have considered the statistical power of monitoring sampling
designs to determine change in seagrass cover or biomass (Kirkman 1996). Heidelburg and
Nelson (1996) applied power analysis to contrast the statistical power of different techniques
of biomass estimation (coring, shoot counting, percentage cover) to conclude that percent
cover was the most cost efficient technique, while Mumby et al. (1997) assessed the
statistical power of seagrass cover estimation from remote sensing platforms. One recent
Australian seagrass study (McDonald et al. 2006), reviewed the statistical power of video
assessment of seagrass cover finding differences in the minimum detectable change between
uniform and variable seagrass cover.

The estimation of biomass from percentage cover has the advantages of relatively
high statistical power, ease of capture and minimal interference. However, there are at least
two reasons to retain harvesting as an additional technique in seagrass biomass estimation.
First, percentage cover may not provide sufficient resolution among sites of relatively high
biomass, all being of complete coverage and yet differing stand density and height. Secondly,
the standing biomass may be a more direct measure of the ecosystem service being
considered, where this service relates directly to primary productivity, as might be the case in
determination of carbon flow in estuarine environments. This study is the first to apply power
analysis to the determination of sample size by contrasting high and low biomass sites, one
tropical and the other temperate. The study has two aims; first; to determine an optimal
sampling design for monitoring changes in seagrass above-ground biomass in sites of high
and low percentage cover. Power analysis was conducted to determine the optimal number of
replicate quadrats (sample size) required to detect change (effect size) in seagrass above-
ground biomass. Secondly, we investigated the seasonal variation of above ground biomass
of Zostera spp. at two sites in southeastern Australia.

Methods
Study sites

This study was undertaken at two sites in southeastern Australia; Woolooware Bay,
situated on the temperate east Australian coast with variable percentage cover, and
Ukerebagh Channel situated on the subtropical east Australian coast with consistently high
percentage cover (Figure 1). While Woolooware Bay (located on Botany Bay, 34°00’S,
151°11°E), is described as a marine dominated open embayment and Ukerebagh Channel
(located on the Tweed River, 28°10°S, 153°33’E) is a barrier estuary (Roy et al. 2001), they
are geomorphically similar, being situated on sandy marine deltas. Seagrass communities in
Botany Bay are dominated by Posidonia australis and Zostera capricorni (Larkum and West
1990), while the Tweed River is dominated by monospecific stands of Zostera species
(Saintilan and Rogers 2008).
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Figure 1: Location of Ukerebagh Channel, Tweed River and Woolooware Bay, Botany Bay.

Sampling Methods

As sampling was designed to maximise precision of biomass estimation over time,
small quadrats with many replications were used in preference to a few large quadrats, as
recommended by Downing and Anderson (1985). In both Woolooware Bay and Ukerebagh
Channel, four plots were established in contiguous seagrass beds. Within each plot, eight
quadrats of 0.25 m X 0.25 m were deployed for collecting samples. Re-randomised samples
were collected on four occasions to represent each season between June 2002 and June 2003.
Care was taken to ensure that re-randomised samples did not coincide with previously
sampled sites.

Sample collection was conducted at low tide (<0.4 m above mean sea level) to ensure
ease of access, minimize water turbidity and maximise visibility of seagrass beds. Above-
ground seagrass biomass for all ramets located within the quadrats was removed. The above-
ground biomass was cleaned using freshwater to remove all salts, sediments and epiphytes.
Biomass was oven dried to constant weight at 80°C and immediately weighed after removal
from ovens to avoid rehydration of samples.

As a guide to optimal sampling design, power analysis was conducted on samples
collected in June 2002 at both study sites. While there is debate about appropriate confidence
and power for monitoring (Di Stefano 2003; Field et al. 2007), here we used a confidence of
0.95 and a minimum power of 0.8 as a guide for selecting sample size as these values have
become a convention in ecological monitoring. Furthermore, since there is little guidance on
the effect size which enables a prompt and effective management response to detrimental
change in seagrass biomass, above-ground biomass data from initial sampling at each study
site were manipulated to have an effect size change in increments of 10%. Repeated measures
analysis of variance was conducted to determine the sample size for detecting an effect size
change in above-ground seagrass biomass.

Univariate analysis (ANOVA) and post-hoc Student-Newmans-Kules (SNK) tests
were performed on all samples to assess differences in biomass among seasons within sites,

20



while two-way analysis of variance was used to determine differences between sites and
among seasons.

Results

The statistical power of the analysis on seagrass biomass collected at Woolooware
Bay was significantly less than that at Ukerebagh Channel (Figure 2). This is likely to be due
to greater variance at Woolooware Bay (coefficient of variance = 44%) compared to
Ukerebagh Channel (coefficient of variance = 40%). As many as ten quadrats per plot would
be required to detect a 50% change in seagrass above-ground biomass at Woolooware Bay,
while only seven quadrats are required to detect 10% change in seagrass biomass at
Ukerebagh Channel. The current sampling design of eight quadrats per plot would detect
70% change in seagrass above-ground biomass at Woolooware Bay, while <10% change
would be detected at Ukerebagh Channel.
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Figure 2: Sample size (quadrats per plot) versus power for seagrass biomass at a) Woolooware Bay and b)

Ukerebagh Channel
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Average seagrass biomass was significantly higher in Ukerebagh Channel (mean (SE)

69.59 (6.15) g dry wt. m™®) than at Wooloooware Bay (mean (SE) 26.01 (2.30) g dry wt. m?)

(p<0.05, Table 2). The significant interaction between season and site (p<0.05) indicates a
unique pattern of seasonal variability between sites. This seasonal variability was evident at
both Woolooware Bay (p<0.05), where biomass was higher in spring than all other seasons
and lower in winter than all other seasons (p<0.05, Table 3), and Ukerebagh Channel
(p<0.05, Table 3) where biomass was higher in summer than autumn and winter (Figure 3).
Contrary to the preliminary power analysis, the monitoring sampling strategy detected in
excess of 50% change in seagrass biomass at Wooloware Bay.

Table 2: Two-way analysis of variance results for seagrass biomass with factors of site (Woolooware Bay,
Ukerebagh Channel) and season (spring, summer, autumn and winter).

Source of variation Type Il Sum of Squares Degrees of Freedom Mean Squares F-statistic P-value

Corrected
Model
Intercept
Season

River

Season * River
Error

Total

Corrected
Total

621.73(a)
2284.96
103.56
474.80
43.37
785.81
3692.50

1407.54

7 88.82
1 2284.96
3 34.520
1 474.80
3 14.46
248 3.170
256
255

28.03

721.130

10.89

149.85

4.56

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.004

(@) R Squared = 0.442 (Adjusted R Squared = 0.426)

Table 3: Univariate analysis of variance results for seagrass biomass at a) Woolooware Bay
(Cochranes Test C = 0.3556) and b) Ukerebagh Channel (Cochranes Test C = 0.4955).

Site Source of Variation

Degrees of Freedom Mean Squares F-statistic  P-value

a) Season 3 9.86 23.13 0.0001
Residual 124 0.43
Total 127

b) Season 3 39.16 6.62 0.0003
Residual 124 5911
Total 127
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Figure 3: Mean biomass (+ standard error) of seagrass (dry weight per square metre) at a) Woolooware Bay and
b) Ukerebagh Channel. n=128

Discussion
Power Analysis

The power analysis presented here demonstrates the need to conduct preliminary
analyses on results at each study site to determine the power and sample size required for
detecting change. The greater variance at Woolooware Bay meant that sampling effort should
be significantly greater than that at Ukerebagh Channel, a site of relatively high and
consistent biomass. More specifically, 10 quadrats per plot would be required to detect a 50%
change in biomass at Woolooware Bay, while only 4 quadrats per plot would be required at
Ukerebagh Channel to significantly detect the same degree of change.

Sampling effort may be reduced by increasing the effect size that could be detected
(e.g. from 50% to 70%). However, this undermines the ability of the monitoring to promptly
detect change (Di Stefano 2003; Field et al. 2007; Mapstone 1995). Alternatively, sampling
effort may be reduced by decreasing the confidence interval (eg from 0.95 to 0.90;
Underwood 1994). Trade-offs in the degree of change detectable and confidence is not
necessary at Ukerebagh Channel which has relatively high statistical power, but may be
appropriate at Woolooware Bay. Some discussion has been given to appropriate trade-offs
which increase the power of detecting change, without greatly increasing the cost or effort
(Field et al. 2005, 2007; Mapstone 1995). In the case of Woolooware Bay, since the cost of
making Type | and Type Il error is unknown it may be appropriate to use an iterative process
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of reducing the confidence level and recalculating the power until they are equal (Field et al.
2007; Mapstone 1995).

While we demonstrate the need for preliminary statistical power analysis of seagrass
biomass monitoring, a monitoring program based on this design will only trigger a
management response at Woolooware Bay when biomass either decreases or increases by
70% or more. An effect size of 70% or more may fail to allow managers to respond quickly
and effectively to negative or detrimental changes. In addition, sampling design at
Woolooware Bay cannot be altered according to the iterative process (Field et al. 2007;
Mapstone 1995) described above as it assumes that the effect size to be detected has been
clearly defined in the objectives of the monitoring (Field et al. 2007). To encourage adequate
design of seagrass biomass monitoring and to aid prompt and effective management action,
we urge for further consideration to be given to the effect size that monitoring of seagrass
biomass should detect.

Few studies have quantified the success of seagrass recovery, possibly due to a lack of
long-term data from monitoring programs or because recovery has been unsuccessful or
extremely slow (Short and Wyllie-Echeverria 1996); however, rapid recovery of Zostera
marina has been documented (Plus et al. 2003). Zostera marina may reproduce both sexually
and asexually, with higher rates of sexual reproduction reportedly compensating for slower
rates of horizontal rhizome extension (Phillips et al. 1983; Rasheed 2004). Recovery success
is therefore dependent on seed availability, either from parent plants or seed banks, and
conditions suitable for seedling establishment and rhizome extension, which may require
disturbance minimization. As seed availability and suitable conditions for seedling
establishment and vegetative expansion will vary among sites, an appropriate site-specific
effect size should be selected on the basis of these variable factors. Monitoring should be
designed to detect the suitable effect size and then consideration should be given to changes
in power and/or confidence.

However, the relatively high statistical power of the high biomass Ukerebagh site
would suggest that harvesting as a form of biomass estimation is a useful alternative to
applying percentage cover over sites where this technique provides little discrimination. In
lower biomass situations, the relative benefit of percentage cover over harvesting increases as
suggested by Heidelburg and Nelson (1996).

Seagrass Biomass

The seasonal variation in biomass at Woolooware Bay is similar to results reported
for Zostera capricorni measured over the same seasons in Botany Bay (Larkum et al. 1984)
and nearby Port Hacking (Kirkman et al. 1982). Seasonal variation in results was somewhat
different at Ukerebagh Channel than other sites in southeastern Australia (Kerr and Strother
1990; Kirkman et al. 1982; Larkum et al. 1984), however, they still indicate that productivity
increases in response to favourable growing conditions, particularly warmer temperatures
(Hillman et al. 1989).

Conclusion

Since seagrass above-ground biomass varied between sites and seasonally it is appropriate for
preliminary analyses of statistical power to be completed at each study site before
undertaking any monitoring of seagrass biomass. Rather than replicating sampling designs
used in previous studies, preliminary analyses of the degree of replication should be
completed for each study site so as to adequately design monitoring programs that have the
statistical power to detect change. The relatively higher statistical power at high biomass sites
may present harvesting as a useful alternative to percentage cover in biomass estimation in
these situations.

24



Acknowledgements

This research was conducted under an Australian Postgraduate Award (Industry) for Kamal
Hossain, provided by the Commonwealth Government of Australia. The Tweed Shire
Council provided additional operational support for this research.

References

Bell, JD and Pollard, DA. 1989. Ecology of fish assemblages and fisheries associated with
seagrasses. In: AW.D. Larkum, A.J. McComb and S.A. Shephard (Eds.), The
Biology of Seagrasses — An Australian Perspective. Elsevier, Amsterdam, pp. 565-
609.

Blaber, SJM, Brewer, DT, Salini, JP, Kerr, JD and Conacher, C. 1992. Species composition
and biomasses of fishes in tropical seagrasses at Groote Eylandt, Northern Australia.
Estuarine Coastal and Shelf Science 35: 605-620.

Charpy-Roubaud, C and Sournia, A. 1990 The comparative estimation of phytoplanktonic
and microphytobenthic production in the oceans. Marine Microbial Food Webs 4: 31-
57.

Costanza, R, d’Arge, R, Sutton, P and van der Belt, M. 1997. The value of the world’s
ecosystem services and natural capital. Nature 387: 253-260.

Di Stefano J. 2003. How much power is enough? Against the development of an arbitrary
convention for statistical power calculations. Functional Ecology 17: 707-7009.
Downing, JA and Anderson, MR. 1985 Estimating the standing biomass of aquatic

macrophytes. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Science 42: 1860-1869.

Duarte, CM and Cebrian, J. 1996 The fate of marine autotrophic production.
Limnol.Oceanogr. 41: 1758-1766.

Fairweather, PG. 1991 Statistical power and design requirements for environmental
monitoring. Australian Journal of Marine and Freshwater Research 42: 555-567.

Field, SA, Tyre, A, and Possingham, HP. 2005. Optimizing allocation of monitoring effort
under economic and observational constraints. Journal of Wildlife Management 69(2):
473-482.

Field, SA, O’Connor, PJ, Tyre, AJ, and Possingham, HP. 2007 Making monitoring
meaningful. Austral Ecology 32: 485-491.

Green, RH. 1989 Power analysis and practical strategies for environmental monitoring.
Environmental Research 50: 195-205.

Hancock, GJ, Ollet, JM, and Wallbrink, PJ. 2001. Sediment transport and accumulation in
Western Port. Report on Phase | of a study determining the sources of sediment to
Western Port, CSIRO Land and Water, Environmental Hydrology, Canberra,
Techniqgcal Report 47/01, November 2001.

Harris, M, King, RJ, and Ellis, J. 1979. The eelgrass Zostera capicorni in lllawarra Lake New
South Wales. Proc. Linn. Soc. NSW 104(1): 23-33.

Heidelburgh, WS and Nelson, WG. 1996. A power analysis of methods for assessment of
change in seagrass cover. Aquatic Botany 53(3): 227-233.

Higginson, FR. 1965. The distribution of submerged aquatic angiosperms in the Tuggerah
Lakes system. Proc.Linn.Soc.NSW, 90: 328-334.

Hillman, K, Walker, D I , Larkum, AWD, McComb, A J. 1989. Productivty and nutrient
limitation. In: Larkum. A. W. D., McComb, A. J., Shepherd, S. A. (eds.) Biology of
seagrasses: A treatise on the biology of seagrasses with special reference to the
Australian region. Elsevier, Amsterdam, p. 635-685

Kerr, EA and Strother, S. 1990. Seasonal changes in standing crop of Zostera muelleri in
south-eastern Australia. Aquatic Botany 38: 369-376.

25



Kirkman, H. 1978. Decline of seagrass in northern areas of Moreton Bay, Queensland.
Aquatic Botany 5: 63-76.

Kirkman, H. 1996. Baseline and monitoring methods for seagrass meadows. Journal of
Environmental Management 47: 191-201.

Kirkman, H, Reid, DD, and Cook, IH. 1982. Biomass and growth of Zostera capricorni
Aschers. in Port Hacking, NSW, Australia. Aquatic Botany 12: 57-67.

Lanyon, JM, and Marsh, H. 1995. Temporal changes in the abundance of some tropical
intertidal seagrasses in North Queensland. Aquatic Botany 49: 217-237.

Larkum AWD and West RJ. 1990. Long-term changes of seagrass meadows in Botany Bay,
Australia. Aquatic Botany 37: 55-70.

Larkum, AWD. 1977. Recent research on seagrass communities in Australia. In: C.P. McRoy
and C. Helfferich (Editors), Seagrass Ecosystems, A scientific Perspective. Marcel
Dekker, New York, pp 247-262.

Larkum, AWD., Collett, LC, and Williams, RJ. 1984. The standing stock, growth and shoot
production of Zostera capricorni aschers. In Botany Bay, New South Wales,
Australia. Aquatic Botany 19: 307-327.

Long, BG, Skewes, TD, and Poiner, IR. 1994. An efficient method for estimating seagrass
biomass. Aquatic Botany 47: 277-291.

Mapstone, BD. 1995. Scalable decision rules for environmental impact studies: Effect size,
Type I, and Type Il errors. Ecological Applications 5(2): 401-410.

McDonald, JI, Coupland, GT, and Kendrick, GA. 2006. Underwater video as a monitoring
tool to detect change in seagrass cover. Journal of Environmental Management 80(2):
148-155.

Mellors, JE. 1991. An evaluation of a rapid visual technique for estimating seagrass biomass.
Aquatic Botany 42: 67-73.

Moriarty, DJW, Boon, PI, Hansen, JA, Hunt, WG, Poiner, IR, Pollard, PC, Skyring, GW, and
White, DC. 1984. Microbial biomass and productivity in seagrass beds.
Geomicrobiology Journal 4: 21-51.

Mumby, PJ, Edwards, AJ, Green, EP, Anderson, CW, Ellis, AC, and Clark, CD. 1997. A
visual assessment technique for estimating seagrass standing crop. Aquatic
Conservation: Marine and Freshwater Ecosystems 7(3): 239-251.

Neverauskas, VP. 1987. Monitoring seagrass beds around a sewage sludge fallout in South
Australia. Marine Pollution Bulletin 18(4): 158-1647.

Orth RJ, Carruthers TJB, Dennison WC, Duarte CM, Fourqurean JW, Heck KL, Hughes AR,
Kendrick GA, Kenworthy WJ, Olyarnik S, Short FT, Waycott M, Williams SL. 2006.
A global crisis for seagrass ecosystems. BioScience 56: 987-996.

Peterman, RM. 1990. Statistical power analysis can improve fisheries research and
management. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Science 47: 2-15.

Plus, M, Deslous-Paoli, JM, and Dagault, F. 2003. Seagrass (Zostera marina L.) bed
recolonisation after anoxia-induced full mortality. Aquatic Botany 77: 121-134.

Preen, A, Thompson, J, and Corkeron, P. 1992. Wildlife and Management: Dugongs, Waders
and Dolphins. In: Moreton Bay in the Balance. O.N. Crimp (Editor), Australian
Littoral Society, Brisbane, pp. 59-68.

Saintilan N, and Rogers K. 2008. Tweed River estuarine vegetation monitoring programme:
Changes in extent 2006-2008. Report prepared for the NSW Department of Lands.

Rasheed, MA. 2004. Recovery and succession in a multi-species tropical seagrass meadow
following experimental disturbance: the role of sexual and asexual reproduction.
Journal of Experimental Marine Biology 310(1): 13-45.

26



Roy, PS, Williams, RJ, Jones, AR, Yassini, I, Gibbs, PJ, Coates, B, West, RJ, Scanes, PR,
Hudson, JP, and Nicol, S, 2001. Structure and function of South-East Australian
estuaries. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science, 53(3): 351-384.

Short, FT and Wyllie-Echeverria, S. 1996. Natural and human induced disturbances of
seagrasses. Environmental Conservation 23:17-27.

Smith, SV. 1981. Marine macrophytes as a global carbon sink. Science 211: 838-840.

Thayer, GW, Wolfe, DA, and Williams, RB. 1975. The impact of man on seagrass
ecosystems. Am.Sci., 63: 288-296.

Thomas, L. 1997. Retrospective power analysis. Conservation Biology 11(1): 276-280.

Underwood, AJ. 1994. On beyond BACI: sampling designs that might reliably detect
environmental disturbances. Ecological Applications 4:3-15.

Underwood, AJ. 1997. Experiments in Ecology: their logical design and interpretation using
analysis of variance. Cambridge University Press.

West, RJ, and Larkum, AWD. 1983. Seagrass primary production — a review. Proc.Linn.Soc.
NSW, 106(3): 213-223.

Young, PC. 1978. Moreton Bay, Queensland: a nursery area for juvenile penaeid prawns.
Australian Journal of Marine and Freshwater Research 28: 745-773.

27



	University of Wollongong
	Research Online
	2010

	Variation in seagrass biomass estimates in low and high density settings: implications for the selection of sample size
	Mustafa K. Hossain
	Kerrylee Rogers
	Neil Saintilan
	Publication Details

	Variation in seagrass biomass estimates in low and high density settings: implications for the selection of sample size
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Disciplines
	Publication Details


	Variation in seagrass biomass estimates in low and high density settings: Implications for the selection of sample size
	Z. capricorni

