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Sampling
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Filter size comparison

Magnetic Island Samples - Welch's ANOVA
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OCCU pa ﬂCy M Od e‘ ‘ | ﬂg eDNAoccupancy R package (Dorazio & Erickson 2017)
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Sea turtles are shedding
detectable amounts of DNA into
their environments.

The best method is filtering
larger volumes of water through
a larger filter pore size.
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