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Introduction: other influencing factors?

* Both Inter- (Diaz et al., 2007) and Intra-specific (He et al., 2021) + All traits differed between species.
trait variability Is very important factor influencing species

community composition and within community trait distribution. * Although e us_ed specie which are
able to coexist quite well together, their

traits were Iinfluenced not only by species
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