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A simple model comparison of eradication and 

containment  
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Under what circumstances is containment more efficient 

than eradication? 
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The relative cost of containment versus eradication – an 

example 
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In summary: Containment or eradication? 



Breaches of containment and eradication programs 
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When is containment a valid fall-back option to 

eradication? 
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Containment

Eradication

Containment
as a fallback

Breach Type IIIa
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Future research priorities 

 

 



http://www.depi.vic.gov.au/agriculture-and-food/pests-diseases-and-weeds/protecting-victoria-from-pest-animals-and-weeds
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