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Evidence suggests that palaeoecological research is not achieving its full potential impact on peatland restoration |[pup  proJECT, HIGHLIGHTING
practice. A focus on developing methods for practitioner engagement in palaecoecology is suggested, inspired by | key STAGES OF PRACTITIONER
translational sciences. Combining meetings, site visits, surveys, and a workshop enabled the co-production of | ENGAGEMENT.

research guestions with practitioners from the perspective of restoration needs.
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