Sz dnngi 5 (haghy (gl - (ool dolilad
(YY) AD-9F aan o) a)Lo..i'; §F o>

(ONS sl ‘VJL..'I dh‘_}f.'a.- 183,90 o) Sy oS S s Bl laes g ksl g5l oS

T s 5 Gk oS Sl s il g

u‘j’.'.‘ ‘J‘.‘.J.:)‘ GLA.:»J)‘ L;‘E"’LA AK.:..J‘) cw.:.b ch K] L;)))L;.S AM‘) cd)‘.ui;;.- Js.\:l)‘ d\ﬂu)ls LS}’“:“'": =\
U‘)’i‘ u&))‘ c&f-:)‘ L;.E;u e@‘b u&’.:.:la C:ol.w 9 6)')_51,:'5 oJ&i’J\b ‘d”:’tl’ CLA °3J§ ULiJLS.w‘ -y
@)ﬁ}f})ﬂi«@@j}d QL&)L« u)ﬂd\ﬁjudf,} A."JUL:.E}J w}o ch.«}- Qu:.bd'u:&uuﬂ)ﬁ)@bb—v

RPN IET

s S

s ol Ko Slal 4 ey Slialy 55 sl gl tasn 5l S K bl s

Sy S 36 53 M laes 5 bl sla S5s s3le oS Sua b ey pl ol Cab 4
d sl ol (gl el DS Ol 8 53 5l el S0 e o sl [0
doee 0 s enly e YoxPe aSCl G ankad s 3 5 Ol Jo 5B cpl ps (S K 4 sasankad
BT O L e N L e e O S R e e
DS 03 oS alasen S dn el en 4 (ald Ol s Ul e 4SS BLE e 4 S S
G Slee g5 2B Oy Sl gy 3l eslinal b s (5863l s g sddaBly O 51 dbols
aSe e 08V 5 s 0355 Gwasirgy 5 pm awgte SU cpl 53l e IS0 Ll lalols
5 e VO 5Bl s Ol s (Slees dols S0l oS 5l 0L s LS ol e YV s
sl s plo 3l es g lstle ol VYV 5 /8Y O e ol s gk pll asls
5 e W o ey S 5B s e 0L 1y s sl ST (Sl a4 oS Jiles 3 5 el (e
-l L oagrlge s Wl e OF s clid a5 el 1) dxsesl laes 5 U sy s (glS

ML: MbydK.:\?&lAaJ): Q‘ij‘.""""‘);})ﬁ LSLA

S b K J s e ol gla et la (il Gl £S5 1S gbae3l

Email: kiomarssefidi@gmail.com 1 s o 55 ¥

AO



\c)Lo.,.:J‘le?-‘ Lia.}z d.xw})ju.wﬂjf ;.».Q 5);* ;ALCQALA..LA_Q :

35hie bl el S Gloy ulide 5 sl by ol
sl e Sl S (Sefidi et al., 2014)
b K sl sl S 5B Jes
ool bl Al S SsE Ca S
(Sefidietal., 2014) ..l s VL bl
SilenS b BLl s e sla s,
sl 0 planil Ol et s K s skl
J=le 0 L s ey el
Sy Ol i NS dden jy e il
5SS Jatls mls ol 55 45515 )y
soadsl dele s Okt glas i, il
Eok e 3 Dby (Bolad (Sl s (St
05,5 Il 53 Ol Ol el ey OLES
Sl S H e an a s kel le
Sl el m ol ed 31 Sl
s G gl e a8 Sasen] siasolis
A pled patld mlS pimen 2y e ol
b so DV s a0l o e g LT 5 e 2
f 2 Ol (gl T gme B oS Ot 5 LISST G
S s (Alijani et al., 2013) 55 Jo d> e
e glags Sl o p 3 S Shask
loan o 305 gl a5l eslinal b Ko
3 e s A sl S 050 b, sl
e Sy bl (ol 168 S b,
S bl fslie S faes g el 5 e
Sl 350 31 Ol ccilis glac s wlis
(S i sl Sy 5l Ty Sl e
e SN LS 5 oy f LSl 5wl Sl sl
5o 5l B e slan S Sesals Sl
oS s 2o Slacg 53 lobaSis s
Moridi 5 _ias3 s .(Alijani et al., 2014) .
Sl S5y sy Saa L (2015) OLKes

Al

FURYY
b ss 5 ol cddS L K Glaes g ksl
- SSS les (GLl 5 ) e (glac i
SR slaess ol Olse LS sphe gl
Wl s b s (Sefidi et al., 2014) s 44 o wtld
Dt 0> AR Sl S (IS slaes s J e
(1655 w5 50550 <o,y aile) o3 5 Ol s
Ll Osalm (Kosd laome 5 Ol o 55 5
s e S Solie 3PS 0kl 4wy
Srle s K ol s S 5,8 e IS
S oo oy 3503 OF Lol o 5055 iy o 5 (S0
.(Von Gadow, 2005)

ol e el b S
e s ol b e s ol Slasis
23 el o 5 besas o g 3l ey Ol s
Sefidi and Marvie ) iz (gks slaaal
03 Kl HpAm peA (Mohadjer, 2016
aooss oSl slaas 5 osll5 (r b i
ol R ah e Glaates il lajl s > s
Fagus sylvatica ) Ll il s K 55 ol
Oyl dle sla [ 55 50 5 (Korpel, 1982) (L.
(Sagheb-Talebi, 2009; Sefidi et al., 2014)
Lol s tleds plubs il glasl 5 >,
St Jald e (AL gl s oLy
s bl ol ol e gLl S
SIS 5 bl G A e an s baes s
e P S | PER
O ST S R S St R PSIE
3 Ek @Bl daal Al glasl Jold o
JESTP IS ER NN N
b A ol S s u.ﬁlsv.?o- &l gy
Gl Sl L o gl 56 L asel ol



(S Sl el Gl JKoz (58,90 (o) 2) Sy (58S 51 y0 il sleesgs LSl (65l oS

C-TPIEIRe
o 20 il
Copde o Bl b K s sy
plsil OOLS Okl 8 s s led plew 0S5
soul ey 5l SO aplis el s s
1S YAV Colus b OAS Okl o 6
£Y7 0V LWilax Job s olslar Slaws
VO YV Ll ae Ss s B0 5 (A
Gl K 3 sy ool ol il Sl Jls
3y50 dals Oladad (O Ol e iy i
e GlaShy col e b s s
b K Jlesl gl 55a8 Jld saoksl,
ool 53 @Bl (LSS opd) a4 S
Amanzadeh et ) U 55,k as > 4 (5, ATE
gl Sl gyl () JS8) ol o plil @@l 2013
Sy 5 o VYoo sl iy p 350 ddlae (Lo
A B Y oy Bl adlaie cod ool SSa AV O]
Dol (B8 Jled askad s gee g 5 Aoy

OF Gacaniin 5 Slgwy b il
S 8 w3y bl o3 Olss 4 Glase
Lie U Lalil Sal o350 ankd (gy0be
A slasls BUe ol or 5555 (ﬁ)g
Sl 4l S by 4 by e ol fuud
St 5 ot f U gy SBL L eddanid (gl s
(Sl dso s DI lails Olala b Grase
S G pdidst slhie 5 o Sles alss b Gres
.(Amanzadeh et al., 2013) .l L U Ot
S S Js e B adke I s LS
" UlEe b Bl Ra s 5 e Ol el
Ogd o Shas 3 S odalin Ol 3 oliST, &)y

kol DS 51 olenS 5 (WS, K N el

AY

GOS S s il amal slaess bl
laal rals 5B 55 Olal Jled s 35 S
b sme e gl S (Kol el sl plol
S 855 Lawge Lol shasilis S A3 aralous
DMis izman Cladi )8 K05 LS 55 8 5515w
Ao cpl 53 a8 sl Ol Sluses dolb 2 ls
635 Sl a5 s s VL SIS Sl ea g
s sy gl e S (s Ol e
035 Gl g5 s Sl b s hasy
S s s Gle a3 Bl el gl
o la bl b A el e LS s
e 53 AL 68 Sy ps (S Al
bl S Ll casa S Ssen J5 Sl
68 Sl jarls il Sovl ¢ ool
Ao 3 Bl B8 pames 3 e b
LBy bl D S e IS Sle
& by GUlE i s e e bl S S
wspﬁ)%uﬁwéwwuuﬁu
.(Kakavand et al., 2015) .l
Sl ) Sl a5 L s
S5 ol e 5l oS 56 53 ense S
o ol ile WS Caa Loy a8l sl 1K
s 3 ki sbgesls Sl el Lo laes 5
el Sy rgS 5B L3 K (g350e 5 B kL
It 53 Klg e Shasy i @l 288
I e T R
5 bl canaib 5 ocsbs bl sl el
laos s Hltle 53 350 slac sl « Js |15
53kl oS e Sy ahl Selul ol o
S sl plabs s Wiy e bl 51 S

REN



\c)Lo.,.':JLfAJ.?‘ Lia.}/ d.xw})ju.wﬁjf ?M.Q 5);* ;A.LCZAL..LAS :

i as S ks A, SKes Ll s s da
Coley Ko laesls 5l e Yoo ol Blas
Yoo ola bl a daaakas 51 a5
Ford Pl Ok ST 5 A esly e Tx
Osd 5 ladole sy 5l eslinal b dlr Ol s 5
oS G olakad IS 55 LA (6, Sl ool
Slr s dos3de Do pons O3 W pl p a8
=3Il e mle V70 51 5 as s Lol ys bl
S Sl Olaebl 5 e shaea (Y JSK2) A3 (S
s i ) Se R Jed JU 4 e s
Losladle Soscbea b baadyy oauS Ol
s ol 03 6 el e Bl TSI i

LS A e 25

3 VOV Ul glos byt s Ko S
Ve b il 5 S g 501 S sl
SAL (Sle ol oIS Sle amgs Ve/0
55 it slaske W30 aikie 5 e e A4V SULL
oa) wbilgn laesls bl ) el Jl
.(Amanzadeh et al., 2013) ( 5 s 55,k

Laesls s)slme s,

o adyl slain S R s b Sl e
(J,u\nx\n)efdg,;g@t&,s&awuw
Lo dibe goltle glaaasiin -mils a5l &S
o S o w0 bty ol s a3
Sl @B 2 s L o 4 S5 e
Lsls Gl Gy oS 5L 4 adee ol s S

'M g_)bﬁ.s“)J C.,ij‘)‘j.g WPl b‘)jﬂjubﬁ;‘

N

L Stucy area

[ shefaroudForests

0.4 0.2 0

$ The location of study area

Guilan province

o s bl 5 lis A sl as e SIS Candge ) IS
Figure 1. The location of district No. 9 of Shafarood watershed and the studied compartment.

100 m

-—»
w o1

w 0L

w g

|

«—
10m

—
30m

Quﬁujcjujwm&i«;}g Sladas -Y S
Figure 2. One-hectare sampling area and experimental design

AA



(S Sl el Gl JKoz (58,90 (o) 2) Sy (58S 51 y0 il sleesgs LSl (65l oS

“o3l (s eld W3l OF 5l ol o 505 s
s el s e Aol pisees Al 6, S
Ly, bl s 6 Seslul (F S8 aloes
A b Ol e asly Sl

.(Pommerening, 2006)

= | e

5t S ey als O

3 93b 53 Sk b oas ol Jhab (Gl Ol s
2 s S S5 oK b e s gl
3 Dlpear dgeianlad S e 4 Aol o S0y
S dald Cx o b alaes O s 4 ol e Jalls

(") Neighboring trees

@ Beechiree

(Pommerening, 2002) glalsls 55, b olsle sbaaasein 5, So3lll 53 alann Ol 3 Cond e -1 IS
Figure 3. Neigbour tree position in structural characteristics mesurmnets in distance Method

J\AJL;G dL:.J L oﬁu:.w‘ O w‘ B Ji&-
.(Fuldner, 1995 Pommerening, 2002)

Lesls J’:‘l’dﬁ‘ti}’.ﬁ
S sl gl e s Ka L L ol

.(Aguirre et al., 2003; Ruprecht et al., 2010) J&Kx (slaos 55 skl (3le oS laaxli =) s
Table 1. Quantitative indicators of forest stand structure

& Jye @b /oala el s 2o S S ks
Source Formula Index / function name Studied characteristics
n
) Lozl 16558 Lokt |
Aquire et al.,2003 Mi = 1/712 vj - ¢ AU;S
= Mingling Mixture
n
. .. e 1l 5 Lol
Ruprecht et al.,2010 TDi = Z(l = 1)) T Jb -
= Diameter differentiation Ol s slal
n
L5l G| Dimensions of trees
Ruprecht et al.,2010 THi = 1/nZ(1 = rij) B
= Height differentiation
n
leea U dlols Sl |5
Ruprecht et al.,2010 Di = 1/nz sj . N ) ° . 25l
Distance to neighbor Density of trees

j=1




\a)w‘fab‘diQijwjfw5f76¢chM

S Cl cpl sams0lis Shp pled 5 Sl wlias
Il ds s 00 B sl S 8 s 551l
e pls Colgs s Sl wlawr 5S 5 o s
PSS sS St s3Il aS el pl s plis S
Sy alaer o3 5310 do 3 Y 51 xS (gl

.(Pommerening, 2002) <..!

wt

@L;

Solakad &QS lraasin S jg_.,,ﬂ Sl
_&.W‘av\ai:d)‘\’ J).)\g-);w)ﬂwy‘gj&;
)JUL“*:"Z'_}M.ME’)J)UD/\A)JQ});ﬂMCﬁJJ
L8 Olyeas ol . g, Seslll Aol 144 sl L
Slal g des AV b Giba I s
Sl JSKas A e ol pa 1 Ol s

o sy (M) gl S Sl 2t ls

S 2pb e esliial il Gl S Ol g
Tt S0P S g ekl 0 e Cee )l ax e
sld el b o RIS SIS (Sl 352
by 31l LS (TH) el 5 (TDI) (s ks
5l oot ys gl s s alie el
Dlie Sl oS s 5 Ates wlews Ol s
SV o) (/0 BT (YL as) S S
ol S S pl spd e Jols 1 (KB Y)
S gl b a8 o3Il b ot 45 el psghe
Il 4 Caed is L Aoy Ve dslae (glo sl
S a8 Ssms 4l 1y alews S8 5 S s
Ko S s ol el sdelcwsay Jaw gz 55lS

J:g)_}-.’ CIE TS R v W U V- LS F PO

LSJL'&A &QM}:)L}L&&SQLM_Y dj.l}-
Table 2. Quantitative characteristics in the one-hectare sample plots

SAek Sk e e < & gaianksd o Lot

Average in plots Three Two One Sample plot No.

162.66 147 199 142 $ges Slakad H Gl s IS

Total number of trees per sample plot
(S o z)
548.83 631.03 586.82 428.63 SR 3 afa te) S oo

Volume (m?/ha)

(s %) | e :

37.1 50.12 42.07 19.11 DENR 3 r 0 f0) (st M5, §yee

Basal area (m?/ha)

5 35 ooled Wgedankad 53 VYV 5 0/84 L S S
o led 5 padanlsd 53 (gl S Kol Jlie o 5
LA edalin ('/YY') &i

ol Clssas (oode s u,:f;l.:s
bl S 5B s a5 sl slaes s
ol 43‘)‘Vdj.)s>).} L.S.)Lz}L‘"’ éuua;-l.& L)':J:("e'ﬁ

FE 2l 5 kB nled e p S S



(S Sl el Gl JKoz (58,90 (o) 2) Sy (58S 51 y0 il sleesgs LSl (65l oS

Slakad 3 kil oS glajaxls Sle - Jsd
Table 3. Average of structural quantitative indicators in study area

o C(THD) slsl b O S0 Sl
D) Sluan dlsls - Ui) s k3 5l . R .
. Height . Mi) Comad eoled
Distance differentiation diameter [ Sample plot No
neighborhood (Di) THi differentiation (Ui) Tree species Plep '
(THi) mixture (Mi)
e
6.76 0.61 0.48 0.23 :
One
6 2.23 0.49 0.15 >
Two
6.72 0.22 0.28 0.22 -
Three
.k..ﬂ -
6.5 1.35 0.42 0.2 -~
Average
§/">“-J )b},@j 3 J‘j,.;lk.;‘ edalin a5 )}bdw assls M}Q)’J )‘ J‘él" @L:J u’“L"'\ x

Sl sl b 4 by e Sl 5t sl S 5 e VO LS Sl 5 ol Laxls Lo s
(8 JS2) ol 2o VA LS @ bg e Sl v by Sher dob 5 Sl gktle

el el eals OlES € Jﬁ.& 03 Wgad Solaked

100 100
80 80
S RS
2 S50 2 5%
29 R
f,;ﬂ g % B0
2, 40 Y 5
i 3 22
. _
0 .
0
0 0.33 0.66 1
0-2 2-4 4-6 6-8  8-10 >
(o) gl alools ik Sl ol
Distance classes Increasing mixing

S S aalsd an fgeme 53 (Soloan Aol 5 Soral glaaxls Sla-t S
Figure 4. Mean of the minlingi and tree to tree distance indices in all one-hectare study sites
" e e kasOliS 95 s al e ol gy 50 el sl 5l eslanad b ol 31l ) 5 5 skiea
Adea YL LISy Slsl s S wled 50 K5 5 gk b gl e ls (Ol s
&jw j‘.’.l"’S u.4>-l.~3 J\;‘QM 43‘)‘ a Jg...: DL L}.OLGJ‘)‘

a)



50

40

(M)J) L;"\j\f
Abundance (%)

30
20
0

\e)w‘fb‘ﬁ&Wijs);w&5f*wlnaﬁm

0.3-0.5

0.5-0.7 7-1

S8 pled jasls sla adlS
Classes of diameter differentiation index
€ godankad an g sazen 53 (gl plas -0 IS5
Figure 5. The diameter differentiation in all three sample plots

35

(Ao y3) Syl
Abundance (%)

30

25

20

15

10
Aol
0

0.3-0.5

0.5-0.7 0.7-1

Sl gla s
Classes of height differentiation index

Figure 6. The height differentiation in all three study sites

b cols el b K Wb, 3l
Marvi ) ol s ii s Ko =l
R N W IO = .(mohadjer, 2011
DL oL fbu‘ LSLAL)':"A)}?. Sl L' b LS:LAC))LAS
Gda 4 o4 LoaS s e Ol Je slasl
s s sl o s sls (g3l Sl oS Gdes

ax

&

o
okl Ol ble Ko gleys ol
Cands 5 b, Jold a8 ol Ol Jsb s S
33 g0 Sl 5 e 5 3 b s K e
sab o Js Jole pbsy peon s Cols ol
“ el b b o s [ s el

5 Kby ST ol S e Su3 sk



(S Sl el Gl JKoz (58,90 (o) 2) Sy (58S 51 y0 il sleesgs LSl (65l oS

5 (Piovesan et al., 2005) L, i1, sls 1Ko
Marvie Mohadjer ) ol i 550158 Ol 4 Jles
- s S sl s Ll (et al., 2009
Sl Olos oy pes 5B s S8 A le
My Nies e pl S e S
Sefidi et al., ) sl Hl3 Jlde op 508 55 Ol s
B ol 3 L e VL il o oS (2014
A Bl B LS e Jes
sy olantl s b S SKos 0 a1 sl
S e Mg S, g o) S
AL A8 W s 5 S 68 SKSAS)
Al g ol de e s LS Ss 4 s
el 3 3w ik 5 Vb Cosb) izen
S L gl dde gl 2B, kil WS
e Y B T QRURV v S P
ALV ol sl y cnssle S
s slS Sesual jasls Jlash opl
B8 oS Jled sasolis o dol cowsay +/Y Lo g0
36 cnl 5 Ko gl S LS s B 5 15w
(2015) o, 5 Moridi el bl ol ol
Sl asal b K 5 1y bal Jials L«
WS p DESs R ol S Ak
Cons 4 0355 Cow)yopgS 3B 55 1y 3l Calles
@by bl LSS 5 s e 04 el
Ao dmsel Ol be S S b (Sl 4
LS oS Somel S0l 0 aiie 5 by
Sy ey S5 5 ba S s b
Amanzadeh et al.,, ) s,ls adee pl js LI
dols jasls & bye Sl o5t (2013
©arm g Lad alee 2o A LIS s Slaes
C e VO L sbe el ke Sl

BBLELEY V5|f’ 4S54 S S des Aol s

qr

Sl DS s Ol s sl (o Sle 55t Sk
Sl 3 e iass 3 45 Sl ool V18 5B
Dan 5 Sefidi Loy alod WY CyyeS 56
by Aol YA Ll 2alS 56 sl 5 (2014)
Ll el i85 (2015) ol,s 5 Moridi
3Ae 4y oy 350 Ol s LS s sl (Sl
Sy (2014) o, Kan 5 Sefidi Loy ol 3,158
s oS sde by cl SSTny Gy oS S
st 15 e oS 3503 el el el 56 ol
50 sl Calite Glasl o s Lltle Yt
Dl bzl 04d S5l Jdoa el el
S s sl (K 835 D3 Ol 5 sl
Sy S 3B s lea gy daly YU Ol s
s b Olejen 5 30 L3 s oLl e o
53 sk Ol JlslE SRl s b glaes
sdalie JLSa &y Ol js sliad JalS Wgy sy
Ly 5 ess oopml 5 osde (Koop, 1989) 5, .
M o35 skt ann g 5 S ISS L 5 Jp
SIS Ly e Gl 55 51 0lts 51 g 5 G
bl S5l 56 s Ol obsys sl 4dd
ol s als 55 5 (Oliver and Larson, 1996)
(Leibundgut, 1959) . = 3B ;5 ks 5 s
03 Ol Gl d= ol boacd sas 1S
g5 3 ke Wl e 0358 Ao odle o A
Vrska et ) dib 5o o8iu sy o Ll i 5 458
.(al., 2001
SSs 3 Ol ez Sl (R cnl
0L 5 Moridi s acsls CaSo e 0710/4
S xS e 087 lawly ,2alS 5L gl (2015)
=S 36 gl e ks 55158 (gade Il 4 &S Llesls
Slolae b il Sy ol Eags 5y Gy

)Jjg:,.w‘ )UG.:.:\ JJ)A g:,wu)‘-').és )Lﬁ DL Lifﬂ V..>:>-



\c)Lo.,.::‘le?-‘ Lia.}/ d.xm})ju.wﬂj).) ;.».Q 5);* ;AJ.CQALA..LA_Q :

b 03 o s Slaes s oS WS1S Sl
Sl Ot oy ol O350 5l S Ry
53 bl IalS 56 55 edelisey bt O oS
5 bl e Ol O e 5l il S IS
Cslagly alS 5B s e O3 SOl

S S o

" Ss S CenneS B s K ey sl
sl L obosld oS cul (62 34 pamis la
- e hls Ol s 5B pl s des e Ol s
T I D G e e A T
Sl ol b S Ko b Sl 4 bl
3ol oS el [ Kes syl 5 ks L 5lesg
Soleer Aol ol 2l Gl6 S5, cu,
o 3 e S L Aol Ol ys 5 ol YL Ol s
Looeld 03 U cpl 5w amie sla S5y L)l
Sl s (Sbana s cleay Jeo ol s
sl 0355 Ol 5y JlaS

References

- Aguirre, O., G. Hui, K.Von Gadow & J.
Jime'nez, 2003. An analysis of spatial forest
structure using neighborhood-based
variables, Forest Ecology and Management,
183(1-3): 137-145.

- Alijani, V., J. Feghhi, M. Zobeiri & M. R.
Marvi Mohadjer, 2013. Investigation on
structure of forest stand with nearest
neighbor indicate (Case study: Gorazbon
district, Kheirud forest), Journal of Applied
Ecology, 3(1): 13-23. (In Persian)

- Alijani, V., Kh. Sagheb-Talebi & R. Akhavan,
2014. Quantifying structure of intact beech
(Fagus orientalis Lipsky) stands at different
development stages (Case study: Kelardasht
area, Mazandaran), Iranian Journal of
Forest and Poplar Research, 21(3): 396-
410. (In Persian)

- Amanzadeh, B., Kh. Sagheb-Talebi, B. S.
Foumani, F. Fadaie, J. J. Camarero & J. C.
Linares, 2013. Spatial Distribution and
Volume of Dead Wood in Unmanaged

a¢

e 03 SeS Sl a3 g edy S 5L
Sl ssms e mbe S (sl Ol
4 il 15 s 5l S0 Jolsh s Ol el
Aol Lwgze B cpl s Ol slal 4 a5 L
sy Ol ol &S cal bl s 5l gz Okt s
Ot el e e Sl g e iy e s e
b o dib s 2li)) 5 g okd pled Sl o0 5
23 0L e oS pled Sl «s SWRCYRYy
gl b ol Koseslew sol 56l
35 0T e & il oS S 5B L3 Oty
2 ol Ol W ks o Sal oS
IS 0 Bl exp s gl K s Lelie
Kakavand et al., ) ol eas 5,158 SLSs,

Oi""* ity 0355 5B pl 53 Ay o Jlaiay (2015

Colby il B8 Osp LI e e s
G680, ol LS 5 4wl sy S o

5 Ol s ol Aol syls sy 3l B8

Caspian Beech (Fagus orientalis) Forests
from Northern Iran, Forests, 4(4): 751-765.

- Fuldner, K., 1995. Strukturbeschreibung von
Buchen-Edellaubholz-Mischwaldern.
Dissertation, Fakulta't fu'r
Forstwissenschaften und Waldo“kologie.
Georg-August-University. Go'ttingen,
Cuvillier, Go'ttingen, 146 p.

- Kakavand, M., M. R. Marvie Mohadjer, Kh.
Sagheb-Talebi & K. Sefidi, 2015. Structural
diversity of mixed beech stands in the
middle stage of succession (Case study:
Gorazbon District, Kheiroud Forest of
Nowshahr), Iranian Journal of Forest and
Poplar Research, 22(3): 411-422. (In
Persian)

- Koop, H., 1989. Forest Dynamics: SILVI-
STAR. A Comprehensive Monitoring
System, Springer-Verlag, Berlin.

- Korpel, S., 1982. Degree of equilibrium and
dynamic change of the forest and example of
natural forest of Slovakia [Cezchoslovakia,],
Act Faculties Forestalis, Zvolen, 24: 9-30.



(S Sl el Gl JKoz (58,90 (o) 2) Sy (58S 51 y0 il sleesgs LSl (65l oS

- Leibundgut, H., 1959. Uber Zweck und
Methodik der Struktur- und Zuwachsanalyse
von Urwaéldern, Schweizerische Zeitsschrift
fur Forstwesen, 110: 111-124

- Marvi mohadjer, M. R., 2011. Silviculture,
University of Tehran Press, Tehran, 388 p.

- Marvie Mohadjer M. R., M. Zobeiri, V.
Etemad & M. Jour Gholami, 2009.
Performing the single selection method at
compartment level and necessity for full
inventory of tree species (Case study:
Gorazbon district in  Kheyrud Forest),
Journal of the Iranian Natural Resources,
61 (4): 889-908.

- Moridi, M., K. Sefidi & V. Etemad, 2015.
Stand characteristics of mixed oriental beech
(Fagus orientalis Lipsky) stands in the stem
exclusion phase, northern Iran, European
Journal of Forest Research, 134(4): 693-
703.

- Oliver, C. D. & B. C. Larson, 1996. Forest
Stand Dynamics. Wiley, New York, 520 p.

- Piovesan, G., A. Di Filippo, A. Alessandrini,
F. Biond & B. Schirone, 2005. Structure,
dynamics and dendroecology of an old-
growth Fagus forest in the Apeninnes,
Journal of Vegetation Science, 16(1): 13-28.

- Pommerening, A., 2002. Approaches to
quantifying forest structures, Forestry,
75(3): 305-324.

- Pommerening, A., 2006. Evaluating structural
indices by reversing forest structural

40

analysis, Forest Ecology and Management,
224(3): 266-277.

Ruprecht, H., A. Dhar, B. Aigner, G.
Oitzinger, R. Klumpp & H. Vacik, 2010.
Structural diversity of English yew (Taxus
baccata L.) populations, European Journal
of Forest Research, 129(2):189-198.
Sagheb-Talebi, Kh., 2009. Appropriate
characteristics of beech stands for
application of close to nature Silviculture
(selection system), Final Report of National
Research Project, NO: 04-09-09-87033.
RIFR, 120 p. (In Persian)

- Sefidi, K. & M. R. Marvie Mohadjer, 2016.

Dynamic of coarse woody debris among
stand developmental stages of mixed beech
(Fagus orientalis) forests. Forest Research
and Development, 2(1): 17-32. (In Persian)

- Sefidi, K., M. R. Marvie Mohadjer, V. Etemad

& R. Mosandl, 2014. Late successional stage
dynamics in natural oriental beech (Fagus
orientalis Lipsky) stands, northern Iran,
Iranian Journal of Forest and Poplar
Research, 22(2): 270-283. (In Persian)

- Von Gadow, K., 2005. Forsteinrichtung:

Analyse und Entwurf der Waldentwicklung.
Universitatsverlag Gottingen, 342 p.

- Vrska, T., L. Hort, P. Odehnalova, D. Adam

& D. Horal, 2001. The Milesice virgin forest
after 24 years (1972-1996), Journal of
Forest Science, 47(6): 255-27.



Journal of Forest Research and Development, Vol. 4, No. 1, 2018

Quantifying the structure of beech stands at old growth phase
(Case study: Asalem forests, northern Iran)

S. Nobahar?, K. Sefidi*? and Kh. Sagheb-talebi?®
1- M.Sc. Student of Forestry, Department of Wood Science’s and Tecnology, Faculty of Agriculture and Natural
Resources, Mohaghegh Ardabili University,, I.R. Iran.
2- Assistant Professor, Department of Natural resources, University of Mohaghegh Ardabili, Ardabil, I.R. Iran.
3- Associate Professor, Forest Research Division, Research Institute of Forests and Rangelands, Agricultural
Research, Education and Extension Organization (AREEO), Tehran, I.R. Iran.

Received: 17.07.2017 Accepted: 14.03.2018

Abstract

The study of forest structure is one of the fundamental and necessary researches to achieve the
objectives of close to nature silviculture. This research was conducted to quantify the forest stand
structure in the old-growth phase in compartment 419 of Shafaroud forests in west of Guilan province.
Three one-hectare areas were chosen in this phase and full calipering method used to record stand
structure. In each plot, 30x30 m gird plot was laid out and diameter at breast height, distance among
trees and the angle between them were measured for the closest beech to the center of plot as reference
tree. Three neighbor trees closest to the reference tree were also measured. According to the results
meanwhile diameter and height differentiation were 0.42 and 1.7, respectively. According to the
mingling index, beech trees moderately tend to occur with other species in this phase. The old growth
phase is an important and fundamental stage in the development of mixed beech stands the true
recognition of which is useful in facing with new challenges in forest stand management.
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