10.22034/ijf.2023.366357.1903 :(DOI) Jpys anslits ol LS il ol S oo
VE-Y Gl oF 6,les (ool Jlo
FEV-FYA o
""'“,‘fui" v ‘f:ﬁé})? 4’&0

DEMATEL-ANP a3 ,LSS 3,59, (wlw!p JKia Coodlw 33 550 Jolgs Julodi ges 505
WS bl Wgmwle sl Asga 45 (DANP)

Y13 soled anlas 3™ gug A

Jeol e hoo )l Base oBiils ¢ crmb mlio g (55,9l baSiisls (K swdige 5 pale 05,5 jLuiils !
Syl eano )l Baoes olKiils o gl i 5 (55,5l 8aSiails ¢ iz s pole wd ks..;L;..’L)lSY

OFYYINO 1y g, OV F VP ANY il & b)

odS

3 255515 omarlil Slas S0t sile s g S sla et Sl sy 855 Kir bl (la 5L o
Ol Lulgy (o) o (nl Bam 05 (o0 p0 ) (S o Bilapsr 50 (L e lroged g (Slasl DLeludl 4 by e Bilges
5 Ot iy A5 Il iy b Ll 50 ladisS pons ol attesl bl USim o o JSiz eodl slo sl
ol DS el 53 gl sl s 50 (ISizr e Slos 53 65105

S5 5oy 3 S U gy iate 5 LSt el la bl Iy, (S g ol o oty 3 Olge
Ll s sy 45 iy el il sime dalitin ;53 olosly Waosls (65T aaz ol 00l ous) 2 (DANP) DEMATEL-ANP
P95 5° 69953 Soat Ll (o ints Oy S Billae Caled 50 el 00d (o) dume (33l 5 e gy L o ]
A oolaiwl 8 s 5l a5 00jles Aiges olaws 5l yimgh cpl o il saiuas; ANP by, o 29,5 sle ezl s DEMATEL

b ys5de Ladli 5 cul g dilae jo S5 cudle Cundy 10 5 900l; asli (b Coeal 5l Sl DEMATEL gl :baidl,
slasls 0 an cows 05 6 pda il shls s JloSis g (50 g5 Ll g0 il oad Lol (6 pdy S o
o) @l vl p wload QLubid 6,085 (n i b 5 gl lulyd 5 (5550 95 S adld Guimmen el 00l o) 2
Sz @l Jlog onl pogidl 2l S codler 6 pntn 3l bajloes ;00 b aslie 3 (2555 £95 Jlne ANP 5 L Lins
et gy ddlaie ;5 b jlere )y ;00 b analie ;o bajlore s (o et 5l L oSS g 2L

el b slo S e 5 o S bl oy e el 30,8 oalST a5 s ) Wlgign ol ) 6 S At
SNl il At s g JSim Dl 05 gy g L (gl lio Slaladl LLolid b S (a8 o) il 4 55 5 L
S pdy Sl ) (S sl laps

IR Cadles sl s LSS 0,50 cdoliion (g lul ()8 5lupgs tgoudS” saoly

G oz GualS o8 5lueg cpl Sleas 5l oo o dodo
g Cdlw a8 Lalye (Mo slaplSilups Slsine jsban Gl slaplSjlupy cdlw

5 S ol 0 a5ls ype BT Ko ol PY j3l das Yoz 10 45 (6 eba ol axil pals

roghayeh.jahdi@uma.ac.ir : J..) SSARE A0 €3 4 S ERWINEHIN.) Jofs B0y i
1. Millennium Ecosystem Assessment


mailto:roghayeh.jahdi@uma.ac.ir

\fa FYAL FF) oo VP e oF 6ot ool Jlo ol Sz pazl ool JSaz Al

Sgame mle 51 (5,10 0 42 B9 (n e et
a8l anwy Sl o o A jo S
oils 5l oolaiwl L (6 503 muana <0l 059531 ]
2P aaFiniz 09,5 (IS G,b l —ele
Sy i L aS Cl (559,80 Sz Cg o
5 55l 6 S el sl )d (Dlbls )l g Sleds!
4‘\.:_,“49_» a )l_..: U")"L“" sl 00 ).’OA_..?L..’
slaiisy g Lapl sl waz g5luJoe slas pal,
Syameliy ( Lo s gainils aS s)ls >l
alises Blawl (ol ealidis slapin o crodix
K o5 ileps L bLs,l jo |y coshd sace g
;b X (Ezquerro et al., 2016) & .5 o 5 4o
&85k (Suasl pobaw 5l (S b calize 3ble
sl jo ol bl s> i 9381 Lol caiyls
DR A 9,45, i Sl i
IS g 5 Lo s ol syt i Sr
eode S5 il S ciliS walys L 3h b K
) 50 Sldes la iagh anjls aS cl
Sl sy dawsi 53 5 Sz S e ilodinge
Jelodgan 25 5 b cadle slaasls L)
GCA_>")~> 3_,\4 ‘IQJ‘)_»J s&_})d CL’ ‘IGJ‘)_MJ 6&2.9.')0
Loy o b slajiagh ;o @slel 5 oSz
Sleslawl b ool Jlams o dgwle S sl
USDA Forest FHM') | 5> codlw ol o,
Shahamati ) cwl az3,5 Lol (Service, 2020
s weeio pl o 9 (Nejad et al., 2022a, 2022b
dlw slaat bl (il (e baoly) Jelodga o5
el e e atSlo y dbg> ol o >
e Jelse parsis g S Cwdle slaala
& olS sladilinl Slulis 4 wilgs oo a5 Lyl
5 bk L= el e Sl 095 e S

1. Forest Health Monitoring

BTl s delss cnl aloliss 5 wilogline Sl
G2l (nl 51 (56 Jlas 5 (S e Lol i
ST b gt 5 Wl Le by slapg Sloss
2l a7 5 Bpal eles GladisS dags e 5
tile el Sl i gy Sog I IS
9 ST e 5 OB plat (Jlusis
o cedl o LesT T g Uslse oyl olice LS )|
g o0d Ll ololis 6 lsds com o K Slols
51 399 st ol 5 35 g i e il
5 Sloixl (golaisl calizes slwyl g ol oy
BT e S50 pekiteds 005 g gl ) ame
Ol 3l Calom 5 (Sadl 5 15005 Jalse calizes
3 Obleti—slow 5 QWS e S
Se oz Cu e 9550 50 955 Sl 1S e
Losls cd ol 48 ol (65,0 anlz 3,50,
ol o Uiz cadls ol 5 Jelowiger 20 el
2 S ez (Knlan osb 5l 5,5 csha
o Gilies clagy i g b asli wlanl i
Lausch et al., ) ceul 5 Lwpg Sloss g g
P 50l o clbdns 1o (peizman (2017
Cordy 2l slr b 58 Upeay «Cwdle
Fengiin et al., ) cwl oo 7 ,dae b )5 5wp s
oS el JSim Lld Silo o JSix cdle (2004
L Gllae gwyonr | o 5leps cnl o Slee wilgy
Wilgiy g aws ploul Gl sab s Gl 5l slos Sles
Sl S eedi 1y adg g IS ke s ol
310 4SS oo s o5 1) b S2adT b o a5
JKz slos Sloe 53 a5 050 Jol> Ll U
ol S lanly Copae ol 4 pletws Gl
ol [ K cdlw sl ol cal onds
9 Sy E95 9 Sz ol Cews Sl il JBlos
RGIUW] | PES ARV e S|
Codw o)) slrogd Al 23S slrans o
sl b g Eldeg Pl o uly 0 S
s LSz 5l coles g cblis a5 31 )8l



A LS 0,55 bl S bl 35e Jolse ol 2

ey

al.,, 2009; Woodall et al., 2011; Potter &
o9y o= (Conkling, 2015; Lausch et al., 2017

sl K> o Lo agh uiawss )l ! gladigs
Shahamati Nejad et al. lo.g aS el o ol
b yiwghs ol o .Cawl 418 5 olxil (20223, 2022b)
Slows (ad Lyl (el (6l S cedls ol
3 K> codle sla el ol a8 S plxl ol 5l
sloassS go5 Jald ael il A s
6\:»‘_?")\) 3_,\.) JQJ‘)_MJ 6&_5)\} CL) \b‘)_AJJ s&.?")o
3 B B )3 (gl (il sla e (e
Shahamati Nejad (2022a) lawg yiwg} ddlaie
Gz dalol o loads (5 pSojlusl g olulis et al.
elwls Gaa U ragh opl ddhio ol o L3
el Lo o (S (8 5luops 5o Wil o bl
Gl cul ais )3 slxil LS Ll o dguls
asle |z cedlw o azlis nds 5,50 Luils
9= O lepg Sleas )0 JlaSiis g (St g9
Joz ilesl g cblaz gyl jo JolS j5boa
Gonluglgl du gt pl gll .l sais plé
oMl baa> ol oilwib b cblas o o i,
Sbey $lr olediz $xSpedl (55 S0 S
Sy L Lasly, LgsT o g 0L b e ol oS
009y ol Jame o=l yo il oo assll w18
o bl sl s jglateas DEMATEL!
S (59 bl gl ANP? ) 5l g Lo lxs
Golpion oS 5 Jow el odls solazwl baylss
slass oS Sloj ofgan 953 (slacobil sgn ;o

1. Decision-Making Trial and Evaluation Laboratory
2. Analytic Network Process

b s o Jlos ol (San JSir less sl
(Trumbore et al., 2015) sl
go— SIFHM al n ccdlws o)l jelatea,
S ailSles bl ;920 L o el
o |y easie SV (IKis ol ales g anily
—oy slmosls Jlaoby ol o wla 53,8
520 9 2192 Gl o) (6,10 Al (s )l0 paiged)
5 S o oolatuwl s f g de ) slrooly milie
Slegdge dy (S sl 1) Sl sboo 5o,
L oz G5 lups 6olanly o5 JSoar cudles
GeiZmed B0 oo drwgi w3 oo I, 8 5L s
o 5 analy el S i cendles il Sl
5 sibaie Sl ale Sledbl aiS oo (B 45 Cand
oialel slails 58 5 Gl Sl Ly gillas
USDA ) a2 a8l 1, bacalons 5 linions o ymo oo
65,59, 5l aabp ! .(Forest Service, 2015
ol Vo alulbs ol ol Y Jels aslean
oolisl acilate mols (ialy ¥ 5 e olos )l ol b
SFEES i slaiash o SaSay a5 a5 o
o=l S oo plnil La Kz cdlw (0Ll sl 2
by 05 5 b)) eyl sl (b, aeliy
OB 5lmpg Caodlw Dasadly g, g Dl o ad
el Ses sla sl jlesla il Ly S
Wlgier lapaz Ll (ol (Llj)l il pds o
o=l 9 WS oy gl (Shyy 4 ) S llpd
5 o) Sk 5 iles Sl Jol> sols 1 g,
g g g0 00l 00y e g 00 Bl milie S0
Cadbs Dlegdge & (230 lp (helow slagss,
Hl Sz slagBilwpg olanly o a5 S
USDA Forest Service, ) ool oo dazwgs 9,135 o
30 iz codlw Gl Ui, ol dxwgs (2020
Bolaol Lol el a8 5 sl IS jol Buiie VL]
ool g ol yelatea by, (5l g0l
oot ol chlie 3blio , JSi sl gy,
Juknys & Augustaitis, 1998; Westfall et ) .



\fai FYAL FF) oo VP e oF 6ot ool Jlo ol Sz pazl ool JSaz Al

5,509y bl Lajbra g g Lo lne (459 Al
3,5 alxil (DANP) DEMATEL-ANP .S 5
DANP &l s ay o)l s¥5ely (o bl nol>
2Bl laasis - | Glulis )5 5 ol o
o=l 4l 4 azgi b o Koz o o B35 0
Slasd ay (e 5 Sl 05 13 A (e )
Jo—3 0550 1 ;0 0 31 Lo diged Slasd (s diged
o=l 5o ol (Rezapour et al., 2020) el

A oolaswl 8 53 5l a3 VY gl olaws 5l eghs

DEMATEL _bs,

o

e F—dod g2l sl—
(Gabus & Fontela, 1973) DEMATEL s,
Sl Solmessizr S pemal 8 S plerean
LS a5 (sleo - e i sloadlie olubis
1285 plosl
&l 1K) ians 51 s Ay =) oS
oS 4 ool (sl iy Gl il Gl
i bl oS0 gl (2550 £95) G S
orldie S 3l sl g oStz w50
ALY 53U Ggam ) (o iy lamlis
AU F 5ol 58l T s LY o s
15 Ol il e s ool (oL s
D Sl 5 S8l (e sleamalie plsl L LLS )
X) poiimns 51 o yile SO ad> 0 0l Jol>

1wl ) ‘U"‘f‘) I o..\...’f:dj‘)‘ O ygody

X=| i )\ ak,
X 0

1n
e ) gl 3l o e Agi - LS
Sl ce Ne XxK ilal) s o 51 (N —oass Lo s
ot 351 o pile an 1) X it e 51 e Sl
Dot Katal) cul )0.0,5 haws (N) oas Jlo 5

(¥ alayl)) 948 o0 dulee 5
1

Ks—r"cgr—
max Y

Y ik,

)1 092y (Fimmtly Lesl (i 5 sl 0l bolono
P9y e S SS Glebl pue balyh co
> 9 7o) Al slogm Sle Slaad (golpring
il ] bt les ey g ialS ] Il
o=l ol jo el s diiss  Sauzey 5l g 00l
oL i Eanl ol L5 Ly gy
9 OISl 4 il o JSm Sl il
5 iy o SBli slaaglsl e )0 Gl S e
Sy g cblis 530 5 conlio glacaulis gl

S K5 Lo S ]

L %9y 9 3lge
Ol jo dgwle jsul A be> ingh ddlaie
b8 o 0 o) eS8 Slasin oS el (LS
oa—i «3l,l Shahamati Nejad et al. (2022a) lawgs

o293 sl bens
Col 60,55 g9 5l Ban blod 4 o> g
L o dd> o j0 .03,5 plol als o a0 oS
5 Lo )lors ¢ (Gdiod diion g $9—090 Dluol dalllas
JKz s Ll il IS5 (Sgy0 slajbre
L) (559 £55 slojlne &5 ggoa 1 olulis
S8 g s — 09D €95 Sl )kre
slnlamn s L) gl Ll (S st 5 5k
L) e bl )b (gl (SoSis g zls - hd
(45 cpnd g lawgie cog> Ll il (glojlns
g (0oldl g b ps JoSlis glo lre 3 L) JloSCis
o=l 50 (Ll g b Jlob slajlna 5 L) (5591015
Sl s li ol o Al e jo ol Ol uegh
500 Vb 5 (swyp OB 23 g oad plulis
Sl il 5l eolaiwl b cpgus Al oy 0l ol
o=l e laly) (o edelitin y 90 Jol
5 oz el o S5 ba b ol slaasln



A LS 0,55 bl S bl 35e Jolse ol 2

70

5 Ol 5 a0y 0 o 45 il 53 LLs
Olebl IR<0.1 akal) (55185 5l (295 slaanlic
S5k 25 Ll (7o) slogmle 5 00l Jol>
03ls b5l 1y gt Jole (nl ien el
PAges o0

lodmlis i ol slo)lae (295 loanlic
L) olie ool a8y Lol gl ylone s
sy Hl—e 4y g SaAty (1980) 5 1
(AHP) sl el Jodow aiyl3 o oadosliol
25 (50 plnl

bajlne (59,0 (Smly (o2 slodmlin
o bme e blite clo Sl o (el z Lo
= ol sla e i (295 Alie (Lol
ovlaie pullyy 9 W22) o jlo polie 4 olitws
B9 0 plol saaty (1980) oS A b)Y

IS o slejlire ) () sloa—wlis
Lo lre s 5l G o Sl o po Lol ol
Slodnlio )b 5l Ay ol glajlns 4 g, 5o
—olie el ol o ool oel Cavsts Wl >
Sl wsles LSy Wa s jilo  Goiw

ANP Jos 10 2 e 5ol (glbdaslons Y ol
ad> o aw )3 Lo jlo pl 4 Loy yo (sladrlon
dod (gl onliainloe (59 polie laml 0,5 o plxl
haol jo a8 (le 4 2g) loalic
s 9= o8 3)lg 03,18 5 (59 0SB e Sl
o e pl polie ©po ol Sl 59 SIS e Sle !
Slawlio g ile Jblise polie ;o 59 93
0dl03ls 35 (s yilo polie 05 oo dwlone b )lxs
aolie ggomme aS (5 sban s dioe olbil
g pym Al ye 50090 Y oae plp w Sle slaggin
3 omile polie (] )3 a8 ao e Ll 5
g 5o dplne Cowl pl i w0 b lagygi

ot ilo ! LS5 U ANP gaas, -Y oLS
L lass in anss ol e alio b g s
Aol sl 1y IS Cuglel o iy aS oS Gl

FS5 5 o ple (M) I 5l ple &5 ¥ 8
tloes TENX(1-NY &L 5 oliiul L (T)
ol a5 b e e | T 45 o5 56 o

byl jolie ggazma i e Jlogei a3 o o
S (M 5 51 pmpls 0 R) g 5 (D)
5o dsle 51 )38 3T liae e 3 Sy
A5 3l Jsle 0T sy 86 Gl 5 Lasle
Bl e Jlaie D98 o0 drmlne Sunla Jole
90 5 (DFR) dlal) 3 )b 5l (Coanl j92x0) jloges
(D-dlaly Gyl 5l ((Stmly j970) Jloges (5850
0975 95 4 layline B2yl (nl jlogd e arnlaR)
Co Ly 45 (697040 058 o0 el J5lao 5 Sile
o5 e oy, 5 an bgrye JLae (D-R) (0
Sog—ed nlpl ols Gl Jolas 09,5 o5y 50 00l
Slaise Ly (blis ) G,k 5l SH15 e
%] oo Cewsa(DHR, D-R)

(ANP) (gl Jodoxi' (5095

5 o S5 Sl lne (e et 5l
DEMATEL s, G,k 5l st (5o Luly, cpaes
29y 3l Lelre ml 51 Sy 5e (ganca gyl jshaies
slodlio ol 45 (ANP) (glas_ty |l
Saaty, ) o eolaiwl (ol L5 5 lai g >
25 Ty ol G 5o 55 ANP i, (1980
85 ol

5 79> SBaalio Gl lo 525 -) o
s ol Joe Sl i (9 slalo e
Obee Jolie JUT 5 Lails; ol o3l (slass
=8ly b el s slajlns 5 9 o lxe
3 i A 0 y0 4 S 0l olom ] 4l Sl
2,3l (LS 15 sla b | s DEMATEL 3, L
Jolis ANP g, SaS a oled (lisl et 0
3 el e lepl LS55 (S35 sl gl el
(ool Lo lixs Glanslio lou jle al> o ]
Lajline ) g ;500G 4 ol slalxe (Sl
g S8 5 Ll 6,85 g o JuSCa



\ia BYAL FPY domis VP line) F 8 )led cemasly Jlo elpl S ezl o)l S5 e

A Gl ool sl Jalge o S5 586
(Y Jgaz) ol awbre ool Jle 5 oo

S oS bly, &2 5 e Jloges 5T dl> e o
st SO ptle gy el Casoas 0 9 F sl Joo
Ol S b GBS el el 800 Ll
s 5 A et A sl i
aS ol 1S5 Lle 0 e VAV wilinT ;)
hils; 5 o JS B sl 51l s S el
plod Wgd oo bl 0l 1y 3l o iy oS
VA 5l 5SS a8 (T) S 51 e ilo 45 ol
Sbly o] (o gl ge 4SS )0 o aiis
25 Jgoz 5 sloline Ly Jae 05 soi Ll e
JOMPREN

G, Gl oo B Jyoz an azg Ly
AL 5 el Az g0 5l g0 kS sls el
(F Jgaz) clo 6 08 50

B Jgoez 0 D g lwosls Wl
it bl gl Lulyd g (5550 £95 slaals
LSt el glaaslss 1S58 5 6,35 51 oo
St 50 o=l (o) FOIA Jolro ggomme j0) aiiwn
A2 ,0 (s deo o YY/O L (2550 £405 a5 Sl
) 50 Olime cteS 2y VPIF L 551005 5 3G
gy i Lo o ool o azle oo o
Sals ol es L YU el Ssas diels a5 ool
Geb e et an Cl by (a3l Sk
S ol ez i O Jesaz o R e glaools
JOSis 50 g (550 95 (s 9lly slaas L
e slo Lt %00 5l 5y o STl
S0 =l (0o )0 PRIV gg0ome 10) wiins K>
Ao )0 o i 90 YA L (s ygl0ly aS el
reS o2 VPN L gls byl g iy 3G
Sz el slopasls Kool yo 1) 503,50
ol (6 i daal Al oS el g, e Tlo
Onln (ALl 3985 sls plpgs 5l a8 (652 YL

Losls &)l aos 5 Waolidun yy o>1yb

@il 5 ol ghasgorms (>1)b lowl )
s 5 alosl Ll (ygmes] slodsbiin y 5o L
5 Olebi)l5 k5l baelkisisy Y sy sy Sl
oBils sode Ol slacl 5N aney cpl o 5,5
5 b @l bl )5 ol jendy Sliios 35156
el pg—as )0 g eoliiwl (j3-iS Cny aime
Lo Sl T 5l o s (slags i 5 Ln Jlg
Boliztins 90 T 2l 0ads sl e Bged 4 az g
o dloee < IYA TELSg S ST (oo b oodanys
J=B o> U 1) ol 5l B asmozuly culls oS
Sl plas oS Jsd

D5ty aobiiw py beSS g5 (=l 5o
5 o135 laole ;3 81 3IL 9,505, las 5 (5 )50
ool iny 50,5 5l 28,5 plxl VY L
s ooliil ool oS3y syl (gl ST l3la 5 5]
00y JuST 58105 ;o DEMATEL g, (yupes
3l 5 5 ls Lavools ANP s, (el ol (gl 5 o
&% Super decision

DEMATEL Juloxi b,
ol 5 el sl as s s puiians 5L
Gl i s F U - aels jloslawl LIy rmgh
s L iy ot it Ll olisas o
o e 50 acile 5l DEMATEL 51 S
(ERPOV- SO [WERS] PIYE Wil K8 IRV oW T
Sl Glaasie bl g5 duslie 5l colazul
Gl 00 00ls arwg laasie glagouas,

B ylts 48 S 51 L y3le e s (¥ J502)

1. Validity
2. Reliability
3. Cronbach alpha



A LS 0,55 bl S bl 35e Jolse ol 2

ey

by 0 jasls (o pdcaw] a5 cwl (Y/TYA)
SIS ol p b sl Ko blae jo .ol 3448
Sle J8 2l Ll b w2l [PHERWRNIPUSRVATS
ol 5,0 ¥ JSCb 5l aS 48 pasine jsba,
Ll a5l il lmsld oo Jolao - e
7ol s n la S il —asls gl
i Ll pd o 550 g5 el 4w Lol pdy e

0Ll a3l w0 45 aesee (LA
sloaslo goyls |, (MAY) Cawal o tias (5 glol;
a5 bl by jleSas g bl (5 g9l
5l )8 Cosal (gam glaaz o 0 ol e
el a5 ald Laseie V Jsax elol o
sty Koo 5l ndy il anly b pasls ¢ )slsl;
Cadlw slagasls Jyleo o Luls; ailol 5o

DS o 3G 550005 L Pi) jlode o ieS lls sasls opl ol K>

Table 1. Direct relation matrix (X)

&,9190; Sl S 4 Loyl )l zb Llys S0 E9iS
Regeneration Deadwood Stem Condition Crown Condition Tree Diversity
35 25 2 15 0 Tree Diversity
35 15 3 0 1 Crown Condition
1.5 1 0 3 15 Stem Condition
3 0 0.5 1 25 Deadwood
0 1.5 1 1 2.5 Regeneration
(N-ouss Jlo i oits ) ol 51 g ile =Y Jpir
Table 2. The normalized direct-relation matrix (N)
6)3-‘9‘)' Sl a5 Loyl )l zb Llys S0 E9iS
Regeneration Deadwood Stem Condition Crown Condition Tree Diversity
0.368 0.263 0.211 0.158 0 Tree Diversity
0.368 0.158 0.316 0 0.105 Crown Condition
0.158 0.105 0 0.316 0.158 Stem Condition
0.316 0 0.053 0.105 0.263 Deadwood
0 0.158 0.105 0.105 0.263 Regeneration
M I S5 il =Y Joox
Table 3. The total relation matrix (T)
S99l SloSis 4 byl zb Llys S0 EaiS
Regeneration Deadwood Stem Condition Crown Condition Tree Diversity
1.371 0.903 0.821 0.784 0.811 Tree Diversity
1.301 0.78 0.873 0.63 0.857 Crown Condition
1.026 0.653 0.554 0.789 0 Stem Condition
1.114 0.554 0.567 0.595 0.854 Deadwood
0.782 0.634 0.561 0.555 0 Regeneration

bl 23] 058,553 b S 31 il =¥ Jpor
Table 4. The total- relationships matrix by considering the threshold value

&9l S Sis 4 byl zb Llys S Ee
Regeneration Deadwood Stem Condition Crown Condition Tree Diversity
1.371 0.903 0.821 0 0.811 Tree Diversity
1.301 0 0.873 0 0.857 Crown Condition
1.026 0 0 0 0 Stem Condition
1.114 0 0 0 0.854 Deadwood
0 0 0 0 0 Regeneration
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Table 5. The final output

b R Ei) 6,155,506 Lall> Pi) ool e Ky L
D-R D+R Code Criteria
4.69 4.075 0.615 8.764 C1 Tree Diversity S0 E9
4441  3.353 1.088 7.794 c2 Crown Condition zb bl
3.791 3.375 0.416 7.166 C3 Stem Condition a5 bayly
3.684 3524 0.16 7.209 C4 Deadwood SoSas
3.314 5.593 -2.279 8.907 C5 Regeneration S9ll;

(P1) cooal 5o a5 51 Jelge (sanais, -F Jgox

Table 6. Ranking factors by importance (Pi)

SIS, ol Gl5ae Jexe N\
Ranking Pi Criteria Code
1 8.907 Regeneration &91l; C5
2 8.764 Tree Diversity S0 E9iS C1
3 7.794 Crown condition b Ll C2
4 7.209 Deadwood S C4
5 7.166 Stem condition A ol C3
ED) )38 3B palls ki 51 elge (sanas, -V Jgaz
Table 7. Ranking factors by net effectiveness (Ei)
S, )3 55 e s iy
Ranking Ei Criteria Code
Crown
b Lol
! 1.088 condition b lels €2
2 0.615 Tree diversity S5 oS C1
3 0.416 Stem condition W ol C3
4 0.16 Deadwood S C4
5 -2.279 Regeneration S91l; C5
15 .
1 & Crown condition zli Lyl .5 #
Tree diversity ss,0 goiig
5 Stem condition 4.5 Ll 2 ¢
0 Deadwood oS is ¢ R+D
0 20 4.0 6.0 8.0 10.0
05
.
15
: Regeneration ¢ afol;e
25
o.I; Sl loges =Y S

Figure 1. Cause-effect diagram
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Table 8. Matrix of pairwise comparisons and the relative importance of the criteria (W»1)

~ Ll
s - Gxlly  hSis as blys }M &M W Sbxe
Sk 09 b =00 o Criteria
C5 C4 C3 Cc2 C1
0.439 3 2.2 3.9 4.5 1 0.439 Tree diversity e Cl
0.193 2.4 2 1.4 1 0.2 0.193 Crown condition zb Ll c2
0.084 2.2 2.4 1 0.7 0.3 0.084 Stem condition Al C3
0.130 1 0.4 0.5 0.4 0.130 Deadwood SoSas C4
0.153 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.153 Regeneration Sslsl; Cc5

Inconsistency Ratio: 0.0418 (acceptable value to be less than 0.1)

CIV 5l aS Jood B laie) /o VA 16,1850l o

(CL) 3,0 g95 Wort Lol slo)las (>g5 dwolio -2 Jgo
Table 9. Pairwise comparison of the main criteria w.r.t. tree dversity (C1)

e oy Gl ss s bls gbbyls e

Weriteria C5 C4 C3 C2 Criteria
0.142 0.3 0.4 28 1 Crown condition zb kbl C2
0.075 0.2 0.3 1 0.4 Stem condition 45 Lyl,s  C3
0.303 0.5 1 4 2.8 Deadwood JoSis  C4
0.480 1 2 45 3.9 Regeneration &sldl;  C5

CIV 3 a8 Jsed b Jlaie) =1+ FIA 25,55l Cos

Inconsistency Ratio: 0.0418 (acceptable value to be less than 0.1)

W22) (5,5 slaKimly G ile =V Jsor
Table 10. The inner dependences matrix (W2z)

W2 Sxe
9105 SeSes i e s e I T ol < o Criteria
C5 C4 C3 C2 C1
0.384 0.395 0.506 0.372 0.000 Tree Diversity S0 £l C1l
0.172 0.122 0.098 0.000 0.142 Crown Condition zb bylys C2
0.172 0.110 0.000 0.116 0.075 Stem Condition A al C3
0.271 0.000 0.165 0.154 0.303 Deadwood ShoSis C4
0.000 0.373 0.231 0.358 0.480 Regeneration &30l C5
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Table 11. Pairwise comparison of tree diversity sub-criteria (C1)
Josers 03y e L “’Z ::M ::;;L; S Bl*”ﬁ)‘.
criteri E - -criteria
W sub-criteria S14 313 ST2 S11 u Ieri
0.169 0.4 0.5 1.7 1 Shannon-Wiener index yeg opls esle S11
0.138 0.5 0.5 1 0.6 Simpson index Oy >l §12
0.408 2.4 1 2 2 Pielou index oo a3ls S13
0.286 1 0.4 2 2.8 Margalef index @l sl S14

G5 S Jgud BB laie) [+ AY 16,8 5Lul s
Inconsistency Ratio: 0.082 (acceptable value to be less than 0.1)

W32) (5950 slo SKiwly us yile =VY oo
Table 12. The outer dependences matrix (Wsz)

W2

ol osis  as ks bluld s g e
C5 C4 C3 C2 Cl
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.408 Shannon-Wiener index s el Lasls S11
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.286 Simpson index O L S12
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.138 Pielou ol asls S13
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.169 Margalef index A5l jasls S14
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.333 0.000 Crown diameter zb ks S21
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.667 0.000 Crown dieback zb Sosis S22
0.000 0.000 0.344 0.000 0.000 Good stem condition co> A byl S31
0.000 0.000 0.433 0.000 0.000 Average stem condition Loge &5 Lylys S32
0.000 0.000 0.223 0.000 0.000 Poor stem condition Gexs &5l S33
0.000 0.586 0.000 0.000 0.000 SDT b HloSas S41
0.000 0.414 0.000 0.000 0.000 DDW oolidl o Sas S42
0.795 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 Healthy seedlings ol Jles S51
0.205 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 Unhealthy seedlings oot Jly S52
039 988 Lol VY Jgor
Table 13. Unweighted Super Matrix
e
doe gyl bSes Jai’“ Ja;‘(” ;: .
Goal C5 C4 C3 C2 C1l
0439 0.384 0.395 0.506 0.372 0.000 Tree Diversity =g Cl Criteria
0.193 0.172 0.122 0.098 0.000 0.142 Crown Condition bl C2
0.084 0.172 0.110 0.000 0.116 0.075 Stem Condition ashl,s  C3
0.130 0.271 0.000 0.165 0.154 0.303 Deadwood bSis  C4
0.153 0.000 0.373 0.231 0.358 0.480  Regeneration &y9ll;  C5
0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 REXVS
0000 0.000 0.000 0000 0000  0.408  Shannon-Wiener index s osls asls S11
0000 0.000 0000 0000 0000 0286  Simpson index g A5LE 812 Sub-
0000 0.000 0.000 0000 0000 0138 Pielou sho e5ls  S13 criteria-l
0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.169 Margalef index A8 a3l S14
0.000 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.333 0.000  Crown diameter b ké  S21 Sub-
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.667 0.000 Crown dieback b SoasSes S22 criteria-2
0.000  0.000 0.000 0.344 0.000 0.000 Good stem condition o> &5l S31
0.000 0.000  0.000 0.433 0.000 0.000  Average stem condition boge 45 byl S32 cri?gr?ée
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.223 0.000 0.000 Poor stem condition s &5 bl S33
0.000 0.000 0.586 0.000 0.000 0.000 SDT by JoSas S41 Sub-
0.000 0000 0414 0000 0000 0000 DDW osldl JoSas  S42  criteria-4
0000 0795 0.000 0000 0000 0000 Healthy seedlings oo Jes  S51 Sub-
0.000 0205 0000 0000 0000 0000 Unhealthy seedlings Wb J  S52  criteria-5
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Table 14. Weighted Super Matrix

e
Gae aly  asas A EA e
s Ct{ N
Goal  C5 c4 c3 c2 C1
0439 0192 0197 0253 0186  0.000 Tree Diversity e ees  Cl Criteria
093 0086 0061 0049 0000 0071  Crown Condition bl C2
0084 0086 0055 0000 0058 0037 Stem Condition s kyls  C3
0130 0136 0000 008 0077 0151 Deadwood sz C4
053 0000 0187 0116 0179 0240  Regeneration &l C5
0000 0000 0000 0000 0.000  0.000 Gaa
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.204  Shannon-Wiener index yug ol el S11
0000 0000 0000 0000 0000 0143  Simpson index g 25LE S12 Sub-
0000 0000 0000 0000 0000 0069 Pielou sho asls 813 criteria-l
0000 0000 0000 0000 0000 0084  Margalefindex @b sy S14
0000 0000 0000 0000 0167 0000 Crown diameter ebks  S21 Sub-
0000 0000 0000 0000 0333 0000 Crown dieback ob Sases S22 criteria2
0000 0000 0000 0172 0000 0.000 Good stem condition s> a5 Lyl,s S31
0000 0000 0000 0217 0000 0000 Average stem condition Lgie &5 Lyls  S32 Cri'fé‘r?ée
0000 0000 0000 0111 0000  0.000 Poorstem condition Ched &5 Lyl,s S33
0000 0000 0293 0000 0000 0000 SDT Lo osis  S41 Sub-
0000 0000 0207 0000 0000 0000 DDW oolidl oSz S42  criteria-4
0000 0397 0000 0000 0000 0000 Healthy seedlings ol Js S51 Sub-
0000 0103 0000 0000 0000 0000 Unhealthy seedlings ol J  S52  criteria-5
9> yle =10 Jooxr
Table 15. Limited Matrix
Jxe
Saa gyl eSas Ll Ll &*’
s CL’( N

Goal  C5 [ c3 c2 C1

0144 0144 0144 0144 0144 0144  Tree Diversity 5o ees  Cl o Criteria
0062 0062 0062 0062 0062 0062  Crown Condition bl C2

0053 0053 0053 0053 0053 0053 Stem Condition as ks C3

000 0100 0100 0100 0100 0100  Deadwood Josis C4

0141 0141 0141 0141 0141 0141  Regeneration Syslol;  C5

0000 0.000 0000 0000 0000  0.00 Gaa

0059 0059 0059 0059 0059  0.059  Shannon-Wiener index s osls asls S

0041 0041 0041 0041 0041 0041  Simpson index Ogepens a5LE 812 Sub-
0020 0020 0020 0020 0020 0020 Pielou oly asls 13 criteria-l
0024 0024 0024 0024 0024 0024  Margalef index WL asls S14

0.021 0021 0.021 0.021 0.021 0.021  Crown diameter b ld  S21 Sub-
0041 0041 0041 0041 0041 0041  Crown dieback ol Sasas S22 criteria-2
0018 0018 0018 0018 0018 0018  Good stem condition o> a5 Lyls S31

0023 0023 0023 0023 0023 0023 Average stem condition Ligio 45 byl S32 cri?:r?é-s
0.012 0.012 0.012 0.012 0.012 0.012 Poor stem condition s &5 bl S33

0059 0059 0059 0059 0059 0059 SDT Ly osis  S41 Sub-
0041 0041 0041 0041 0041 0041 DDW ooldl Josas 842 criteria-d
0112 0112 0112 0112 0112 0112  Healthy seedlings oo Js S51 Sub-
0029 0029 0029 0029 0029 0029  Unhealthy seedlings Wb g S52  criteria-5
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Table 16. The final ranking of forest health criteria and sub-criteria
e ) jﬁi (SR, e “:f Jti SIS
Criteria Woiimit _ Whiomar __Ranking Sub-criteria Woiimit  Whiorma__Ranking
Shannon— ol pals
S11 Wiener index o 0.059 0.408 6
c1 Diwﬁ;w 0.144  0.287 1 S12  Simpsonindex — ogeeesw oa5ls 0041 0.286 9
S13  Pielou sy a3ls 0020 0.138 13
S14  Margalef index @WE,L el 0024 0.169 12
Crown .
: s . .
S22 Crown dieback zb Sasi>  0.041  0.667 2
Good stem .
S31 condition oy as s 0.018 0.344 7
Stem Average stem s
C3  condition 0053 0107 5 s32  [eede bogeds lls 0023 0433 4
Poor stem L
S33 condition s ds ln 0,012 0.223 10
S41  SDT by Josz> 0059 0586 3
4 D l 2 i
C eadwood  0.100  0.200 3 $42  DDW kil iSis 0041 0414 5
s51 Healy oo i 0112 0795
C5 Regeneration 0.141  0.282 2 Unheal%h
S52 Seed"ngsy WLt Js 0029  0.205 11
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Abstract

Introduction: Forest health indicators encompass a wide range of physical environmental indicators,
including climatic and ecological measurements, as well as records on human actions and management
practices in forest ecosystems. This study aims to investigate the relationship among the forest health
indices in the mixed-beech forest type, including tree diversity, crown condition, stem condition,
deadwood, and regeneration in the forest landscape in the Masouleh watershed, Guilan province.
Materials and Methods: In this study, the relationship among indices of forest health in the study
area was investigated using an integrated approach of DEMATEL-ANP (DANP). Data collection was
conducted through two researcher-made questionnaires, whose validity and reliability were examined
through content validity and the retest method, respectively. Finally, the most important input
indicators, based on experts’ views, were ranked by DEMATEL and output indicators by ANP. A
sample of 12 experts was used in this study.

Findings: The results of DEMATEL indicate the importance of the regeneration index in the forest
health status in the study area. This index (regeneration) was recognized with the highest influence
ratio among others. In addition, two indicators, tree diversity and deadwood, had a high influence ratio
among other investigated indices. Also, tree diversity and crown condition indices were the most
influential ones. Based on the ranking results of criteria in ANP, the tree diversity criterion has a more
important effect on forest health compared to other criteria. In addition, healthy seedling, crown
dieback, and standing deadwood are among the most important sub-criteria compared to other sub-
criteria in the study area.

Conclusion: These results can play a significant role in increasing awareness about the factors
affecting the health of forests and the causes of unhealthy forests. They can also assist policymakers in
identifying appropriate measures to maintain and improve forest health, thereby increasing the
sustainability of forest ecosystems.
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