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Table 1. The studied forest typs characteristics
(Mehdifar et al., 2015; Farhadi et al., 2014; Beiranvand et al., 2004)
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Table 2. Comparison of mean and standard error of silvicultureal characteristics of forest types

Q. brantii Q. infectoria P. glabra Variable
M ) Py U
2.1m 58.81+5.19 56.84+3.66 69.06=4.57 (422) 2n!
Canopy (%)
20) ol s ol |
33.4%%  6.024031" 3.8440.18° 3.4840.19° () Qb3 gl
Tree Height (m)
) gavdalad ldes) = |35
150%%  78:10.86°  70.1249.62°  142.15£9.85¢ (€ godankad 53 slad) (553 o517

Tree density (Number/Plot area)
Wl Sl me M 35 oo e diasOLES il Bs ol ime BV D5 DS 5 Ao s S a3 Sla s ¥

** Significant at 1% level and ns No significant difference. Same letters indicate no significant difference.
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Table 3. Floristic list in different forest types

s ) s -
e 2 e T e N s
No. Species cc Endemism grpp,  Chorotype Life  Forest
category Form type
Aceraceae

Acer monspesulanum L. ssp.
1 . . - - 1
cinerascence (Boiss.) Yaltirik bD 1T Ph

Amaryllidaceae
2
! Ixiolirion tatricum (Pall.) Herb. ) ) ES, Med, IT Th 23
Apiaceae
| Scandix stellata Banks & ) i i ES, IT, SS Th 12

Soland.
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No. Species cc Endemism R.D.B, Chorotype Life Forest
category Form type
Aceraceae
2 Bunium caroides Hausskn. ex 6 - - IT Ge 1-2-3
Bornm.
3 Pimpinella affinis Ledeb. 2 - - IT He 2
4 Bunium luristanicum Rech. f. 9 E DD IT Cr 1-2-3
5 Ferula macrocolea (Boiss.) 5 E LR IT He 2
Boiss.
6 Astrodaucus orientalis (L.) 4 - - IT He 2
Drude
7 Chaerophyllum macropodum 4 - - IT He 2-3
Boiss
8 Torilis leptophylla (L.) 3 - - ES, Med, IT Th 1-2-3
Reichenb.
9 Scandix pecten-veneris L. 2 - - ES, Med, IT Th 1-2-3
10 Malabaila aucheri Boiss. 2 - - Med, IT Ge 2
11 Turgenia latifolia (L.) Hoffm. 2 - - ES, Med, IT Th 2
12 Bunium rectangulum Boiss. & 7 E - IT Cr 1-2-3
Hausskn.
13 Eryngium creticum Lam. 3 - DD IT He 2-3
14 Bunium paucifolium DC. 6 - - IT Ge 1
15 Malabaila aucheri Boiss. 2 - - Med, IT Ge 3
16 Turgenia latifolia (L.) Hoffm. 2 - - ES, Med, IT Th 3
Araceae
1 Arum rupicola Boiss. 3 - - IT Cr 3
Asteraceae
1 Garhadiolus angulosus Jaub. & 2 - - Med, IT Th 1-2-3
Spach
2 Rhagadiolus stellatus Scop. 3 - - Med Th 1-2-3
3 Senecio glaucus L. 2 R LR IT Th 1-2
4 Tragopogon vaginatus M. 4 - - IT Th 1-2
Ownbey & Rech.f.
5 Chardinia orientalis (L.) O. 3 - - IT Th 1-2-3
Kuntze
6 Lasiopogon muscoides (Desf.) 4 - - Med, IT Th 1-2-3
DC.
7 Picnomon acarna (L.) Cass. 2 - - Med, IT He 1-2-3
8 Scariola orientalis (Boiss.) 2 - - Med, IT Ch 1-2-3
Sojak
9 Crepis kotschyana (Boiss.) 3 - - IT Th 1-2
Boiss.
10 Crupina crupinastrum (Moris) 2 - - Med, IT Th 1-2-3
Vis.
11 Lactuca scarioloides Boiss. 2 - - IT He 1-2-3
12 Anthemis pseudocotula Boiss. 5 - - Med, IT, SS Th 2-3
13 Tragopogon graminifolius DC. 2 - - IT,ES He 2-3
14 Cousinia disfulensis Bornm. 7 E DD IT He 2
15 Steptorrhamphus tuberosus 5 E - IT Ge 2
(Jacq.) Grossh.
16 Scorzonera calyculata Boiss. 4 E - IT He 2-3
17 Zoegea leptaurea L. 2 - LR IT Th 2
13 Echinops orientalis Trautv. 3 - - IT He 2
19 Centaurea behen L. 4 - - IT He 2
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category Form type
20 Geropogon hybridus (L.) 5 - - Med, IT Th 1
Schultz-Bip.
21 Filago pyramidata L. 2 - - ES, Med, IT Th 1
22 Centaurea solstitialis L. 2 - - Med, IT Th 1
23 Cousinia khorramabadensis 7 E DD IT Ch 1
Bornm.
24 Filago pyramidata L. 2 - - ES, Med, IT Th 3
25 Cousinia khorramabadensis 7 E DD IT Ch 3
Bornm.
26 Achillea wilhelmsii C. Koch 2 - - IT He 3
27 Tanacetum polycephalum 3 - LR IT He 3
Schultz.
Boraginaceae
1 Rochelia disperma (L.f.) C. 2 - - IT Th 1-2-3
Koch
2 Lappula barbata Gurke 3 - - IT Th 1
Brassicaceae
1 Thlaspi perfoliatum L. 2 - - ES, Med, IT Th 1-2-3
2 Alyssum stapfi Virrh 2 - - IT Th 1-2-3
3 Arabis nova Will. 4 - - ES, Med, IT Th 1-2-3
4 Alyssum desertorum Stapf. 2 - - Cosm Th 1-2-3
5 Clypeola aspera (Graver) 2 - - Med, IT Th 2
Turrill
6 Fibigia macrocarpa (Boiss.) 3 - - ES,IT He 2-3
Boiss.
7 Erysimum repandum L. 3 - - IT He 1
8 Erophila verna (L.) Besser. 1 - - ES, Med, IT Th 1
9 Erysimum repandum L. 3 - - IT He 1
10 Sisymbrium altissimum L. 3 R - ES, Med, IT Th 1
11 Sameraria stylophora (Jaub. & 3 E LR IT Th 3
Spach) Boiss.
Campanulaceae
1 Asyneuma persicum (A.DC.) 7 E - IT He 1-2-3
Bornm.
2 Legousia falcata (Ten.) Fritsch 1 - - ES, Med, IT Th 1
Caryophyllaceae
1 2 - - ES, Med, IT, 1-2-3
Cerastium dichotomum L. SS Th
2 Velezia rigida L. 2 - - ES, Med, IT Th 1-2-3
3 Scleranthus orientalis Rossler 3 - - IT Th 1-2-3
4 Arenaria leptoclados 2 - - ES, IT He 1-2
(Reichenb.) Guss.
5 Holosteum umbellatum L. 2 - - Med, IT Th 1-2-3
6 Silene viscosa (L.) Pers. 2 - - Med, IT He 1-2
7 Dianthus orientalis Adams 4 E - IT He 2-3
8 Holosteum glutinosum L. 2 - - IT Th 1
9 Minuartia montana L. 2 R - ES, IT Th 1
10 Minuartia montana L. 2 R - ES, IT Th 3
11 Mesostemma kotschyana (Fenzl 2 - - IT He 3
ex Boiss.) Vved.
12 Arenaria leptoclados 2 - - ES, IT He 3

(Reichenb.) Guss.
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Cistaceae
1 Helianthemum ledifolium (L.) 3 E,N - IT Th 1-3
Miller
Cyperaceae
1 Carex pachystylis J. Gay. 5 - - IT Cr 1
Dipsacaceae
1 Pterocephalus plumosus (L.) 4 - - IT Th 2
J.M.Coult.
2 Cephalaria syriaca (L.) Schrad. 3 - - Med, IT Th 2-3
Euphorbiaceae
1 Euphorbia phymatosperma 4 - - IT Th 1-2
Boiss. & Gaill.
2 Euphorbia sororia Schrenk 2 - - IT Th 3
Fabaceae
1 Lathyrus inconspicuus L. 3 - - Med, IT Th 1-2-3
2 Lens culinaris Medikus. 4 - - Cult Th 1-2-3
3 Trifolium cherleri L. 5 - DD Med, IT Th 2
4 Astragalus kirrindicus Boiss 3 - - IT He 2
5 Trifolium grandiflorum Schreb. 4 - - ES, Med, IT Th 1-2
6 Trigonella spruneriana Boiss. 2 - - IT Th 1-2-3
7 Vicia villosa Roth. 4 - - ES, Med Th 2
8 Trigonella monspeliaca L. 3 - - Med Th 2-3
9 Trifolium campestre Schreb. 2 - - IT Th 2
10 Astragalus curvirostris Boiss. 7 E - IT He 2-3
11 Coronilla scorpioides (L.) 3 - - Med, IT Th 2
Koch.
12 Vicia amphicarpa Lam. 2 - - ES, Med, IT Th 2-3
13 Astragalus rhodosemius 3 - - ES, IT Ch 2
Boiss.& Hausskn.
14 Trifolium stellatum L. 3 - - Med Th 2
15 Astragalus longirostratus Pau 10 E DD IT Ch 2-3
16 Pisum sativum L. 2 - - ES, IT Th 2
17 Astragalus gossypinus Fischer. 4 - LR IT Ch 2
18 Astragalus brachycalyx Fischer 7 - LR IT Ch 2
19 Astragalus leonardii 10 E VU IT Ch 2
Maassoumi
20 Astragalus camptoceras Bunge 5 - - IT Th 2
21 Vicia ervilia (L.) Willd. 3 - - Cult Th 1
22 Trifolium fragiferum L. 6 - - ES, Med, IT Cr 1
23 Trifolium cherleri L. 5 - DD Med, IT Th 1
24 Medicago rigidula (L.) All. 3 - LR Med, IT Th 1-3
25 Medicago radiata L. 3 - - Med, IT Th 1-3
26 Lathyrus sativus L. 3 - - ES,IT Th 1
27 Medicago polymorpha L 2 - LR ES, Med, IT Th 3
28 Medicago sativa L. 1 - - Med, IT He 3
29 Trigonella crassipes Boiss. 3 - - IT Th 3
Fagaceae
1 Quercus brantii Lindl. var. - E - IT Ph 1-2-3
persica
2 Quercus infectoria Oliv. - E - IT Ph 2
Fumariaceae
1 Fumaria parviflora Lam. 2 - - ES, Med, IT Th 3




S oS o e aw il laaiss (g alablne (o po anslie 5 LS plulin

Y J).\;- ol

Continued table 3.

. ol J5 -
NG - oS e s S
No. Species Endemism RDB Chorotype Life Forest
cC ’
category Form type
Geraniaceae
1 Geranium tuberosum L. 3 - - ES, Med, IT Cr 1-2-3
2 Erodium cicutarium (L.) L'Her. 2 - - ES, Med, IT Th 1
ex Aiton
Hypericaceae
1 Hypericum scabrum L. 4 - - IT He 1-2-3
2 Hypericum helianthempides 4 - - Cosm He 2
(Spach.) Boiss.
Iridaceae
1 Gladiolus segetum Ker.-Gawl. 3 - - Med, IT Cr 2-3
2 Iris reticulata M.B. 5 - LR ES, IT Ge 2-3
3 Gladiolus kotschyanus Boiss. 5 - - IT Cr 1
4 Iris hymenospatha B.Mathew 6 - LR IT Cr 3
& Wendelbo
Lamiaceae
1 Ziziphora capitata L. 3 - - Med, IT Th 1-2-3
2 Lamium amplexicaule L. 2 - - Cosm Th 1-2-3
3 Lallemantia iberica (Stev.) 3 - - ES, Med, IT Th 2-3
Fisch. & C.A.Mey.
4 Teucrium polium L. 2 - - Med, IT Ch 2
5 Phlomis olivieri Benth. 5 E - IT He 1-2-3
6 Salvia bracteata Banks. & 4 - - IT He 2
Soland.
7 Phlomis anisodonta Boiss. 5 E - IT He 1-3
8 Phlomis kurdica Rech.f. 5 - - IT Ch 1
Liliaceae
1 Muscari comosum (L.) Miller 3 - - ES, Med, IT Cr 1-2-3
2 Bellevalia glauca (Lindl.) 5 - - IT Cr 2-3
Kunth.
3 Colchicum persicum Baker 6 - - IT Cr 2-3
4 Allium eriophyllum Boiss. 3 - - IT Cr 2
5 Ornithogalum brachystachys 5 - - Med, IT Cr 1-3
K. Koch
6 Gagea gageoides (Zucc.) Vved. 3 - - Med, IT Th 3
Oleaceae
1 Fraxinus rotundifolia Mill. - - LR IT Ph 2
Orchidaceae
1 Epipactis persica (Soo) 7 E - ES, IT Cr 3
Nannfeldt
Papaveraceae
1 Papaver rhoeas L. 2 - - Plur Th 1-2-3
2 Papaver argemone L. 3 - - ES, Med, IT Th 1-2-3
Plumbaginaceae
1 Acantholimon brachystachyum 5 E - IT Ch 1
Boiss.
Poaceae
1 2 - - Plur 1-2-3
Bromus japonicus Thunb. Th
2 Bromus tectorum L. 1 - - Cosm Th 1-2-3
3 Eremopoa persica (Trin.) 3 - - Med, IT Th 1-2-3
Roshev.
4 Aegilops umbellulata Zhuk. 4 - - IT Th 1-2-3
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5 Heteranthelium piliferum (Sol.) 2 - - Med, IT Th 1-2
Hochst. ex Jaub. & Spach
6 Poa timoleontis Heldr. ex 5 - - ES, Med, IT Cr 1-2-3
Boiss.
7 Taeniatherum crinitum 2 - - ES, Med, IT Th 1-2-3
(Schreb.) Nevski.
8 Bromus danthoniae Trin. 3 - - IT Th 1-2-3
9 Aegilops cylindrica Host 4 - - IT Th 1-2
10 Hordeum spontaneum C. Koch. 1 - - IT Th 1-2-3
11 Vulpia ciliata Link. 3 - - ES, Med, IT Th 1-2-3
12 Festuca ovina L. 3 - - Med, IT He 1-2
13 Echinaria capitata (L.) Desf. 3 - - Med, IT Th 1-2-3
14 Lophochloa phloidea (Vill.) 2 - - Med, IT Th 1-2
Reichenb
15 Boissiera squarrosa (Banks. et 2 - - IT Th 1-2-3
Sol.) Nevski
16 Trachynia distachya (L.) Link 2 - - Med, IT, SS Th 2
17 Hordeum bulbosum L. 3 - - Med, IT Cr 2-3
18 Bromus tomentellus Boiss. 6 - LR Med, IT Th 2-3
19 Lolium persicum Boiss. 4 - - ES, IT Th 2
20 Arrhenatherum kotschyi Boiss 2 - - IT He 2-3
21 Panicum miliaceum L. 3 - - Cosm Th 1
22 Hordeum glaucum Steud. 2 - - Med, IT Th 1-3
23 Hordeum marinum Huds. 1 - - IT Th 1
24 Dactylis glomerata L. 3 - - ES, Med, IT He 3
Podophyllaceae
1 Bongardia chrysogonum (L.) 6 - - IT Th 2
Spach
Ranunculaceae
1 Ranunculus oxyspermus 3 - - Med, IT Cr 1-2-3
WILLD.
2 Ranunculus arvensis L. 2 - - Med, IT Th 1-2-3
3 Ficaria kochii (Ledeb.) 7 - - IT Cr 2-3
Iranshahr & Rech. f.
4 Nigella oxypetala Boiss. 3 - - Med, IT Th 2
5 Thalictrum sultanabadensis 4 - - IT He 2-3
Stapf.
6 Delphinium lanigerum Boiss. & 5 E DD IT Cr 1-3
Hohen.
7 Ranunculus pinardi (Stev.) 7 R - Med, IT Th 1-3
Boiss.
8 Ranunculus falcatus L. 2 - - Med, IT Th 3
9 Adonis flammea Jacq. 4 R - Med, IT Th 3
Rosaceae
1 Pyrus glabra Boiss. 3 - LR IT Ph 1-2
2 Cerasus microcarpa (C. A. - - - IT Ph 1-2
Mey.) Boiss.
3 Sanguisorba minor Scop. 3 - - ES, Med, IT He 3
Rubiaceae
1 Callipeltis cucullaria (L.) Stev. 2 - - IT Th 1-2
2 Galium aparine L. 2 - - ES, Med, IT Th 1-2-3
3 Asperula arvensis L. 2 - - ES, Med, IT Th 2

AY
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Continued table 3.

. Cords Js -
NG - oS e s S
No. Species Endemism RDB Chorotype Life Forest
CC ’
category Form type
4 Galium setaceum Lam. 3 - - IT Th 1-2-3
5 Galium kurdicum Boiss. & 5 - DD IT Ch 2-3
Hohen
6 Sherardia arvensis L. 2 - - Med Th 2-3
7 Asperula arvensis L. 2 - - ES, Med, IT Th 7
Scrophulariaceae
1 Veronica orietalis L. 3 - - IT Ch 1-3
2 Verbascum sinuatum L. 4 - - IT He 3
3 Scrophularia nervosa Benth. 6 E - IT Cr 3
Thymelaeaceae
1 Thymelaea passerine (L.) 5 R - ES, IT Th 1
Cosson. & Germ.
Valerianaceae
1 Valerianella dactylophylla 4 - - Med, IT Th 1-2-3
Boiss. & Hohen.
2 Valerianella vesicaria (L.) 2 - - ES, IT Th 2-3
Moench.
3 Valerianella pumila (L.) DC. 5 R - ES, Med, IT Th 3
Violaceaee
1 Viola modesta Fenzl. 4 - - IT Th 1-2-3

(b = =IT (Raunkaier, 1934) .5 55 =Ge (b gy S e =He (b sy S =Cr (o 56 =Ph (=345 =Ch (=3, 5 =Th

.(Rechinger, 1963-2012) _¢l,;= Cult ( ghews =| ;220 =SS ((glamb dm =Plur ( ob 50l =Cosm (s e =L 5,51 =ES ((glal 0 =Med
S « =) &5 (Jalili & Jamzad, 1999) s =E ‘;i-li,%ﬂrj b S =VU wsls 358 L saa S =DD S L L slaas § =LR

Sl bl IR (o =Y S 5 kel MR (o =Y U8 ey S
Th = Therophytes, Ch= chamaephytes, Ph= Phanerophytes, Cr= Chryptophytes, He= Hemichryptophytes, Ge= Geophytes
(Raunkaier, 1934). IT= Irano-Toranian, Med= Mediterranean, ES= Euro-Siberian, cosm= Cosmopolitan species, Plur=
Plurireginoal, SS= Sahara Sandy, Cult= cultivated (Rechinger, 1963-2012). LR= Low risk, DD= Data Deficient, VU=
Vulnerable, E= Endemic (Jalili & Jamzad, 1999). No.1= Pyrus glabra Type, No.2= Q. infectoria Type and No.3= Q. brantii

Type.

T A 2 QU SIS

-l sl sl sS o K

—ellade = GLE S 5 gl -GS

Loz 2S sbasS Sy biiml Sl

(¥ )

AY

M il S I e
Poaceae slesl sl o e alS slad S
.0 J.(.i) s> ¢ Fabaceae 5 Asteraceae

o boden S baoden S sy
) slacdb il oS B bodals
(Y JS2) s g MK sl 3 5525
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Figure 1. Families and the number of species in different forest types
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Figure 2. Plant life-form within the three forest types (Th: Therophytes, He: Hemichryptophytes, Cr:
Chryptophytes, Ch: chamaephytes, Ph: Phanerophytes and Ge: Geophytes)
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Figure 3. Chorotypes of plant species in different forest types
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Abstract

This study investigates floristic quality of central Zagros forest in relation to environmental
disturbances using conservatism coefficient. Tree layer of the most important forest types in central
Zagros was surveyed using 24 plots (500 m?* area) and herb layer was measure by 72 plots (4 m* area).
Then the list of collected flora send to an expert group of botanist and ecologist to assign conservatism
coefficient to them based on the amount of each species sensitivity to disturbances and fidelity to the
ecological site condition. Based on the results only a few species take high rank score which means the
most collected plant species were sensitive to the disturbances and have low fidelity to the site. In fact
more than half of the collected species belong to the lowest class of conservatism coefficient (1-3),
which pyrus glabra forest type involves the most plant species of this class.
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