VEe o line; F o)Ll w3355 0,55 ¢ sz pole dalilad
1PO-VAY
HpgR Alie
ailaio 5ol aigy 3 S g (AU Liudgr g 3Bl 25 ol ol Slas! 3G
CSTRR-¥0) BN I PPRRVIN [ LR W CACITIN

M sole Lo jonmxo o7 (6 2> s |yt (60 39y SI0105 Auila

U‘)“‘ a\b).' 5«))) cli.u_"u) ‘GMJL"“ )455 9 Gv.HJa el...‘o odiw‘b aw.u) .la.~.>bo 05;\
el s ligizd lojls iy il (aeb wlin 5 5505l (3590l 9 ks 35 50 1 po g JSiz Sl |

Olrlen «s),0liS @gy g

AERTZAN S-S WY S LA RY) SIPCEIIE

slaly aigy o S g oL jidgy manddl-oy, oeloly las| ).uL NFerode gp 9 6825 s (w0 (5O 0w SBlus
AAY-NE0 (PN e pole aslilad oj bl ool aiellS ool clbla> adlais

Slbl Cas; Jame p oyololy Glosl Slles D9l o0 Dy HehS 0 drwgi [ pge ocold oololy Gloxl idud g aislw

aieys slaces S g alS jide o S5y (S 0| adibog calel) ol 5l adlas cplasl acsls wlgs o 1, ol 5l ool
g oy Ol ydleemaiallS st cblis ddlate ;5 adly ;b cale

Seilatmm (Bolai (500 paigad (g, 5l andllas 550 lacad jo S5 (AL (b byeiin 23l jskaieds i g g Slge
alises slaalold b ddlaie dw i ;o 318 10 a5 O g0 oy oo oolaw] Solatugw — (Bolai (6 )15 paigas Jhg ) 5.0 oolasl
(o Voo B0 alold) pgu dilaio g (ym0 00+ B YO+ alold) pgo dblais (550 YO+ b+ alold) Jql ddlare Jolis oyalel,
Jebas Gy Vo e ESly F ddlaie o 3l 0 085 Oigo S g alS pids gl diges g ol a8 L o yalol)
SaSeslal 5l ol sboosls culesys ¢ ol ools I8 Solatun & jgoay Sl jo slel g lal ;o <L Y slaws 5 JBolas
4 OSi pge3l 5 byl S uilyly ST 51 ealinl o9, 50 5l o dalie Jdo 4 S 4y by slaptalejl g (olS Sl

28,5 )18 o 5 40525 5,50 SPSS il 0 5SS

Slaslanld b o oS olapladly ol jolyy —ailS caicblas aslais (o oeloly Slasl a8 ol lzs adlllas oyl bl e g gl
Whoyd S )3 &5 Djge cnl 4 L adle Al Gidgy 9 SB olierd 5 S5 Gla Sy 2 ) 2o S WS (e gdi o0 plox]

Sl colan s pme 2alS yuzes (P <0.05)ccl suii(p S AV slis (siusy py8 ads (golo pre el s
Pl oos (1) oy 2oy (6 )5 sime 2ol 4 (P <0.05)00.(YF/Y0) Sl auo,05(VIV) aawm! ((+ /£ FPPM) il o +/YADS/M)

Slg stagy p,2 (F1o)) Lidigs o ys 9 (VTY) o515 (p SFNY) oy Jlo sme (58l ool ol Glasl i dide s j0 (<0.01

* Corresponding Author: Email Address. melmi@yazd.ac.ir
http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/envs.2021.37072
http://dorl.net/dor/20.1001.1.17351324.1400.19.4.13.1


mailto:melmi@yazd.ac.ir
http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/envs.2021.37072

S g 2lS il g allil oy u"] oly &los| ),_,L

CNV)GlaZE o Liug, pr8 iy duoyd o +) S )0 Liug, p,8 adgl (6,00 cixe ralS el e o (P <0.05) ol oo
o opl S la el alel, clasl 5k weya> ;0 (P <0.01) cul sais() Glazis o siug, 0,8 o515 9 (P <0.05)
Sl colan (AY)adow vy gl pme jials 5 (£AY) Sw oy o gxe Giuli8l o oelely clasl cas Olyss
o (+IPYPPM) gy 5 (BIYOPPM) i polic (+/VA) T 8lge (6 lo ine (2alS el (pizan 4 (P <0.05) ouis (V/7dS/M)

(P <0.01)

Wlgi oo 9565 8 Dype Shy e Blazly ol oz gloanlp (b o & Glaclid 4 az gl g el o) Slusl ig pF Az
9 uM ).».05 90 aS A.SL;A M‘)ﬁ ‘) aalaio g" 9 S u,wLw)B doddo ﬁ‘dﬁ‘ R g AW &Ta‘) g.B‘;la‘ S Afb <\JL’> o
el ails o) eadlaie Sy p0 LS g als T a5 4 g alel) Sooj sladdhaie Bl bl S cuaS als

Oyl aidS S alS ibg ynlel) o clili> dilaie (gudS gbaojlg

dodko
Loy S 5 lagdy cole (JSix kb ogmen o Sagis ) (S lagye ol Jisw 5 b gbio
by Slpee Sl bbb ey sb)lS 9 Sl (63,9laST (A8 yis g pawgSToaisS Jolaie
Sl ike glajl ey GRS g S s leba (S o (b @l (5 Coeal L]
4 dawys (Fotoohi., 2006) 5,138 cows Lo aib oo Sl odighasasd mlie oy jiedes 5l g o9,
2 e Sl ey Glow o B 5 oo e SRS 5 5l e 5 6,8 sla Byl slils a5
Vesali et) col atsls 5,9l> slaaisS o olSiws ; L ol )8 Job j0 a5 wittus (guw jlasmes calisie g
3 Fhe el flae @ Wilg o ien (@l 2016 Hobdy g Cunl o gy a4 Sludl gl
055 e 5l eGheg Sl eaiiS g sla Jele ay0 ol 2 0ads oguzme Jlasly drgi g Ol (ool
Sl airay Sl dnolSis) 505l (ALS iy Sl S bt slr 6,306 lagipe o e
g5 Rl o wlgioe 093 (5355 4 &5 L Sy 9 Sl Al e 9 WS ) Sl e
, 2009 ¢hoshiardel et al., 2006) 545 dzlaie s S ol ol i 0 cege (i gy o) 5l g Bl
S Sogl gsa palel, Jis g o> .(Spooner et al. Lyl g cia) daoe Sleas &l jo ol 4 O
e S5 5 o0 @Bly 50 9 Sl o) Dldgzge g Blie o35 09yl wlinlie Wil aige (So3elsS]
s 55y et 3 ol sla e S (S S 5 o 355 4 Bloey G )5S 13 o5 Ces (£505e sreb
by el dacures Solidl lax a5 ] o Clus 4 A 9o pia Sl saieilys g Couman ial38l g a8 )T
ke Gy o Pl g Slool> slacdolar o5 @ Caewd ol g ol e il gl aedgs 5l o bws B
(Jahandideh and Setayesh 2017,555 oo (g Sl — 50 i S Syge jo a5 wiy b ol o B
>k bl el (Bemowska-Katabun et al.,2015¢ 590 g pladl (S0 4 6pdl ol b il wlg
39 3l Blibl Lz 4 o s 1y oS el ) Clio (Zare Chahooki et., 2018  u&So)ly . lal>
sl st oly wlas! ol oLy (Heydari et al.,2015) Rahimi, 2013Jamshidi and Amini,«2016Boll,<al
i oo g 4nils bolKiny; sbal 5 cbili> wy e 4o 55 Jelse 5 Lael, sloxl .(2018Nishteman,:2003
598 prlee 2LS sleaiss gel Gl G g5 Sy Wlgiion polel; ol g oo g g o
bl Wlg oo e, Slas! (Du et al.2014,) cdled b 5l aS wil b giwsST o o LS

VEe e Gl oF o )lads « 20595 0,90 ¢ s pyle aolilad
\55



O Ke 5 (505 pwololas

S5 LS by slaShy (F i o aliboy ol
sl e s 5 0358 ol s ol o
sy s g bl sloaaliyy 5 wilgi s w0 ol
Al aLils 5 )15 adlaie 4l o 55 GleolKivy 5 sl

W dg; 9 dlge

—sellS s dlis ailaie 5| Lla sy o asllas ol
Vo0l ¥ alols s diliie ol 4 o sl ool
P oleS=on ool bl 305 (Bpd ooz (s eskS
S0 Jsb i BV g4z 0 0F 5 Jlad 550 a0 T
o 31 olpolor axallS oads cbslis dilate ol 13
bl e & oz 3l st 9 05 Gl gl 4
S5 Lt 4 e g @b e g 4 B yde
LS YYYYYS Joleo girwg b aslais ) ol sga0me
VYV Jlo 5l g aian IS0 adlate olaicay VYOO Jloyo
sl 00308 Wdlel ouls cblas ddlate lgica

5 e VEVA adllas 550 aihie 5 gl oS
Aldls slos lawgio sl yio YYoV glay )l oy it
ailaie by Cusb, 5eSils 5 o5 e a2 4/F
ol 5 Al Sl husie 5 ceul ooy Yo/
ol yolgmanolls” ilaie il ool joglis Vo - adlate
howlonss 5 ably Sis des § Sis o8l £45 90 40
wibaie opl G Sin pyiie 25LE ey Ll
Omb 4lyS ohg g Al S 090 SlaKiw 4 iy
039 (b 2z (Brb Jlod Ky, Gls (Ker g i
S bl 5l g 0ad o0 bl cay Wile Glsica 4
o 3l sy ailaie 1o syzge S ailaie wlis
nt Ao B 3e o5 S ol il JS25 05
S ezl ol 03,Fins S b Lansgze S il
563 (2B PH (o5 Cogb ) wadyo (o ails )l
aibie g 039 (p3g, G S5) ghangte U oS (goai

(General Meteorohogical wil o (SLis &je0a

.(Department of Yazd Prpvince, 2019

S93 SLbl SB L 5 (alS » ool (SeielsS]
LS S 59,05 p 4 Sl o cplas all atils
S35 5L g e 8L gy g Blybl slaolSiny; 5
S diaenl CiF Olg e (25 4 3580 o) O glne
Foe sladele (et OlalS Lol (gdne Slse (e
OlFen 4t o axted (b)) Gla s y3 oS 02 5
SLbl sbSls 5 alS iie s dewy CuiS
Gy S Gla Sy 50 et con () slo s
ilgi oo 995 g & 55 J olge (nl o5 955 00 T lge
(Rashtian, Boostani et al. , 2018 w0 % st
S e old 4 axg b g (Galeraet al.2014,:2015
s S Jgene jobas aSul g ol dg 4 o
ol & s @pS s 3 Bt cow LS by,
SE o p adsl e 0 a5 ,50,0 3 Jlgonl
Sl @ Glgie (G2l @ 09l a8 W, cal sl
35 Pl plej g ape yieS Bre b alS il
sledibie o ool csls .(Moghadam, 1998)
59155 890 yiden |y adibate )] (o) Jaore 40 ol
S5k 5 a0 4 (g 8 opalel, 515 il s s 3
1) Cangshae p it S Wlgie Cmjlacma b
Gl i 1y laane Jlo e p3 g wlep Pl
Sis slodilais 4o a5 o34 (Zhanget al., 2020) a2
slcalas Jeor 6‘)‘?" LS‘)-.' Cﬁ‘)ﬁ't‘f’ ‘Aj)b S s
polde b 5 byl 4 lacld l 2lal 5 (o e

.(Raiganiet al.,2014) <ol jLs lalao
Lo laol, lao! 56 g5 g Jlaie sy 9 ot (onl by
slaaibaie 5 lags e Jool 5 (oole Cupae coz 0 )
ot S0 b adllae (pl 5,8 dmles oS suds cili>
ol y Sl alaulay dilae sloolKinyy o35 5l o6 T

Ve Gl oF o lads (o335 0,90 « anme pole dnlilad

\PY



S g 2lS il g allil oy ub] ol &lasl ),.,‘L,

5’4‘ r
\J)\
r“s j \*i =)

939 sl iy ol i 8¢

o ! (il Sl 4 3¢

7

dallhao § 590 09 oo 4 3

~

Legend
Mehrizeity  C3
Kalmang Bahadoran
Protected Area =
YaziEshligraivay
The main wavs.
Plant types stodizd .

axflao O )90 0090 A - JS.&

Fig. 1- Map of the study area

aawlqlactuca sp) iy 590l
I
sraigS il oo 0,me ¢ (Colchicum kotschyi) e ju

e :Jols 2o e ool
{Calligonum persicum) LSl (monacantha

(Fagonia s,
J5«(Echium amoenum),L; {olivieri

(Cornulaca i

slaxiz s si (Ephedra  distachya) 5 i,

b o 0 4€ o (Salsola arbuscula)

S g (LS by g S diged

(_ngM )‘ oolazwl lJ asJlas )90 0393 ‘..\.u‘

sohiedy sllas 5 50 adhaio Sgu> (xd g ol

sleews sl ololy —adls suls cbla> dikie
Olgieds £ die o pb o iy jo aStlul eaiis
@B 3580 oualine ped b Jsl e (ALS oS
38l Grwgz—die )0 b —die;0i ey d Jud)|
Ao )d (i yy —die)d cdio,d— ol cale o o i
gy 1) dalaie odes 8 —Kwdie s ( 29S plol—
ale> | uzes (Hossein Jafari, 2013) aas
Y=YFAYIV) o X=VPAFFD) ao,0 5 (YEYTAAYSY
2L laiss sl lacws ol 5l plas e a4 el
el ol yed SladisT | digai plgied; it 55 o5l

{Artemisia sieberi) b ey Gl e ey

Voo ey oF o)lods ¢« 083595 090 ¢ laime pole dolilad

\FA



O Ke 5 (505 pwololas

S Sy 4 42 b plas (pl )l po 0 ol 4 1>
0o Ol Vb byl alen 5l ogs 08 4 pamie
A S (Swly g ey e b 6,55k (2,
425 o 3l e Al ojarl (olsm 5 T Lulys
(Hatami chegani oSl 045 a4 1) 6 0l 5 lwasge
azgil ol o, &lasl %5 sl Js (et al., 2015
WIS oo e BlSe glaaidhaie 5 lalame jlaS (nl 4
o3l SladSid dngh 4y Cand (5N ey 55
oS s slalae slojlul piz Wlgi e w15 o]
beme Sloarie 5 w50 |y 93 ayze o 5l ol ol
5 920 518 ol (Byme o |y glaailaie G s
Slodilaie 3 g Laome 5 (Sa3glsST s oo
., Radziemska et al., 2020) oS yiies opalel, o3
S5 gus o § Jauzea Lissly ol )0 .(2020De-zhi et al
(Sl Gyl (S g S aLS il ohsee
$loossy siie sl b cov slalimde LB gbes
5 bl suo s ol ST oS WS e 3 ssled,
Sadb Ol sl sl e ol ol ol
(Jahandideh and Setayesh., 2017)cils sales>

4 bgryo sl alyly  palely Slasl gla i1
—ol S adlaio dioyd a0 ALS dlgy
olele

doyd g o515 wdg 5l ol slasols il g 5JUT
oolely laslaS ols lacalizee ivg, slap,d idg
ails (sl b Gl (o) 08 g s,
5 e shugy slepyd am o 4 (P <0.05) ol
sl ol 2 oolol, rizan 5 €28l (6,8b leansS
Alidee oy slopyd o159 S BV (idgy o)
O RERP N Y PONOR | R ]

sloalals )3 GGy (odogy 08 Wy HKle dmlie
—oalols o udg oS aS ol ylas alel, calise
YO alold )3 adg o i 5 (p )5 IAY) (6550 YO
(O JS8) ol (0,5 FIY) ool 6520 0 -

gy ) adhie S5 (LS ilg sleerie adllae
Ot eolatnl Siiledn— Bolai (5518 paigal
loalols b dilhie aw cd 2 3o 10 a5 &yeo
Yoo b - aloly) Jof dibie Jols oalol, 5l calize
ddlaie g (5yn O B YQ. alold) pgo dilais (5 5n
48,5 a5 o palely sl (g e Ve s GO+ alold) pou
Sy Sl g (AL Gibs S solon dges 5 0B
sgbar syte Ve cSl 5 ¥ ddhaie o SIS j0 088
CSl e slenil sl o OO Y sl 5 sl
Ldly olail g slass .o ools 1,8 SColesincmns &gy
ailaie )0 09290 (LS ibg Cundg g g8 ez L
ool 5o (Mesdaghi, 2003) s 5 s aslllas 550
yo § o ladl 5l sl ale 5wy o o asdlas
ool jo ¢ e Bl jo g ol solaiul pe
T TEIRVENIE JIVER SO IOt A
Omerd S Y g g (pS15) Sl idg vy
Voo Gee 5l SB Sl Gbpases rimrenans S
5 hF Dygo dibie o 0 SB s el
Bl ooty (Sepd slayiolly (5 olSiylos]
(S gt by 4 SISl (Sig by 4 Sush,
4 Sal by 5 a55lS (g, 4 g ol ogase (3
Dby 4l ogarleyi o yd Sy 05 b gl 5 g,
39S PHeJlo i + 10 pgigal ldgusy 3 L (ygomsl s
yobic g giw EColfusly Su,iSl culun «jie pH
Jafary,) wd s pSeill by Hied (s
Gidiss 655 05l 5l o> claosls culys s (2003
alie Jds 4 S bgpe gyl 5 ol
byl S il ly 5T 51 oolinal b og S g0 51 S
5 4550 3,90 § A duwle SPSS 38l 65 SWST L

O NE:

9 (sho olai8l o cage G (L) J& 5 Joo piacs

Ve Gl oF o lads (o335 0,90 « anme pole dnlilad

159



S g 2lS il g allil oy uai ol &lasl ),.,L

wooks

(p5)ds
Produc (gr)
[\
SN =N WUNWWL AW

1. ab
o
0-250

a
I |

250-500 500-1000

(o) ool ol 5l alols
Distance from the railway(meter)

5ol wallS o cbilis dllaie dio s o ciliie gLrdilaie 53 glaT g g oS Slgi (yuSiloo dunn Lo — ¥ S

Fig.2-Comparison of the average production of vegetative form shrub in different Artemisia type areas in Kalmand-Bahadoran
Protected Area

P S (S5 g pleed slaselly plee o a5 ol
slealib p alely Slast o opl calisee sladilaie
el yaie g SO S Colas NG IRV OPCIRVoN
5B S ey a0 5 (P <0.05) (s o sine il S5
5590 e yialyly g canl ails (P <0.01) (g ls cixe
535 S Slye doys g, Sl o (55 o5l
Hd 9 (395 i 5 S o )3 (5 ol ogate
Sl 092 (6,0 gime IS

—alols jo S Sl v, g auiww!l 1SKle awslie
aS ol plas aieye o o alel, )l dilise sl
YIVO opaloly 5l g5 YO« -+ alols o S anoul
YO kol o S anasl YEIYO Sal ssyo
5 VAIVO Sal asjpo o VIYA ool 5l s 00
VA% alely e Voo o=Be s alold o S ano!
AV US0) ol YV Sl ooy g

b a
25
20 N
X
[RE
~ 10
5
0

0-250 250-500 500-1000
o) ool ol 5l alold
Distance from the railway(meter)

(/)Sal

adgi rals o Jdo 5l (S 0| Cowsay s oluly
5 ddsa wlgioe olely (So058 5o slaisy (stag) o3
5 b s Sl Sllee (bys GlaLS on o
ool Slasl sulp Jgb o 6l S slasl)
Shaofeng . (2006) clalllas 5l fol> gl L a5 wil

Huiet .(2003): Pereira et al.(2015)«t al
(2014Rashtian)«(2006)Fotohi« Kang et al.(2016)-al
sy 08 s Rl s eimres o)l Cdillas
590 Jedody wilgi co (B0 +=YO<)pg athie ;o slaig
ol Sl Gy Sl g el sl v 5 Ll Sl o

Byl oyploly Slusl p3b oy
M )é 4.'0.0)0 u.fa )O Jlk‘ ‘sgowgﬁ)a&

Olyoly wlls
Slas SB sl el bl ol sbaosls bl 5T
8.2
a
8
A b
} =
F1ET6 .
7.4
7
0-250 250-500  500-1000

o) ol ol 5l alols
Distance from the railway(meter)

Olyoler WS ouls cblas adlaio diw yd o lizko sbradkin o S(7) &Tj A daen| u.a.ialu) Ao o -V IS0

Fig. 3- Comparison of average soil pH and lime percentagein different Arfemisia type areas in Kalmand-Bahadoran Protected

Voo ey oF o)lods ¢« 083595 090 ¢ laime pole dolilad



O Ke 5 (505 pwololas

YO -+ o alold ol an ol i Ol s o dl> e
ale o a e Sia a5 golassls oalel, (555
5 &S g Slasl glacdled axs o S ol
Jolo mls b mls ol asl sl sl slas s S

2,18 glyzan Fotohi (2006) (sl g.ax ;)
salols o S SO asU colae Sl alie
Colaa aSols lis aey oSy oelel, calisw
(ds/m)« IVAY ool 5l yie YO+ =+ alols jo S5 sl
9 (AS/M)YV /- YFY yalol, 51 po 00 +-YO- alols ,o 4

(ds/M)YIOYD polel, 5l gyze Voo o=be e alols o
(F S8 Can
3
2.5
I
3E 2
38
¥ s

b
1 C
) . I
0

250-500

0-250

S sine 55l alel, Slasl as cul T 6bsS b
g auaewl (P <0.01)cl ails Sal g anacwl 5
QO P IR [ [ PR PR IRRRNE ¥y IR
slz g gy & (S5 Wlgiee o] sladeds 5l (S
el 5 o550 o a5 wsl adlate ol o als
Sl g gl & Sl S Gl sy g ead S
alols ;o g sl oo S Sl oo ial58l g 4ol
Soyd 5 Al (S alely 5l gy YO0
Sl g pls glhm 098 Jdoas ailgs oo aS 0,00 1) Sal
Agha jan .(2016) zlo b a5 ail aslate oyl jo iy
40 5 3, callae Asadiet al.(2016)Tabarali et al

a

500-1000

(o) Q,;z,] ol 5l alole
Distance from the railway(meter)

Ol ydleg wiallS s dilis adlaie Ao yd o ciligo glailaie ;o SB S Sl Calod (il duglio —F S

Fig. 4-Comparison of average soil salinity in different Arfemisia type areas in Kalmand-Bahadoran Protected area

Ghasemi .(2016) lalas zolis b 4 0gi S Sl colon

b oo Ll o2Riahi far et al.(2010)¢aghbashet al
— alold o pwly Jlade a5 ols yLis die s s 40 palel,
30 F ddlaie cpl 10 oy deo,0 g /2T ppmyalel; j1eYO-
9 IAYPPMaanslis Jlaie oyolol, 5l (50 O =Y+ alold
)L).S.c Q,(b]o‘) )‘ Gy Voo ole

o 50 oSl Colan sdel Cawsdy mls 4 axgi L
oS coul aily gl alel, YO+ -+ adlate 5 aie,
@l g Glale g S plrale Ldoa cul (Ses
Agha (2015) sl Cewsas s b a5 wisly S ol
alold o Jg conl anils ciyllas jan Tabar ali et al

Gl a3l S S oS cylam B em) e e e
ool (o g ool 4 (Sup Jodoas o0 Slaiay oS
ORI 5 o p5ed s ool el 3l ol ol

Ve Gl oF o lads (o335 0,90 « anme pole dnlilad

AA



S g 2lS il g allil oy ubi ol &lasl ),.,‘L,

o) ey0
clay(%)

N W A LU N O 0 O

0-250 250-500 500-1000

() @] ol 5l alold
Distance from the railway(meter)

1.8

K (pp

a a
1.6
ab
1.4
.=1.2
b 31 §
i b
0.8 .
0.6
0.4
1
0.2
0
0

0-250 250-500
(50) ool ol 5l alold

Distance from the railway(meter)

500-1000

Fig. 5- Comparison of average Potassium and clay percentage in different Artemisia type areas in Kalmand-Bahadoran
Protected Area

as ols oylas alely calisee slaalols o alS ity
Ol sl yielly 51 SG e o alisee siug) slap 8
29y £2 515 9 G o) iddile o eud
3,18 3929 Ao 0 O mhaw jo (5l cime B glasg
P25 Ns 5 Sy o )0 )0 (5 gme BB (e
P)alS (it o515 5 (P <0.05) slazeis o (oa)
e DS le (cdag; 03 50 9 900 3529 (<0.01

S50 3e2g (5,l0

a
b
12
C I

0-250 250-500  500-1000

—
o

(CSLPRWIY
Produc (gr)

S N b N

(50) ool o, 3l alold
Distance from the railway(meter)

PGl gy prd odgl (Rilee dung Lo —F S0
omﬁwmﬂmwméum
gl [ yolge wowlls’

Fig. 6- Comparison of the average production of vegetative

form shrub in different Cornulaca type areas in Kalmand-
Bahadoran Protected Area

5O ey o 5 el sdl Cawdds @l wlul
Voooote - alold g malS ol s ze YO+ alols
YO-—+ alold o 10 5wy duo 0 g aidly iol3dl 6 e
Sl Gtal381 500 sladilats yo5 (1alS ool el (5 e
S Gale 3 5 Sl e ) ke alS &S
o 51Ol ol gyl S oy Sedal g Slasl )
ool jlaio S50 (S 3l 9 Bl (raly Cumns &y 0l
plas e a5 o)l (Soas G5US slaele & o2
el Ol ey Hlade wile S o Sy (&2
ey o0y 0 S (G9lS Jols ced )b (Jolas
Jedoay wilgie opolel; Suo5i ey (alS cnl e
Najafi et al. 2018) gl L a5 aily ) ao,o jials
ey G20 5500 sla s 5l (o a5 clinl) oo
S SE ol ) 5 Jod Wl oo adlaie (nl o
(Fatahi etal. L asoisl oolel, &lasl slaosl,d
S5l cdllas 2017)

& by o yialyly 2 oalel, last gla 1
adlbie pb dle ood p0 LS by
ol yoles— aells

So,05 o515 wdg 5l Jols slaesls willg LT

Voo ey oF o)lods ¢« 083595 090 ¢ laime pole dolilad

\YY



Oh)an g (655 juololas

0.35
0.3

0.25
0.2

0.15 b
0.1

0.05 l
0

0-250 250-500  500-1000

LY
Density

(yi0) QM ol 5l alold
Distance from the railway(meter)

20 Glagsis 50 (g p o515 el dun o A JSCS
oo cblis dibie pids dile cod ciliee gbrdiline
oyl wwlls

Fig. 8- Comparison of the average density of vegetative
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Kalmand-Bahadoran Protected Area
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type areas of Kalmand-Bahadoran Protected Area
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Fig. 17- Comparison of the average soil Potassium in
different Cornulaca type areas in Kalmand-Bahadoran
Protected Area
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Introduction: Railway construction is one of the important activities in the development of any country.
Railway construction operations can have an impact on the environment around the railway. This study
investigated the effects of Yazd-Eghlid railway construction on some vegetation and soil characteristics of
artemisia and camel grass species located in Kalmand-Bahadoran Protected Area.

Material and methods: In order to evaluate the vegetation and soil variables in the studied types, random-
systematic sampling method was used. Thus, within each brigade, three areas with different distances by rail
include the first area (distance 0 to 250 meters), the second area (distance 250 to 500 meters) and the third area
(distance 500 to 1000 meters) from Railway was considered and vegetation and soil samples were taken. Within
each area, four 100-meter transects were randomly placed and 2 plots at the beginning and end of each transect
were systematically placed. Analyzed using one-way analysis of variance and Duncan test using SPSS
software.

Results and discussion: The results of this study showed that the construction of a railway in the Kalmand-
Bahadoran Protected Area and the measures taken during the construction process may affect the physical and
chemical properties of soil and vegetation, which in the Artemisia type causes a significant decrease in the
production of plant vegetative form srub (0.81 g) (P <0.05). Also, a significant decrease in electrical
conductivity (0.78 ds/m), potassium (0.64), acidity (7.7), lime percentage (26.25) (P <0.05), and percentage of
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clay (4%) (P <0.01) was observed. In the Cornulaca type, construction of railways significantly increased
production (6.13 g), density (1.42), and percentage of cover form shrub (6.01) (P <0.05). It also significantly
reduced the production of shrub vegetative form (0), the percentage of shrub vegetative form cover (0.17) (P
<0.05) and the density of shrub vegetative form (0) (0.01), (P <0.01). Regarding the effect of railway
construction on soil parameters of this type, it can be said that railway construction causes a significant increase
in the percentage of rock (93%) and a significant decrease in the percentage of silt (2%), electrical conductivity
(ds/ m66 (P <0.05) and also significantly reduced organic matter (0.18), phosphorus (5.25 ppm) and potassium
(0.63 ppm) (P <0.01).

Conclusion: The construction of the railway and activities that take place during the processes for the
construction of the railway units can cause the movement of soil around the railway, whichcauses soil and
water erosion in the region that may lead toa decrease in soil quality in the areas near the railway and
consequently, the decrease of vegetation production in the area.

Keywords: Protected Area, Railway, Vegetation, Soil, Kalmand-Bahadoran.

VEe e Gl oF o )lads « 20595 0,90 ¢ s pyle aolilad
VAY



