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Extended Abstract
Introduction: In recent decades, concerns about climate change and unprecedented greenhouse gas emissions
have highlighted the importance of carbon sequestration as a key tool for mitigating the negative effects of this
phenomenon. Ecosystems, especially forests, capture atmospheric carbon through photosynthesis and store it in
their tissues and soil. This process helps reduce atmospheric carbon levels and mitigate greenhouse gas emissions.
However, the potential of ecosystems for carbon sequestration varies and is directly influenced by their functional
diversity. Different species in more diverse forest ecosystems, perform different roles, such as nitrogen fixation,
enhancing soil organic matter, and protecting the soil. Therefore, such ecosystems likely have a greater capacity
to capture and conserve carbon. Understanding ecosystem services requires an understanding of functional
diversity, which governs ecosystem processes through various components. Different plant species have different
performance traits, resulting in varying abilities to absorb, store, and emit carbon. Thus, the relationship between
functional diversity and carbon storage is important. This study aimed to evaluate the functional diversity and
carbon storage of the Quercus brantii Lindl. forest in Dehdez city, Khuzestan Province.
Materials and methods: To study the correlation between different components of functional diversity and carbon
storage, 16 plots were selected in a representative Quercus brantii forest in Dehdez, Khuzestan Province. The
following parameters were measured to calculate community-weighted mean (CWM), functional divergence
(FDvar), and functional dispersion (FDis) as indices of functional diversity: six plant traits (leaf nitrogen content,
leaf phosphorus content, specific leaf area, plant height, wood specific gravity, and leaf dry matter content), total
ecosystem carbon (TEC), aboveground biomass carbon (AGBC), aboveground litter carbon (ALC), and soil
organic carbon (SOC). Principal component analysis (PCA) was used to identify the most important independent
variables, which were then used in stepwise multiple linear regression analysis to determine which components
best explain the variability in carbon storage.
Results and Discussion: The mean organic carbon amounts in TEC, AGBC, ALC, and SOC were 89.5, 11, 3, and
74.4 tons per hectare, respectively. The first PCA axis, explaining 41.9% of the variance, was characterized by the
CWM of height, while the second axis, explaining 34.3% of the variance, was characterized by the CWM of
specific leaf area. Results showed that litter carbon was predicted by functional divergence, while soil carbon was
predicted by CWM. Both were related to the specific leaf area index, which had a negative association. In the
study area, the CWM of leaf nitrogen and specific leaf area, as well as the FDvar related to specific leaf area, were
identified as the most important factors for predicting carbon storage. The final model for biomass indicated that
an increase in nitrogen content leads to an increase in carbon storage. Overall, significant effects of functional
diversity on some plant traits such as leaf nitrogen content and specific leaf area were observed.
Conclusion: This study found that indices based on a single trait, such as CWM and FDvar, were more important
for estimating carbon storage than the FDis index, which considers multiple traits. Additionally, the most important
plant traits for carbon estimation were specific leaf area and leaf nitrogen content.

Keywords: Functional diversity, functional dispersion, organic carbon, biomass, community-weighted mean.

Citation: Davoodi, I., Moradi, M., Basiri, R., & Tahmasebi Kohyani, P. (2026). Investigating the relationship
between functional diversity and carbon storage in the southern Zagros forests, Dehdz county, Khuzestan
province. Integrated Watershed Management, 6(1), 126-146. doi= 10.22034/iwm.2025.2057984.1221

Copyrights:

Copyright for this article is retained by the author(s), with publication rights ®
granted to Integrated Watershed Management. This is an open-access article

distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/ by/4.0).



mailto:moradi4@gmail.com

g3y llio £ (YFNFP) Slmiio AF+D Lo (Jal 0yl caind Jlw ¢ judisl (slao g golr oo

doi: 10.22034/iwm.2025.2057984.1221 YYAY-FOA @ Sig iUl Lo &%

3RS Ol yow 639 i 15 GRS (1) 0 133 g (58 ;os E 95 LIl (w0
b 393 ol
T SS smlogb Gloy s Loy 7 (60 jo chlaan 509905 sl
Olrl gl Oleste bVl @ils (Snio oSils (ol wlis 0uSCiils sk olio 5 (5 l0lSz 095
Ol 00,5 e 00,8 5 olRAINS ¢(ye pole g (orenb galie BASLINS (gl y0 09,5 ¥

moradi4@gmail.com : Jgimeo odiams gi*

OFF-0NY 1 b iy g, VEFFIYE 16,5550 b VECF/ VYA iedlyo fu ,b)
b gunro oS>

Olye 4 08 (53l 33 Comal (SIS Sl ablo o jLatl g (ol D1 3590 0 Sl la SIS MBI L 3 slaans )3 taeddo
03,8 iz 1) 0y iimgtb Gl 5l o UKz 0554 WapinasgST a0 JISAT g 31 Gl 020y 0 siie Dl alS ol (slaol 51 (S
J Gl b oo SaS SIS (slasls il s 5 Sheai] 5 (5 o (20U 4 T8l WS e 0250 S 5 8L slacdl o s
Yl 59 ,Skoe £55 45 lepirassS] ol Ll (50 ,Shoe £35Sl Lo s y3oty g 035 Dglite ()5 (53luo 3 50 lapacrsST U3
S cblis 5 SB JT eol Gil33l st Coss Jio ol dialiy oS, g ond oS85 alS Gilise cloaisS I a8 b JSix wiile wi)ls
125 010 pimmgST Slass Sl 50 (oo (A5 (60, 5hes £955 (o) )10 () 03058 Gl g ik (sl (65 Sudyl il o ],
G S sl cilis alS clodisS o5 bl o5 e 0 ol 0, Shoe £415 cilizo cloailgs diwsgds 45 Eunsl (GAT 3 (SyIo wiampussS] o
S oS 0B 9 69 ,8hee £95 (m LU (o p Crlple )l 0 Shoe ()5 jLiiil 50235 (0l Ul 50 Az )s ites Jolite (3 Ses
Ol e 53 Glpl ol e o5 L aily Ll jams (S adlain ()5 0255 5 (60 Shee 3Lt Baa b anlllae pl 2l 13555 5 ol Sl
228,85 bl Gl yes liwl jaes

Ol s 55 Sl gk Byme JSi ailats ;0 diged askd 18 5l 1) 0053 5 (50 ,8kos £o15 cilizes (sloailie oy b3l sl 1S9 9 Slg0
5 297 eyare 09 wlS gl Sy ohg gl (aFLE (S p il (S (e Jeld (aLS (S b b eslitul Gliaes il jams
AP (9 eSilee (aPld B ud (g pFojlul dalllas 9590 dilaie jo S g St wdgh; (JS 525 0538 5 9 S SES 0y Slyie
(PCA) Lol sloailze Julos 5 oolil b wisd drasles g0,Skae £33 lomsls Slsic 4 oo,Slae SwiSly, Lasls § go,Slae ol 5T
P & ol by, 4 Az (s g )S ) 5l adllas al o wiads QLesl alfaiy s (g0 )5, Sl @ 99,5 Caz s gl itie (2 ot
WS (o0 e A2y e 4 ) S 0SS (60 Shes 55 Adlge plaS A 09d atiine b ud colizal

ot ratee ] Cesoy S 5 5 VEE 5 ¥ ) ARD (i & S 5 58 wodghy pimemsS] S T 05 Sl (uSilie i g gua b
02 Ls o, YEIT uills LPCA p50 j5me (9, 32 5 6] (G55 (Sl pa3ls wauo,d TVA Luilyls LPCA sl oo (59) 2 (2LS (S
Orize ilboe S ohg gl 251y (Sl (SIY (ST St e et (e 45 310 (LA @S g S og gl (B9 Sl
oy ghw (APl 5 S 395 (9 el (AP Wl S ohg gl (S9 GeSiles (aFLE 5 S (S S Sl e e
Joe isgy anlllas 3,90 ailaie 15 ()5 05033 3p51n 0 adlge n et 51 S oy gl (ASLE @ bsye Sl (a3LS rizen 5 Sy
S IS pakay 05 o0 it (T 00505 S 50 (S 05D i oS p 0isr Oliee GRIBIL 45 ols i 00sk5 (sl (2l e0d e
A S8l S ohy v (a3l 5 S p 0395 Ol Joo (B sl Shs 5l (B r 95 60, 5ee g5 o aS Ll (598 oS

St oS ep3d 2505 50 g0 Shee lSly a3l 5 Sis Sl e (S S ptie sloadli (1 dalllae nl 0 1 S A
ol 5ot Jlogine amdgo Glis am iz o |y (LS sla Ty STy o5 (T iz e STy pasld rizes ad ools paris
NS G 1S 051 50 e (LS Sla Sy et Ol & S 059 Ol 5 S el oy 3 LS

(539 oeSls S ls o35 o I )« FaSTn atls s3,Shes 95 1 g0lS Lol

S oS 5 69,8 ee £95 Ll )| (o) 2 (V71 0) 0 ( GlaS (srmlowb 96 s op 5300 el (g3g5ls 2oLl
AYENEE (V)P st (sloojam mols o o . yliw o5 bl jams liw s « o9 w515 slo 5o

@ @ o riwd b Shlasil ol bl el Bodzs alie (nl (1) oains ol olr 3>
O3 pses sy s Coliocg o ol st i nl 5o ead Sl Slalllas ples ool

ol o yiwd B 4 j0 Sl



mailto:moradi4@gmail.com

\YA

@ e Mg oo Culed 5 oud () g5 Lads
Imani et al., ) o4 )5 0,33 9 L il
o8 ceslew (2016; Moradi & Moradi, 2024
Sloasl ¢ Slidod (i @bl @ a4z gs b wllyi e
Lias Ll Go a5 0isS s 1) (b o g blas
sshite @ BptessS] oo Shos £33 I3l L
ooel8l Sl b allie 5 (S 0055 e s 2153
(Chen et al., 2023) ol
Ll ()5 op>d )3 oo M (2L sl Sy
oS 50 fhe 2L sl Sy 5l (Fp S s
u.C).wl.)(SLA)\j)JCJa..Ao).:Sua}LMJ J.ALM:L).);
&S Jb o o)l et abaly (S Qi g 0,
oS omb Sy rhe ohy el L LS
0 >d Jawno S wile Seglas sla sl
"Sp U395 olme (Diaz et al., 2007) oS o
Ot o Gl bl Gl (S5 (LNG)
Lz g0 ot 4 HlS 65, Shes sla s3]yl
b lbass ol 108,50 juugs oI5 5 as
0b, YL e F5 sl Yeens YU LNC
OLLS (al o)l Slemee Tale S a0 o5l
Lol g 08,8 Gamlga 5l 1) (g ian p,S 35,08
Mokany et ) oS bows 09605 4 (S il Cus o
sbaiss  Llis o .@l., 2008; Wright et al., 2004
Slao § gateal ad, sl lél seml LNC
Qﬂésb\m )J‘).’ B ‘) LQQT aS 0092 ‘5);44‘)[54.‘03[.7;&
il Spglie gl
"o 0 st SLE s S r O3 Ol
oS A e b Sl Sk )38
00505 A Lk s &y g WS g0 > T I ) (g s
yaud 50 (MoKany et al., 2008) oS oo oS
ool 5 Lai> gl ololS LUlss 4 (LPC) TS,

s wlgi e asla ol ols o)Ll a5l aig

3- resource-acquisitive
4- Leaf Phosphorus Content

ul)lio& 9 6033‘0

dodio
355050 Sz LSS Rl L 3 sleans )
(SlOS gla3lE amle o Hlasl o8l Ol
slylpl 5l (S plsie a4 )8 gilee i3S Connl
5 i oy ol e Ol rals 6l Lol
(Makarieva et al., 2023) coul ool o1 i
il B Gk 5l e Saz ohigar (o) Sl ptmgsS|
95 2LS sl jo 5005 i ) ) g
S s 2als 4 anl 8 planS o pnsd S
SaS Sl slalE Sl 3l baw g yaews! (o
<bly Jb pl b .(Jagadesh et al., 2024) oS’
Mirzaei et al., 2016; Forogh Nasab et al.,)
(6, Skos £55 b Gt s Hsbay o (2020
<> «(Alinejadi et al., 2016) sl g4
s> 9 (Karamian & Hosseini, 2015) L3l x>
, (Parhizkar et al, 2025) ¢l glusl codles
Jio) st LIl 4555 G 6l a5 o lapivussST
(el Sl bogls )] LI 4345 a5 L ST5 slo S
o5 sk e Ghelse a5 0p3S 5 e
Lo mhw 5l elas )l «(Alingjadi et al., 2016) <o ,o
oo olyazxle b olyasls 4 (Sarvazad et al., 2023)
,> (Mahdavi et al., 2020) ol Sy o)
Slpats plp 50 ()5 oS i )k 9 0)S
Lo, w,n-Qunttilaetal.,, 2023) 555 oo (ol
Codl Qg diz> )0 (1S 0,53 5 (60 ,Slas £45
Frve sl 65 4 b, cnl o)l
5l g 0,8 5l e Gl ptanwsST | cblas (gl
Morecroft et ) o0,5 S5 slalls slajl5 Lac!

1- Specific Leaf Area
2- Leaf Nitrogen Content



Ol Gl 5080 s e gisizr oS5 GladSaz (05 0250 5 (50,8kes g5 LUl (o) VYA

Sezge sladisT Lol 4y L glaisS go a Jl> o
Soles T 60, Shae £455 w0 lo 0Ll oKy S o
e Tyl oo baiss g0, Sles slo Sg o
0590 e dle nimawsST slas Sloe  bogiius a5
O Sem slp OO 0 Al (o, Sles gou
aus3 90 b pgeas (pl (Diaz & Cabido, 2001)
oST T lowssS b a3 el ol pan (goulS
e e sl She L e slaaisS as ojls
FUSEINCH ECORIONIC S YOV R 1 S o
Slas 51 egiie b 3559 45 05 o o © LS
PSR VIEOR Sroel )5 )10 0, 60 ko

.(Diaz & Cabido, 2001) &S .o
Gci.:;m sl arls (g0 Sles g5 i 6‘)‘.’
oywS & by slaatll 5 oSS slaasls
G ST gl a0 it Olao S50
&Sly 5 CWM) Tanal> (3 (nSibe Je
9 o).'.l.mf L) Ja}g).o 6L®ua>l~) 9 (FD'V) V&o)il.o.:
(FDis) * g0 Shae SasSTy Jio Slaw 53150
Ra0 asls g 50 Slos 5190 00, Shae glie
ol ol s el eog FDIV ¢ FDis CWM
Shedle Gladss a8 p Aagn 3505 daasls
5 (FDis) wlaw J5 Sosl, CWM G&,b
So9re soylul g Sles &9 ‘_chbua:}Li} !
5 o fes o olS Sl SThy G S sln
E55 Lo o als pl o piiawsST Oloas
olas aslhy aisS co S axel> G (o | laassS
sl @ asr Ll GlaShy & wws e

5- Niche Complementarity

6- Community-Weighted Mean
7- Functional Divergence

8- Functional Dispersion

a8 ol aBls gymsid (5550 00 IRl 50 (oot
5 S SeeSles Sz Gl 4 e gedee (nl
S a5 SalS ol aaleS 009k )3 () 0 S
035y Slgi )0 (i (2l WS Cunts e |,
g Gayb 5l o )5 Azl jo 9 Wb
oole (glgzma (Kvakic et al., 2020) oS o o 53
4 S (5 Somd Sk (LDMC) 'Sy S
“ps slaan ] o sage (BB 5 Sl S 03l 039
oS LS S e Wyl S 0 g ol
Ygome ailis Yo T Sy Sis oole (glgime
W Sy g M)l (s plesl g Fpglie slaS
S 8 Sdige sl gdge nl el a8 L]
2 GFSYsh Doe @l LSy o eud 0p3S
oyd GlBl 4 oy cnl 4 g wiler (Bl esgn;
Pakeman et al., ) oS oo SaS pianssST )0 (0,5
@bl i eyl b GblS (pizes (2011
ol ol e ai)ls o9y ades 9 598 il o (5,5
WSee S epFd Sebb SRl 4 e
s Sie 5l e S .(Freschet et al., 2015)
S5k a5 w3l o0 WSG) Togz Logass o5 (2LS
S0 Ll s ye (05 0238 (Sl b s
o135 b JEs Ysane VL oz ogase ois b
e 92 ly 5o Ll 0,8 0 S g il iy 9z
Keerthika & Parthiban, ) aib o YL s>
“oS e ez ble Jdo a4 s s g45 0l (2022
oo 45 093 LSl o 1) S G SYsk e S
S 5 @S pln 50 Gy Suglie 5 Wl
S 3 015 L 2l gydge ool 45 il

(Patietal., 2023) 543 o (55 SYob Do 4
on Sl (2l walsz o Slas g Sl S s
SO ETE RO I N
ol (§38dee g slsS po ot (IS jeba

1- Leaf Dry Matter Content
2- Wood Specific Gravity
3- Functional diversity

4- Mass Ratio Hypothesis



Y-

ST 0 (Y2YY) o Ken 4 Karami .S
Szl 5 ooy p Lo 4 o ye bl I
2 o Ses g9 sl als n LSl g5
03 Hlie isg bols SaSis Lol slakl
Slsime 5,Skoe 1,51y aslh b S o S
Ol (5,0 sme oo alal, gl )l g 5y SCis oole
Il asdlas b 5 (YVA) o), o Jafarian .ols
$laeS g5 o arls Ol sy o pls gl Gal
Dy a5 (ol 4y (2L (Lo (69,55 935
Sad Gl 4 Cond oo (e ghiz paSLE &S
el Sl o WS e o ool Olypss 1,
Ly (6,505 axlllas 15 .55 oS i (glaisT gl
Sy ol cpl 4 (YY) a2 5 Mansoori
Sllge> sl b Sas @bl )0 69,Slee g955 &S
Sldllas HgiS 51zl o cwl als ol
3O gy 50 el 0ol plowl aie (pl jo (so0xine
PRVTN W POV-NEPU RV L SE PG SWIUWIL § e V)
Oliee SLA i) 59 (Sle wile o Sg
5 W)l 21y atle o Sp ey g saed
Sloadlie p S lpied S p SiS oole slgions
D 8 yas ST S (S 058 0048 e
5 S Y A alep 009 ()5 Jold 0SS
sladlas ,o (Rawat et al., 2019) ¢l o0y S
o9 LAl (F59 (Sl wibl Jleds slo 5oz o
05 005 5 B o 05 i b Sy o
Sy ol gl Cate (Starad  assS]
(Y++9) o, 4 Moles .(Asanok et al., 2021)
@ &350 4l 5l e (BLS (S 90 45 WS e
el 5 o egate (jg (S 0 xS U Olgre
2 8,8 es £55 5 (2,5 0,055 e alall) sl ol S
Sype ol Sidaes Sz GlapiunsS]
=5 2L 5 s oSl 285 L allas
Olse @ oz peate 03 s el ol Sl

2- Multivariate

Oy 5 (359l

Petchey &) auS o S5 (0,5 0,53 aile
o>l els @l asls aw (Gaston, 2006
xS Sl s en (CWM) amal i35 (il
P Sl a g b oS col andlr S sla S
2B Sl asls ol el (B30 4T
Joo S IS glaonTp 5 Cdle slaaiss
o Ses ISy atls adbioe ()5 0SS
B b SaSly ol goamslis (FDvar)
ol Sl aisS o s el Gl Shy oo
Wz S5 L Sy Ko pelal Wl e Lo
| ol Sled b plaS j0 a5 ol b (S
Mason ) aisS oo JUio axel> ;o Slao aj65 050
(FDis) go,Slas SuiSl,; sasls (et al., 2005
5 anel> o Shy S0l loaiss alols Lugie
el Gl il anlr o clis S Sl
 Sldpg o Slee o St g o S e
Laliberté & Legendre, ) aas oo ;1,3 oSG )90

(2010
o sl arls i a0 Sul oledbl
2 oz winsST 33 (2 0033 (59, 89 ,Ses
D0 352 (S 5 S Y (S0 0)S) ol
60 S des g4 alal, (Y1) |, SKen g Tahmasebi
S Y S eS| S 0 00l 0533 (05
Oliwl 53 4l S ol witcesST oz )0 0055 5
Gl s Jlreloz 5o s 4l aw g (b
1545 5,8 Lasiie Ll addllae gl .0i0,S sy
5 Jolor ol shihie Kidans ol
ghe 2 o Shee 251y el o)l
5 039u) (S oS Olie b CGLA) Sy o
s Gl gl cime esSae gdbal, o Y
APl lwed ddlaie Jp)S olil o flie o
Olee b WSB) oz ogasie 09 (9 (el
i ool cine § ki dlal, ST S 0,53

1- Univariate



Ol sl 5080 Gl o stz (o515 GladSiz (05 0250 5 (59, 8es £555 bl (o) VT

5 bkl 4 pgmge i pliwl §5 e
sl o o dadhie pl cwl jams s el
s TP dlogoye 5 (3p0 OTAT 5 0
VAo B Ve dga ol aals 5 Jlos AR
FEEICHC RPN SN FRCVSS) P R TS
9 oy o Boas ddhie S () JSG) col
o8l a5l o 03 S W3 Boes g o5 o (sll
el g yacdee 8%+ (Sl L sl e dilaie
Tahmasebi ) cel ol ) ol az 0 YV &)l > 4z o
oSl e e de () JS2) et al., 2017
(Quercus brantii Lindl.) Jl,l Lol JX> YL
Pistacia atlantica ) au 455  cewl oljails 0,3 L
g sile ibe sl ouSTly &jgeas (Desf
Bromus ) sl e Jolo oeSilyy (glases o
Astragalus susianus ) o&gi (495 «(tectorum L.
== «Daphne mucronata Royle.) a:ils .(Boiss.
bl ,as 4 (Poa bulbosa L.) oL,

il oo (Trifolium grandiflorum Schreb.)

2 bo3T 4 3205 9 (6,10 paiged Shg
Gl e gl o ¥ 0 Ve dged dnhad V& slaws
53 03545 525 WTEC) s IS 1 15
0,53 5 (ALC) 'S ,oY o, (AGBC) 7 o)
Oy, b aid S Ll 0 (SOC) T JT S
Slakad QLB 092w ¢ il O jgods (510 paiges
S Sl 9 (B35 il diges
by e baised (pl S ek 285 O 50
il edgh; il adlaie oS be el
i) ol gy Jad Ll o ile ol
ez a5 (oo e oz diged anlady Sie B )3 ole
aals 8 wged askd e S5 g Al

A cusls » (Tahmasebi et al., 2017)

3- Aboveground Litter Carbon
4- Soil Organic Carbon

@9} (RS epd eddS (duihn sle it
Sz 5l olang; V7 50 piwsST JS 5 S ey
iz (b gem ) Joe o 5l S e
asllas o (Conti & Diaz, 2013) wud 5 |8
goi i (VYY) Les 5 Yang 0
e 50 0 (BLS Gbg ()5 0 p3d 0 (g0 Sles
O Sl sime e alayl ) assls 18 axdllas 8490 1,
IS 005 0B Gl g 8] (559 (eSSl LS
OhEen 5 ZUOD sl Cwdds 00533 9 S Y (S
op3d s 5 80, 5es g55 (Sharan (Y4)5)
cnl 5o oS aalllae | Gliadsin (b &Slye 0 008
@ Sy ook ghe Gy Ske P (GBS
SE ()5 o0 (g pie (e Ol
Codyb calize ol Aol 4 az gl Lol (8yme
LLI | oy )ls )8 5Ll 5 0,055 )0 Jglate
053 9 QLS (Shs ptie 3,5 £55
Jro prasSt o il glaise 0 p)S
bl cal ol Glils S g I Y ooy
05 Db asllls g9 cnl olpl o bl o
Gz cpl Bas elel (pl p il 43S &g
&> 5os g5 it Glo Sl LU, (o) 2
iz ibie 3 il gobs )2 )5 0253 5
wbbge Glwier bl GrbJled o gly jame
Sl Jlga cal @ ly Jlis 0 aslllas opl (aizmon
0y>d Gt O P () Sy el &

a8l oo e (K2 adlaie (nl ()5

a9y 9 Olgo

axjllao 0 g0 adlaio

390 4l @i sl Lol pU L aslllas 5,90 adlaie
o O S 98 (&S Al oo Lo bl o
5 005 SliwmsS adlllas 550 dibaie Cowl Lz s
» &ly Lo bl 5l LS 000 sgu> Jols

1- Total Ecosystem Carbon
2- Aboveground Biomass Carbon



\YY VF-0 )LQ.g ‘Jg‘ o)Lo..;‘: sw Jl.w ‘}?79‘6"“")'9’ énl> w)m,o
u‘)&o& 9 6055|J
45°00°E 50°00°E 55°00°E 60°00'E 65°00°E
z
£
o7 g
o
<
o ¥e o ¥
ey = &o o f z
z o
£ o
4 @Tehran o
b3 2]
n
o«
— Study site
- < y "
i z o
o ro
o )
°° ©
(2]
N
et &HPFJ , e
| w@u
z
o
o S
n
N[0 85 170 340 510 680
I ™ Kilometers
45°00"E 50°00"E 55°0'0"E 60°0'0"E

Ol g5 oyliwl 53 japs (Ao alliin (oLl o Comdgo —) IS
Figure 1- Geographical location of Dehdz forest area in Khuzestan province

ABG = 0.2326x5°7° 12 =0.986 (1)
ABG = 0.638x278¢ 12 =10.93 ()

P IkS @ (e 59, SaS 039 AGB ] jo a5
4zl a8 Xp g e sile 4 ais ply ,h8:XQ 4
P lazis o g gile LS ibe do s il
WD 03] (yeeST (o ye e Yoz (Sladiges aslady e
Chgo & glazs e g ale (LS Gidg soye
S colun b Ggei slraskdy Sy ailSTas
Do )d igad B (Sl G D 03] (eSS @ 50 ke
OLLS Lilg alllae polie mess b JS Jidyy
2 e pl S Al glags s g ile
Lics s ool mex  wldl
S s (Oszg iz 50) (Fi9 S S (eSSlee
svbie 4 glazis s 5 e plalS ils slaesls
A el U5 g B e o sle ol
Gk 3l S50 ldisS ide do s laiud 4l 3
Tl dple g 02 0ges gl Hh8 g0 (650l
Qe aigad Olahad prhas jo § (L3 10 TS Sl U

b plosl (V) alal) 3ol (on o

Q)ya Lﬁb..\.@)o

SS9 SzsS Garls dacyz ) b oY
Olow ;5 olojee sl 9 0y Jad LG o (ool
Palosuo et) wo,5 (s glansr diged Olakady,Sa
Gesb §) il aLF issy a5 o al., 2005
dgad Olehd mho o bl s Jol5 cuils
009y sxSoill slp 85 Sjpe SHsS
Andrew ) o eolaiwl G yegll Lalg, 5l laasis o
bl poeogy ohs, ool ,o (et al, 1979
el )| g brasls Jlad aile (g uSojlasl bB sla ol )y
by slads Syge 4 Ll (al 09 e 350
Azis 10 S (g9 byl SeS a4y aS wloads oy yu5
leis Sl @ az g b (5550 (isu )0 d9d 00 9900
3979 (smop Oyge I ;o g bob LSy
G5 90 'pl 4 baye S el SYolee iy
dga2) slails py8 4y Jlnl bgly s ;o .ol ool
(o,0 O 3g02) as Lz 0 oS slawi 5 (wo,0 10
Sl bgb (L350 0095 0,51 Cawsts g1y 5
(M) 5 (1) Sy yogll Ggoms S5 il 5l a5 4 a5
Sohrabi & Shirvani, 2012;) oolazw!

«(Tahmasebi et al., 2017



Ol il 5080 s ped stz 055 GladSiz (25 0 S 5 50, 8es £33 BLI) o) WYY

Mz dged Slbdy S 0 S g0 paises
plosl e gila Ve Sl b STl eolitul b (on po e
S Gos g ddhaie (109 (SlwnsS 4 dzg b ad
asais ) Gl o e le -V Gee (S
03,91 S sladaiges (Tahmasebi et al., 2017)
S5l g oo Sis ol5T slgn jo olKigle;l b oo
sl ogate py b odls 5o (e e ¥
A8 a6 il oy S Ses ) b
2 pS sy Segile Veoeli)log 0
42,0 100 sles )3 ol (53 S S g aaSe i il
Bisleyl jo cele VP o a4 o5 e
p55 e 1 oS U5 b il 5 (5503l
0p>3 ol Sewsdy S (Sly g, 4 p S5l 2
s dsloes (F) alal, bl 5 0,8
SOC, = SOC, x BD x D/10 )
o 3 I 9)S 0,033 Jlaie SOCS dolas oyl 5o
25 s 5 IS e SOCC LS (5
2 S sl pyasie ()5 (xSke BD p SolS
Sl ptiges Goe Dy oo o il )5 o
(Dengetal., 2014) el yio il cons 5 S
ol Coody s oz )0 1Syl Sules o
TEC = AGBC + ALC + SOCs ()

2L s SRy
OGS 0y b aS oS 5 e BLS b S
e sty iluoeS lp g s Ly
5,50 5 bl wlonds oolis] wolie 151 10 58 ,Slac
Asanok et al., 2021; Diaz ) a.x8 5 1,8 5 .5o;lul
Sl ol LS sla S5y onl et al., 2007
o) (LPC) Sy 5aud 5 (LNC) S 039545
Fok) CLA) Sy ony g a2ls (e 2
039 (e gilw) (H) oLS glas )l (e )5 oo »o 2oye
Sp St oole slgize 9 (WSG) oz ogass
L 2lS slaThy wdbe (p)5 L) (LDMC)
Pérez- 4 (Y--Y) ,Kea 4 Cornelissen s,

SSoslal (YY) ,Kee 4 Harguindeguy

d1-d2\?% =
2 ) 4 ¥

Cover% = (
:Cover 9 C«é)é CL: R p Oges )Ja:éjé : d1 5d2
@ baiges laol (I 0V 5 LS ibe alixe
(05 1) 289) g5l b G 5 Jiiie olStylo]
3 S g ale (lazis o ale gliml ol e
Celu VY Goe 45 0l )3 sile az 0 VO &)l a0
a3 S oe> slbSiws g (Tahmasebi et al., 2017)
P (&350 b VY S aw) Lo as 5l eads
Ol 5o el FA Gise 4y ol 5 6l a0 AD sles
et Il 03 4y g 998 i SLlS 5 s ool 13
Asyse izl ples slp S5 SAS Gjs e
!y (Sohrabi & Shirvani, 2012) ol cassw
ESSTIWINIVENCR R SRS ST
Clodiges ol oolaiul gfi.:)‘.i” 0,05 ,o &l
5,85 o Celw ¥ ook 4 (398 5l e 0nls S
ol ool L8 ol F ile d> 0 000 o b (S Sl
L 505 558 ol (JalS 50 S 5l g
9 4dsl (39 (RBI Sews 3 b g S ()9 (e
S lade (oo, 0F) ST olge a0 JT cp)S Cos
Colys 50 5 dmle (LS 0 calise slaplail jo I
loplail cnul JT 008 4 Sas 559 b oy
.(Pérez-Harguindeguy et al., 2013) wiols awwloxo

Jgﬁﬁ)‘oow‘tscb&ﬂ&g)omjja_gjm
5 s 0 Al 45 5 oz (VAYA) Huber

Vo dged ashd ) Al ogx )l diged (S
I (E,0 S oy el (oenSe e il
B @ oz S Comd b S ol sz
57 rsate Oy (oSeya sl n S ) O
ool 18 84k 5l g diges KB 59 el Cawsds
Sy bol,S ilwax 0V 0 VY sleobio,ss jo
Williamson & ) sl cewsds cwo p jlasb (59 4 4

.(Wiemann, 2010



YWY

iy «(H) olS glas )| (LPC) S s yand (500
3,91 p WSG) Gg> pgass (59 9 (LDMC) S,
slal 5l alS 4s5 VF ol b Shg ol o
il al 00) 1S aw LoDl 2 )0 05290 0ui)
Sdosllgiws b Bllae o (aihin 2 )0 45 o
s (Y+o¥) L,Kea 4 Cornelissen s ,lastesl
o)Bea g Pérez-Harguindeguy 4 oes
LS (6 Sl (YY)

LS (o Slas dols Ly ple aiilxe 1 i
5 o b)) wad ojlabinl goae sl S
B 5eSlke b gy Djge )0 5 oddel polie
ool 15l oolatul Y swallsl alols i daaiss
4....»3..; 9 QSQS ool S,90 (_gé)il.o& 6“%;;—19
8 dnlre (oS 5 Ojgoh g (Shaviz ol
ol 4 by opl Ao Ojgoh (Shy 2 slp
G, es Sy a5l eolaiwl a5 ol Sbesl o
6,8 es LSl 31 (65580 led (o O jg0as
Laliberte &) aas o &l alS olelozs!
.(Legendre, 2010
LSQJXJ‘“'C;‘)“S‘)’Q"L”‘O?GL“Q@}L‘“)J%}LC
3o alols bl 5 lasgs ST, 5 lis a5 (FDis)
S Sy Sk ol 5 col Gomair lad S
O Jguz) o )8 awle i cwaiiws  oLS alize
AR g (i &S leasll
ale 5S1 30 g o0g (60,Sles £33 slo Ll
Do dwlore diges dxkad V& 0 ol oulds colatul
.(Asanok et al., 2021; Srour et al., 2024)

Oy 5 (359l
G5 VP sl 59 Shos sla Sy S ojll s
Sl 4 g 1 So3lail oyl ansl 00 plol LS
ool g adllas 550 dilaie o ol jatie
P NS S Oso gz pe o il sla by,
Sl asisles S5s b il aly S Jiloor aisS

Slp e i o LSO Sl O Hee o0l
28,5 sl LI slaasgs

& dos 955 ozl 6 puSojlul
g Al sboadlie o (Sly (owyp sl
9 u.....]Lé ‘k;.:s) &)"‘ )D aS wd oolaul (Y”V)
818 )13 08T 050 (LS o5 sla T 215y
oSl pals Byb 5l (ALS gone (S conlle
2Sly sasle ) eolaiul L alS oS S

(VJga2) 05 o0 ke (FDVar) o ,Sles
Foolw i JJo a4 o Sae oI Sly el
Ol 9 (Wilioo V U o o e Ll (so0e 0dgusmw)
b asls Ko 4 cos |y sy 0 Sas ggo0
b a>ls ! .(Conti & Diaz, 2013) sas oo oylis
YeV) s FDiversity lsls 5 5l eolawl L
L o FDiversity bl a5l (go,Sles
Laliberté & Legendre, ) o oolatwl R l58ls 5
60,8 des sle ol @, jexle aw (2010
!5l 5 (FEVE) g0, Slae 251955 «(FRiC)
p lasls ol o acule (FDIS) o Slae
Al bl gallST o Shes (Shg id L]
(LNC) & 5 59,505 ol3ee «(SLA) S 5 055 elans

1- Euclidean distance



Ol il 5080 Gl ped stz o515 GladSiz (25 0S5 50, 8ee £935 BLI o) VYO

oolaiwl 090 (g0 Slos £95 b Sl ) Jgu
Table 1- Used functional diversity indices

oals alal, KAESES, e
39 Ok ezl S Sy Sy e Yangetal.,)
(CWM) axal> CWM, = Z Pi-X Based on single trait 2019
i=1
2 8kee 2S5 aSlo FD,, =2/z.Arctan(5V) NE ST RE CTIN Mason et al., )
(FDvar) s Based on single trait (2005
2
V= pi'(lnxi _(Z pi'InXi))
i=1
. FDis=> W.Z, Based on multiol
(FDis) (o Slas L Visi ased on multiple

1=

traits

S5 I o 55 e sl wisS aloli iy 5w g oy WLl aiss sl X (S Joie: Xy epl | 2355 oo gy :

Wl b Gsew S5 oo @ 0955 S Sl
Gub 5l PCA Glaadse sls sine coind sl
Gl piie aden b el 4SS glas o)Ll
S50 (VIF) T uiljly pyg jlade oyl 5l ot
¥ 51 S VIF 1) (slo it 5 28,5 415 o
-onile 8L Jodos oo sl (Srour et al., 2024)
it 5 g5 Slalls oy ol s A Jls b
S s seeS) slallas o mjs cily
Durbin-Watson ;Lss g ygu,5 ) slalla>  Solas
slalhs (o (Shodsgs pac (owyp o
O3Sy sl Plinel Bibol b 5,
L oobl sladdos aid S 18 gl Lo )50
Jsdle 5 5 VA asead SPSS (g Lol ke 5l oolicl

0,8 alxil F,0,) axii R

S0 NS gy eyl g oy B S

(Sl pl boby) adlie e
aoys A0 slials Jiug, 8 L Slpl bl aigs
22 oo S |y arlllas 890 ddlaie 550 gy

2- Variance inflation factor

sabaid )5 5155 (5 bl slagdy,
Olpie ) oSles g5 Slagasly addllae (pl )s
Aol digel Olalad SSE 4 (Jis slo prio
ol Cessty ()l L Loy Ll s § i
OGS se) 9y 009 (RS eS| S0
Olee 4) SOCs) S JT (S 0,33 5 S,y
B> OS5 Uhsy Gk sl daals sl e
b e b (s bLS )l g5 005 plonl ailfaiz
ol Jloges 3,k 3l eosls STy, adel somlice 5,k
3l eolaiwl b osls yog Jloy ol asin bla

3looleiwl b s 0l oy 0 Shapiro Wilk g0
o iie et (PCA) Lol claadlge o
Wiz ot s ,5) Jelod 4995 Sz i
(sbol sadse Jdow sl 5l i asal Gl
oo 5S5le) Lol o laslil Jatee sl e den
o yie Cyer obeio gl 31 B (S lmo Bl
pas g odls x585 0 Jlo i puizran 00,5 B>
sleslaiwl L PCA o ol gy &y 0010 092
28,5 plxil FactoMineR (g lel aiws g R 3800 5
Sbghls a5 slaysie (Judos pl mls ulal
olly oy 9 wog Jsl slaadlie o YL ke
Sl piie (npmee Olpied WS 0 s )

1- Principal Component Analysis



u‘)lio.@ 9 6033‘0

(15! o) ailio A 4igS ooy jlol ¥ Jgur
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Table 3- Descriptive statistics for total ecosystem organic carbon (TEC), terrestrial organic carbon
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Figure 2 - Residual analysis plots for Total Ecosystem Carbon Model (TEC)

plsl g8 & o5 g, sy p a9 )5
0390y A 53 0l 0y 33 ()5 (B Jgux) 88
SRy b azg (e 4 (AGBC) o) 59,
CWM) Sy 0395 Ol 39 (el (AL
S Y 0 0dl 0,38 () .0 )5 o ien (LNC

PS5 Coeal bl Sy lp hrpe b
A plxl PCA - Lo jo ool ool aseis
Jolos 5l s Joe @y oals o)y S (slo e

Lol ool ools (Ll ¥ Jgao jo e



A VEO Sl sl ojlod e JUb usul (slaoje> asler iy e
Oy 5 (359l
I I o el 0wl g e byye 251y ety Gk 5l (ALC) (e s,
Sy & by 215l 23 bag pisS] L (FDvar SLA) 5, o9 gl 0LS S5y o
L (FDvar SLA) Sy ohy ghw a>ls alS S I 50y 0,53 0l i (shie (Sl
(F oV Gl dSl) ol (i (e (Sl Sis by b Sle a3l &b Sl

Sdls L (CWM SLA) 5,y o5 b alS

03 593 09955 (15 (TEC) pucewsST IS (52,5 0 535 o bl )l gl g ailBir (b (g )5 ) gl -0 Jg>
g1 33 0 o & g il s asli 9 (SOC; ) S JT 9,5 0,53 (ALC) S ps¥ 3,5 (AGBC)

s M

Table 5- Multiple linear regression results for the relationship between total ecosystem carbon storage

(TEC), above-ground carbon (AGBC), above-ground litter carbon (ALC), soil organic carbon ( SOC; )

and various functional diversity indices in Dehdz forest ecosystem
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Figure 3- Simple linear regression analysis between aboveground litter carbon storage (ALC) and soil

organic carbon stock ( SOC; ) and functional diversity indices. Only the variables included in the multiple
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Figure 3- Simple linear regression analysis between total ecosystem carbon storage (TEC) and

aboveground biomass carbon (ABGC) and functional diversity indices. Only the variables included in the

multiple linear regression analysis were shown.
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