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Abstract

Purpose- Protected areas (PA) are effectively managed places dedicated to the long-term conservation of biodiversity
and natural values with associated ecosystem services and cultural values. Forest and rengland ecosystems of national
park provide a wide range of environmental, economic, and social services to human communities, with a variety of
stakeholders. One of the beneficiaries of forest ecosystem services is the rural communities on the edge of forests. The
proper and appropriate use of natural resources plays an important role in empowering local communities and affects
their socio-economic status.

Design/methodology/approach- In this research, forest and rangeland ecosystem of the Kiasar National Park (KNP)
was selected in Iran for assessing the social and economic natural ecosystems services to rural communities. For
achieving the research goal, the Delphi questionnaire inclouding a set of indicators for natural ecosystems assessing
extracted from various sources is used to identify the indicators of economic, and social services, Entropy and TOPSIS
techniques to calculate their weight and prioritize, respectively. Also, GIS has been used to map the economic and
social services of the natural ecosystems of KNP. In this study, 36 specialists in the field of national parks answered
the Delphi questionnaire.

Findings- In this research exteracted 38 indicators including 20 social indicators and 18 economic indicators that
among them, 7 economic indicators and 11 social indicators accepted and customized to assess the social and
economical services of natural ecosystems. Then preparation capability map (Potential map) in four classes based on
their weight and priority overplayed. The results indicated that recreational value, and interests and contributions from
to rural communities protect and develop the park indicators had the highest priority in assessing the economic and
social services of natural ecosystems. The KNP capability map showed that 1810.50 and 34.30 ha of the park is located
in the very suitable class from an economic and social perspectives for utilization rural communities of services natural
ecosystems park respectively.

Keywords: Stakeholders, Socio-economic Ecosystem Services, Multi-Criteria Decision Making, Delphi Method,
Kiasar National Park.
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1. Introduction
orest and rangeland ecosystems, as a
renewable resource, are considered one
of the main components of sustainable
development in every country. By
producing goods and services directly
and indirectly, they play an important role in the
economic and social development of regions,
ensuring the well-being of rural communities of
forest edage (Gu, 2023). In recent decades, non-
timber forest and rangeland products have been
recognized as an important component in reducing
poverty in rural communities. Therefore, there is a
need to deeply understand the role and importance
of forest and rangeland services in the rural
economy (Jagger et al., 2022). Forest and rangeland
ecosystems and their non-timber products play a
role in providing the livelihood needs of rural
people, such as providing energy, food, medicine,
raw materials for construction, handicrafts and the
production of basic agricultural tools, producing
fodder, medicinal plants, collecting firewood,
medicinal plants, collecting and selling fruits,
mushrooms, and mountain vegetables (De Groot et
al.,, 2010; Chinnasamy et al.,, 2016). The
diversification of these products can play an
important role in rural development and the
livelihoods of forest-fringe villagers. Because cash
income from forest resource exploitation is often
low-cost, such activities account for a larger share
of household income in rural areas (Raihan, 2023).
However, recent studies on the situation of rural
households on the edge of forests, rangelands, and
national parks show that their income is rarely
considered in the mix of conventional rural
activities, because the buying and selling of forest
and rangeland products is done at the local level,
and the cash income from them has been neglected
and has been referred to as seemingly low-value and
unimportant products (Bakkegaard et al., 2017). For
this reason, there is a significant gap in our
understanding of the true economic contribution of
forests and rangelands, national parks, rural
economic performance, and the extent of poverty
and inequality in rural areas (Fisher, 2004).
Therefore, there is a need to understand the
ecosystem services of forests and rangelands of
national parks and their role and importance in the
rural economy (Li et al., 2019). Sustainable rural
development is a multidimensional process that

focuses on improving and enhancing the quality of
life of vulnerable segments of the rural community.
There are various economic strategies to improve
the quality of life of villagers, one of which is the
strategy of protecting and managing natural
resources, which not only provides a platform for
job creation, but also serves as a source of income
for villagers.

National parks are one of the natural reserves which
contain a variety of natural ecosystems such as
forest, rangeland, etc. This natural ecosystem
provided alot of ecosystem services (ES) for human
communities. The importance and role of the natural
ecosystems of national parks (NENP) is recognized
as the best-managed areas nationally and globally in
all countries (Jarv et al., 2021). But today, due to the
special economic and social structure of some
countries, the destruction of natural ecosystems has
been provided more than before (Rodriguez-
Rodriguez et al., 2021). Therefore, in recent years,
for protecting and supporting natural ecosystems,
much attention has been paid to natural ecosystem.
With making these areas, processing of reducing the
level of forests and pastures has decreased and
appropriate policies have been adopted to protect
the country's natural resources and communities'
attitudes toward national parks and protected areas
have changed (Roux et al., 2020).

2. Research Theoretical Literature

Iran's national parks have many ecological,
economic, social, and political values. One of the
most important and effective factors that can play a
role in their sustainability is monitoring, assessing
and valuation of national parks ecosystem services
using correct and accurate criteria. Studies have
been conducted on the role of forest and rangeland
ecosystem services in the economy of rural
communities in Iran, some of which are mentioned
below:

Malekmirzaei et al. (2017), Abdollahpour et al.
(2020), and Mahmoudi (2022) studied the role of
forest and rangeland by-products in the livelihoods
of local communities in Zagros. The results showed
that there is a positive and significant relationship
between the exploitation of by products and
employment creation, income generation, poverty
reduction, and prevention of migration of rural
communities.

In studies survaed about role of natural ecosystem
services in the economy of rural communities in
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abroad Iran; Angelsen et al. (2014), examined
environmental income and sustainable livelihoods
in 24 developing countries. They concluded in their
study that 28 percent of total household income is
provided by non-timber forest products. Ai et al.
(2019) and Aguilar and Wen (2021), examined the
socio-economic and environmental impacts of
forest services in China and Myanmar, respectively.
The results showed that more than 70 percent of the
countries’ population depends on forests to meet
their daily needs. Also, 43 percent of total
household income is generated through the sale of
forest products. Jarv et al. (2021), examined
different  socio-economic  practices in the
management of protected areas and the
communities and stakeholders of five Estonian
national parks. The results showed that the
provision of natural ecosystem services is effective
in improving local socio-economic conditions and
protecting ecosystems. Kalogiannidis et al. (2022),
estimated the contribution of the forestry
bioeconomy to the socio-economic development of
the Greek country using a questionnaire and survey
of 312 experts in the f orestry and finance sectors of
Greece. The results of the study showed that forests
contribute to the economic development of a
country through their direct and indirect impact on
human livelihoods.

Also, studies have been conducted in the field of
mapping the economic and social services of
national natural park ecosystems to rural
communities using geographic information systems
(GIS), some of which are mentione: Sherrouse et al.
(2011) used GIS for mapping, assessing the social
values of ecosystem services (ES). Surveying
results showed that social mapping ES provided a
means to say social and economic values. Also, they
expressed that social ecosystem services are the
effective ES in the assessments of the natural
ecosystems. Nemec and Raudsepp-Hearne (2013)
used GIS for assessing and mapping ES. The result
showed that GIS is a powerful tool for assessing and
mapping ecosystem services within a landscape.
Rocchinia et al. (2017), used GIS for measureing
number of ecological tasks ecosystem. In this study,
the most straightforward measures of spatial
complexity of ecological patterns and processes
available summarized in GIS. The result showed
that among free and open-source options tools of

1 Multiple Criteria and Multiple Objective

assement, Gis provide chances to made new
algorithms. Codato et al. (2017) evaluated ES
Mapping (High-Biodiversity) using GIS in Italy and
Peru regions. The results indicated GIS is a good
software for assessing ecosystem services and
producting map value. Also, landscape ES social
mapping used asseing cultural and bioiversity parks
in Italy and watershed Peru. Masoudi et al. (2021)
evaluated the land-use schematization using
GIS-Based MCMO! in the Qaleh Ganj County of
Iran. The findings indicated that 30.80% of the
rangeland zone and 22.9% the ecotourism zone had
the highest suitability potential. GIS-based MCMO
maide spontaneous and flexible method of assessing
ecosystem services. Lacayoa et al. (2021) used GIS,
INVEST and Ecosystem Services Web Services
(ESWS) for assessing ecosystem service. The result
showed that Ecosystem Services Web Services
result can quickly add GIS software and overcome
the key challenge of repeatability and comparative
analysis. This approach also creates a new level of
interoperability through data source. Siltanen et al.,
(2023), the economic impacts of the protected areas
of the three national parks (NPs) Snefellsjokull,
Vatnajokull and Ppingvellir in Iceland were
evaluated. The results showed that based on data
from 2087 visitors in 2019, they spent an average of
$113 per day in the parks, generating an estimated
total economic impact of between $30 and $99
million with 347 to 1,140 jobs created across the
study sites. Krzanowski et al., (2024) examined and
discussed the impact of land consolidation in rural
areas using GIS (Geographic Information System)
tools on the conservation and sustainable
development of national parks, forests, and rural
areas. The results were analyzed using a
combination of maps, tables, and graphs. The results
showed that service delivery decreased by 40
percent due to the implemented project. Also, Chen
and Wu (2025), surveyed and assessed the supply
and demand of rural recreational services in national
parks in Zhejiang, China. In this study, the
combined method of spatial analysis and model as
MaxEnt tool played a positive role in modeling the
areas that provide cultural ecosystem. Based on the
research, the study area is divided into different
zones to propose spatial planning. This study
divided Changhong Township into four types of
zones: developed recreational service zone,
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potential recreational service zone, recreational
service requirement zone and marginal recreational
service zone. The results showed that the MaxEnt
model was strong in mapping the rural recreation
services (RRS) supply.

A review of studies conducted on the evaluation of
social and economic services of natural ecosystems
of national parks to rural communities shows that,
given that forests and renglands play a key role in
poverty reduction strategies and economic
development of rural communities, few studies has
been conducted on identifying ecosystem services
that affect the economy of rural communities and
mapping them. Therefore, the purpose of this
research is to identify and evaluate the economic,
and social services of forest and rangeland
ecosystems in national parks using the indicators
IUCN (IUCN, 1994) and CIFOR! (CIFOR, 1999),
SRM? (Mitchell, 2010) and other indicators
extracted from scientific articles for rural
communities, to map these services, and to map the
capability map (Potential map) for providing these
services to rural communities using the Geographic
Information System (GIS).

3. Research Methodology

3.1 Geographical Scope of the Research
Kiasar national park (KNP) is located amonge
53°36'08" and 53°39'54" (E) longitude, and
36°10'32" and 34°9'08" (N) latitude in northern Iran
(Figure 1). The KNP area is 9528/97 ha and it have
400 plant species, 37 mammals, 113 birds, 7
amphibians, 7 fish species and 6 reptilesin KNP.
Also, 10 Panthera pardus, 40 Ursus thibetanus, 47
Capreolus capreolus, 47 Cervus elaphus, 150
Phasianus colchicus, 35 Ovis Orientalis vignei and
12 endemics and endangered species in the park
from 2005 to 2015 (Report on the detailed plan of
Kiasar national park, 2012).

The villages of Alikola, Langar, Aghouzgale,
Baladeh, Tilhebban, Tilak, Svasareh and Ghaleh are
located in near of the Kiasar National Park.
According to the surveys carried out and the
statistics obtained from the general population and
housing censuses, the total population living in the
population centers of the region was about to 1222
people in the form of 345 households (Report on the
detailed plan of Kiasar national park, 2012).

Figure 1. Area location

A lot of area of KNP is natural forest ecosystems
(6672.62 he; 70.02%) and mountainous or
summer rangelands (2064.80 he; 21.66%). In the
KNP forest ecosystem, there are Carpinus betulus,
Fagus orintalis, Quercus persica,

1 Sustainable Rangeland Management

Carpinusbetulus x schuschaensis. H J. P. Winkl
forest types trees (3092.59 ha). Also, 375 plant
species, 22 varieties and 28 subspecies belonging
to 321 genera 73 class were identified in the
rangeland ecosystem of KNP. Veronica,

2 Criteria and Indicators for Sustainable Forest
Management
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Ranunculus, each Stachys, Salvia, and Astragalus
are the most important plant species in the park in
terms of species richness.

The biomass of plants of the rangeland ecosystem
of KNP showed that hemicryptophytes with 136
species, therophytes with 113  species,
cryptophytes with 60 species, phanerophytes with
49 Species, amphibians with 12 and epiphytes
with one species have the highest abundance
respectively (Report on the detailed plan of Kiasar
national park, 2012).

In general, the rangeland ecosystem of KNP
consists of two types: 1- Forested rangeland 2-
Non-Forested rangeland;

¢ Forested rangeland includes the following species:

Festuca, Ovina, Bromus tementellus,
Onobrychis cornuta, Astragalus sp, Dactylis
glomerata, Carpinus orientalis, Quercus
macranthera, Juniperus excelsa, Juniperus
Sabina.

e Non- Forested rangeland ecosystem includes the

following species:

Festuca ovina- Onobrychis cornuta, Poa sp-

Lolium sp — Forbs sp, Festuca ovina- Bromus

tomentellus.
3.2. Methodology
In this study, for determineing the importance of
assessing indicators of economic, and social
services of natural ecosystems of the national park
(NEKNP) used Delphi group decision-making
method. First, a set of indicators used to assess the
economic, and social NEKNP services for rural
communities included the IUCN indicators
(IUCN, 1994) and CIFOR! (CIFOR, 1999), SRM?
(Mitchell, 2010), and other indicators extracted
from scientific articles have been survyed in the
form of Delphi questionnaire. To score those,
questionnaires were distributed among the
decision-making group consisting of 36 experts in
environment, tourism and ecotourism, natural
resources and faculty members in four periods
(steps). To comment on the importance of
indicators in the assessing process. Scoring was
according to the Likert scale (1: insignificance
until 5: very important) (Hosseini et al, 2021). The

1 Sustainable Rangeland Management

indicator average and Standard Deviation (SD) in
each step was calculated to reach a consensus
among Delphi members (Powell, 2003; Hosseini
et al., 2021). In the research, indicators were
accepted that scored an average of three or higher
than it (Choi and Sirakaya 2006). Also, validity of
the questionnaire calculated based on the opinion
of experts and for assesseing the internal
consistency of the questionnaire questions, the
questionnaire distributed among 18 experts in the
first stage. Also, reliability questionnaire
guestions measured to Cronbach's alpha
coefficient the (Momeni et al. 2006). The
reliability of the questionnaire was confirmed with
Cronbach's alpha coefficient (o = 0.97).

Then, weight and prioritization of accepted
indicators determineted with entropy and TOPSIS
respectively models (Wang and Chang, 2007;
Hwang and Yoon, 1981). In this study, for creating
a capability map (Potential map) of economic, and
social NEKNP services; first, the information
layer of each of the indicators created, ranked and
overlaid according to their weight and priority in
Arc GIS 9.3. Finally, the Kiasar National Park
capability map (Potential map) made, and
classified into four classes, including very
suitable, suitable, very unsuitable and unsuitable
classes. It should also be noted that in this study,
the value of some services such as recreational
value, values of O? supply, CO, absorption, carbon
sequestration, value wildlife, the role of the
rangeland and forest ecosystem in creating
employment and etc., was calculated using
valuation methods and then a map of these
services was prepared. In this research, Excel and
Spss16 software used for questionnaire data
analysis and Arc GIS 9.3 for creating layers.

4. Research Findings

In this study, 22 indicators including 7 economic
and 15 social indicators accepted for assessing
Kiasar National Park services for rural
communities. Then they prioritized based on their
final weight (Table 1). The results of Entropy and
TOPSIS techniques are presented in Table 1.

2 Criteria and Indicators for Sustainable Forest
Management
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Table 1. Weight and priority indicators of economic and social services assessing of NEKNP
S . Entropy .TOPSIS —
Criterion Indicator . Relative Priority
Weight -
proximity

Recreational value 0.04998 0.735436 1
Values of O, supply, CO- absorption, carbon sequestration 0.049990 | 0.735184 2
Aesthetic value (enjoyment and enjoyment of landscapes) 0.049978 | 0.725477 3
Tourist productivity capacity 0.049996 | 0.704693 4

Economic | Value wildlife 0.050054 | 0.662796 5
Income obtained from forests and rangeland for livelihoods of | 0.050000 | 0.583045 6
local communities
Reducing the cost of regenerative activities (ecosystem self- | 0.050015 0.562023 7
regulation)
Interests and contributions from rural communities to protect | 0.049982 | 0.749904 1
and develop the park
Improving the livelihood of dependent communities 0.049987 | 0.733644 2
Existence of traditional buildings with historical value 0.050002 | 0.722421 3
Geotouristic and ancient areas 0.049997 | 0.716258 4
The contribution of the park in public culture (indigenous | 0.049980 | 0.714557
knowledge and local beliefs)
The number of local communities dependent on rangeland and | 0.049984 | 0.679006 5

Social forests
Historical roads or bridges 0.050022 | 0.675682 6
Historical tombs 0.050015 | 0.675368 7
Contribute to food security in vilages 0.050010 | 0.674188 8
The role of parks in promoting the social structures of local | 0.050013 | 0.596919 9
communities and customary systems
Existence of old caves 0.050011 | 0.596540 10
The role of the rangeland sector in creating employment 0.049985 | 0.590541 11
The role of the forest sector in creating employment 0.049999 | 0.589608 12
The results obtained of TOPSIS technique in Table - Economic and social indicators of natural

(1) showed that recreational value from an
economic perspective and the interests and
contributions from rural communities to protect and
develop the park indicator from a social perspective
with the highest relative proximity (final weight)
were in the first priority, respectively (Table 1).

ecosystems of KNP

In this research, the information layer of economic
and social indicators of NEKNP created in GIS
software. Output layers showed in figures 2 (A, B)
and 3 (A, B, C).
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Figure 2 (A). Indicators of economic services of NEKNP assessing
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Figure 2 (B). Assessing indicators of economic services of NEKNP to rural communities
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Figure 3 (A). Assessing indicators of social services NEKNP to rural communities
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Figure 3 (B). Assessing indicators of social services NEKNP to rural communities

11



Journal of Research and Rural Planning No.2 / Serial No.49

Figure 3 (C). Assessing indicators of social services NEKNP to rural communities
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- Capability map (Potential map) of economic and
social services of NEKNP

Capability map (Potential map) of economic and suitable and suitable for evaluation. The capability
social services of NEKNP indicated at the 4 and 5 map indicated the frequency distribution of
figures. The capability map was prepared in four economic and social services of NEKNP.

categories: unsuitable, very unsuitable, very

Figure 4. Assessing of social and economic ecosystem services
of KNP (Capability map KNP) for rural communities

The results of assessing capability map KNP 34.30 ha park is located in very suitable class from
showed that from an economic perspective, 1810.50 a social perspective for utilization rural
ha park is located in the very suitable class and communities from social services of the park.

Very unsuitable

oL

Unsuitable
Suitable 2

Very suitable

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000

Very suitable Suitable Unsuitable Very unsuitable
= Social 34.30 63.84 1136.81 8294.02
Economical 1810.50 4354.74 2696.70 667.03

i Social % Economical

Figure 5. The distribution of economic ecosystem services in the KNP for rural communities
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5. Discussion and Conclusion

Today, agriculture in rural areas faces significant
challenges, including production costs, food
security, climate change, volatility in agricultural
commodity markets, and other environmental issues
and demands. Therefore, there is an urgent need to
adopt innovative approaches in the agricultural and
forestry sectors in order to increase the production
of raw materials for food, energy, and other
industrial purposes (Hosseini et al., 2021;
Kalogiannidis et al., 2022).

The rural system should be considered as the most
important basis for rural development to improve
the situation of agriculture, which is not hidden
from anyone; but from another perspective, there
are also complementary solutions that can be very
effective in their own right. When we talk about
urban depopulation, especially in metropolitan
areas, the most important solution to this problem is
prevention, meaning we must be able to prevent
rural migration to cities and small-town residents
from migrating to large cities and metropolitan
areas, and all planners know that this goal is not
easily achievable. Now, rural tourism areas that are
close to popular attractions such as national parks
and protected areas have good potential for rural
development. Forest and rangeland ecosystems of
national parks and protected areas have a variety of
services in this regard for the development of rural
communities that need to be identified.

The Delphi method is one of the proper methods to
identify indicators and criteria for assessing natural
ecosystems services (Hai et al., 2009; Ludwig and
Star, 2005). The results of the study identified and
classified 22 indicators from the socio-economic
perspective as effective indicators on the assessing
of economic and social services of national park
ecosystems for rural communities by specialists
(Table 1). According to a specialist's viewpoint,
national parks are protected areas where any
harvesting or interference is prohibited. The result
indicated that only seven indicators economic are
suitable for assessing the natural ecosystems of
national parks (NEKNP) (Table 1). This result
showed that, today's societies do not see NEKNP
such as forest and rangeland for harvesting wood
and other production. This result indicates that from
an economic perspective, the national park has an
important role in preserving natural ecosystems for
today's communities. In this regard, Hadadnia and

Danehkar (2012) in their studies, out of 12 criteria
that they identified for the assessment of protected
areas, only 6 main criteria were selected for the
choice of protected areas.

Among the intangible and valuable services of the
forest and rangeland ecosystems of national parks is
the provision of a suitable place for tourism, which
is defined as the spiritual, aesthetic and recreational
exploitation of nature (Sgroi, 2020). Tourism and
visiting protected areas such as national parks
directly and indirectly contribute to income and
employment, and the expansion of this industry
provides indicators of sustainable development in
rural areas and is considered from various
perspectives.  Economically, tourism creates
employment and wealth in the region. Socially, it
increases vitality in society, and culturally, it also
causes cultural exchange and the proximity of
different cultures to each other (You et al., 2022).
Increasing tourist visits to forest areas of national
parks and protected areas in developing countries,
by generating income and economic justification,
can play an important role in the protection of
biodiversity and natural resources (Thapa et al.,
2022). Therefore, in recent decades, tourism has
become an important phenomenon in the economic,
social and cultural fields, and new concepts have
been proposed in the field of organizing and
managing tourism destinations that emphasize
sustainability and social responsibility. In the
meantime, natural spaces such as forests have
gained a special place because they play a role not
only as physical spaces but also as dynamic
platforms for social and economic transformations
(Méntymaa et al., 2021).

The findings indicated (Table 1) recreational value
and national and universal values from an economic
perspective had the first priority between other
indicators for assessing natural ecosystems services
for rural communities. It expressed, paying
attention to these criteria in assessing the NEKNP
will lead to the sustainable development of urban
ecosystems. In other words, natural ecosystems are
one of the main sources of landscape that attract
ecotourism. The results of Hosseini et al., 2024; the
Nemec and Raudsepp-Hearne (2013) and Masoudi
et al. (2021) studies confirm present results.

Forest and rangeland products are the source of
livelihood for many rural communities around the
world, and significantly affect the livelihoods of
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communities that rely on forests and rangelands. It
is estimated that 1.6 billion people, or 25 percent of
the world's population, rely on forests for their
livelihoods, employment, income, and other
livelihood needs (Soe & Yeo-Chang, 2019). Today,
efforts to protect, improve, and restore forest and
rangeland ecosystems in national parks with the
participation of local and indigenous communities
as a documented management plan are a
fundamental step towards sustainable development.
The success of these projects depends on the level
of public participation in decision-making,
implementation, and conservation.  Various
assessments show that projects in which people
have been involved in various stages or have been
designed and implemented with the different needs
of rural people and stakeholders in mind have been
more successful and sustainable (Mosaffaie and
SalehpourJam, 2020). They introduced public
participation in national park conservation projects
due to the reduction of administrative costs and
more effective implementation of executive
projects. The most logical solution for preserving
natural resources is comprehensive public
participation. This will reduce administrative costs
and guarantee the success and more effective
implementation of the plans (Ghahari et al., 2021).
The economic benefits of protected areas have
attracted increasing attention in recent years, and
methodologies in this field are advancing.
Numerous studies have shown that protected areas
such as national parks are a powerful land-use
strategy for generating multiple and direct economic
benefits and conserving natural ecosystems
(Siltanen et al., 2023). According to the result of
Table 1, the interests and contributions from rural
communities to protect and develop the park and
improve the livelihood of dependent communities
had the highest final weight. It showed the ability of
the ecosystem to provide economic services and
allowe people have a better chance of deciding on
the conservation of natural ecosystems because it
plays a role in their well-being. In other words,
ecosystem services help the economic and social
development of rural households. It is in contrast
with the findings of Seidzadeh et al., 2022;
Mohammadian et al. (2021); Pribadi et al. (2023).

The important purpose of assessing and mapping
ecosystem services is to demonstrate the potential
of natural ecosystems in providing ecosystem
services. Because our ability to estimate the social
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and economical services of the ecosystem is low. In
this study, GIS approaches and models were used
for assessing and mapping ecosystem services. Our
result for assessing the contribution of ES based on
capability map KNP in figure 5 showed the
contribution of ES is different in KNP. The results
showed that the number of services varies among
natural ecosystems. The ES assessment showed
from an economic perspective, 4354.74 ha
(45.70%) of the NEKNP are in the suitable class for
using rural communities. It is constant whit study
results Masoudi et al. (2021) and Krzanowski et al.
(2024).

National parks not only protect natural resources,
but also provide a variety of cultural ecosystem
services and serve rural areas as important locations
for the provision of rural recreation services (RRS).
Spatial quantification of the supply and use of RRS
will help ensure the protection and promotion of
human health in national parks (Chen and Wu,
2025). These results indicated that the natural
ecosystems of KNP have sufficient potential to
provide ecosystems services such as recreational
value, national and universal values and aesthetic
value, etc. In this regard, Mahmoudi and Danehkar
(2002), evaluated the recreational capacity for forest
park planning in the forests of Lordegan of Iran
using AHP and GIS. Their result showed that
economic criteria have main role in assessing parks.
Also, Chen and Wu, (2025), evaluated rural
recreational services of Zhejiang national parks
using MaxEnt software. The result showed that,
national parkshave recreational service in the
different zone.

The Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (MEA) has
classified ecosystem services into four types, of
which cultural ecosystem services (CES) are one of
the important categories, defined as the non-
material benefits that humans derive from
ecosystems, including spiritual  satisfaction,
reflection, aesthetic experience, recreation, and
cognitive development (Reid et al., 2005). CES can
enhance human well-being and encourage
environmental action (Schirpke et al., 2018) and
link society, ecology, and landscape (Chan et al.,
2012). While preserving the ecological and cultural
characteristics of protected areas, national parks
simultaneously provide opportunities for recreation
and ecotourism to the public. Although the social
services of national parks enable conservation and
economic development, they can also lead to the
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loss of forests and rangelands as they stimulate
economic development (Brandt and Buckley,
2018). Because, the ecology of national parks is
sensitive. The increasing demand for recreational
activities is placing significant pressure on the
natural ecosystems of national parks.

Figure 5 showed that 63.84 ha of the park is suitable
(These areas are mostly in virgin park ecosystems)
based on social indicators and 8294.02 ha of the
park is most unsuitable for supplying services to
rural communities. The result indicated that the
ecosystem services had decreased due to human
activities like population growth, construction sites,
pollution, etc. This factor destroyed natural
ecosystems and prevents the production of
important ecosystem services. As result, the
benefits and services that we receive directly or
indirectly from ecosystem performance are
decreased. The studies result of Costanza et al.
(2014) for estimating total value of world ecosystem
services and Najmizadeh and Yavari (2005) about
the assessment of the environmental potential of
Khabar National Park consistent with the present
results.

The result experienced assessment and ecosystem
mapping services can stay important of ES for
humans. Based on the research findings, it is
suggested that the relevant organizations consider
the above indicators as important indicators in the
assessing of natural ecosystems of national parks.
Indicate of the interests and contributions of rural
communities to the protection and development of
the park are important indicators in evaluating
national parks. Therefore, it is suggested that the
interests and contributions of the general public,
especially indigenous people, be considered for the
protection and development of national parks, and
that their opinions and experiences be used in
protection activities and management decisions.

- Our result showed that the natural ecosystems of
national parks can provide services based on
economic indicators for rural communities, it is

References

suggested that in macro planning, the budget be
considered to protect these parks.

The result indicated the assessment of natural
ecosystem services by combining GIS layers and
multi-attribute decision making (MCDM) data is
efficient and useful because it involves the
simultaneous use of weights and priority indicators
and their geographic layers. GIS and Multiple
Attribute Decision Making (MCDM) such as
Entropy and TOPSIS models are a useful technique
that contain the use of geographic layers, weights,
and an aggregation function that incorporates spatial
data and weights of criteria to assess areas for
suitability evaluating.

- It is suggested that more advanced, more efficient
and newer techniques such as ELECTER,
LINMAP, artificial neural network, etc. be used
simultaneously to weight and prioritize the criteria
and indicators for evaluating national parks.

- Considering that reliable data for evaluating
national parks is very difficult, it is suggested that
reliable and high-precision terrestrial data and
satellite image be used for mapping and assessing
the ecosystem services.

Acknowledgments

The paper is extracted from a Ph. D Thesis of the
first author (Sareh Hosseini), Department of Forest
Science and Engineering, Faculty of Natural
Resources, Sari Agricultural Sciences and Natural
Resources University (SANRU). The authors
gratefully acknowledge the financial support
provided by SANRU, as well as the assistance of the
Department of Environment Islamic Republic of
Iran in the data collection process.

Authors’ contributions

Sareh Hosseini: Conceptualization, Methodology,
Software, Writing - Original draft, Visualization;
Jafar Oladi and Hamid Amirnejad: Supervision,
Conceptualization, Methodology;  Reviewing,
Editing, and Validation.

Conflict of interest

The authors declare no conflict of interest.

1. Abdollahpour, J., Akbari, H., Valipour, A., & Lotfalian, M. (2020). The role of forest products in the
livelihoods of the local communities of North Zagros (Case study: Kurdistan and West Azarbaijan
provinces). Ecology of Iranian Forest, 7(14), 90-100. (In Persian). http://ifej.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-280-

fa.html

2. Aguilar, F. X., & Wen, Y. (2021). Socio-economic and ecological impacts of China's forest sector policies.
Forest Policy and Economics, 127, 102454. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2021.102454

14


http://ifej.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-280-fa.html
http://ifej.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-280-fa.html
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2021.102454

Vol.14 Identification and Assessing Economic and Social Services .../ Hosseini et al.

3. Ai, W. N, Wen, Y., Marin, K., Thapa, S., & Tun, A. W. (2019). Contribution of mangrove forest to the
livelihood of local communities in Ayeyarwaddy region, Myanmar. Forests, 10(5), 414.
https://doi.org/10.3390/f10050414

4. Angelsen, A., Jagger, P., Babigumira, R., Belcher, B., Hogarth, N. J., Bauch, S., Borner, J., Smith-Hall C.,
& Wunder, S. (2014). Environmental income and rural livelihoods: A global-comparative analysis. World
Development, 64, S12-S28. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2014.03.006

5. Bakkegaard, R. K., Hogarth, N. J., Bong, I. W., Bosselmann, A. S., & Wunder, S. (2017). Measuring forest
and wild product contributions to household welfare: Testing a scalable household survey instrument in
Indonesia. Forest Policy and Economics, 84, 20-28. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2016.11.005

6. Brandt, J.S., & Buckley, R.C. (2018). A global systematic review of empirical evidence of ecotourism impacts on
forests in biodiversity hotspots. Current Opinion in Environmental Sustainability, 32, 112-118.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cosust.2018.06.003

7. Chan, K.M., Guerry, A.D., Balvanera, P., Klain, S., Satterfield, T., Basurto, X., Bostrom, A., Chuenpagdee,
R., Gould, R., &Halpern, B.S. (2012). Where are cultural and social in ecosystem services? A framework
for constructive engagement. BioScience, 62(8), 744—756. https://doi.org/10.1525/bi0.2012.62.8.7

8. Chen, X., & Wu, C. (2025). Mapping and Assessing the Supply and Demand of Rural Recreation Services
in National Parks: A Case Study of Qianjiangyuan, Zhejiang, China. Land, 14(2), 302.
https://www.mdpi.com/2073-445X/14/2/302

9. Chinnasamy, P., & Sunde, M.G. (2016). Improving spatiotemporal groundwater estimates after natural
disasters using remotely sensed data — a case study of the Indian Ocean Tsunami. Earth Science
Informatics, 9, 101-111. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12145-015-0247-2

10. Choi, H. C., & Sirakaya, E. (2006). Sustainability indicators for managing community tourism. Tourism
management, 27(6), 1274-1289. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2005.05.018

11. CIFOR. (1999). The CIFOR criteria and indicators generic template. Toolbox series, 2, 32 p.

12. Codato, D., Pappalardo, S., & Marchi, M. (2017). Participatory GIS in Mapping Ecosystem Services: Two
Case Studies from High-Biodiversity Regions in Italy and Peru. GI_Forum, 1, 78-96.
https://doi.org/10.1553/giscience2017 02_s78

13. Costanza, R., de Groot, R., Sutton, P., Van der Ploeg, S., Anderson, S. J., Kubiszewski, I., Farber, S., &
Turner, R. K. (2014). Changes in the global value of ecosystem services. Global Environmental Change,
26, 152-158. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2014.04.002

14. De Groot, R.S., Alkemade, R., Braat, L., Hein, L., Willemen, L. (2010). Challenges in integrating the
concept of ecosystem services and values in landscape planning, management and decision making.
Ecological Complexity, 7(3), 260—272. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecocom.2009.10.006

15. Fisher, M. (2004). Household welfare and forest dependence in Southern Malawi. Environment and
Development Economics, 9(2), 135-154. https://doi.org/10.1017/S1355770X03001219

16. Ghahari, G. R., Soleimanpour, S. M., Salehpour Jam, A., Noroozi, A. A., & Nekooeian, G. A. (2021).
Prioritizing affecting factors on Barriers Sustainable non-participation of rural communities
in aquifer management projects from a beneficiary's perspective in Bishezard Watershed of
Fars Province. Journal of Watershed Management Research, 12(23), 202-211. (In Persian).
http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/jwmr.12.23.202

17. Gu, S. (2023). The impact of increasing forest loss areas on the global temperature, and tourism industry.
Asian Journal of Research in Agriculture and Forestry, 9(3), 42-55.
https://doi.org/10.9734/ajraf/2023/v9i3241

18. Hadadnia, S., & Danehkar, A. (2012). Prioritization of nature tourism criteria in desert and semi-desert
ecosystems by Delphi method. Journal of Geography and Regional Planning, 5(3), 17-30.
https://doi.org/10.5897/JGRP11.126

19. Hai, L.T., Hai, P.H., Khoa, N.T., & Hens, L. (2009). Indicators for sustainable development in the Quang
Tri Province, Vietnam. Journal of Human Ecology, 27(3), 121.
https://doi.org/10.1080/09709274.2009.11906145

20. Hosseini, S., Amirnejad H., & Azadi, H. (2024). Impacts of Hyrcanian Forest ecosystem loss: the case of
Northern Iran. Environment, Development and Sustainability. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-024-03256-6

15


https://doi.org/10.3390/f10050414
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2014.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2016.11.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cosust.2018.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1525/bio.2012.62.8.7
https://www.mdpi.com/2073-445X/14/2/302
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12145-015-0247-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2005.05.018
https://doi.org/10.1553/giscience2017_02_s78
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2014.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecocom.2009.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1355770X03001219
http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/jwmr.12.23.202
https://doi.org/10.9734/ajraf/2023/v9i3241
https://doi.org/10.5897/JGRP11.126
https://doi.org/10.1080/09709274.2009.11906145
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-024-03256-6

Journal of Research and Rural Planning No.2 / Serial No.49

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

Hosseini, S., Oladi, J., & Amirnejad, H. (2021). The evaluation of environmental, economic and social
services of national parks. Environment, Development and Sustainability, 23(6), 9052-9075.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-020-01039-7

Hwang, C.L., & Yoon, K. (1981). Methods for Multiple Attribute Decision Making. In Multiple Attribute
Decision Making (pp. 58-191). https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-48318-9 3

IUCN. (1994). Guidelines for protected areas management categories, IUCN, Cambridge, UK and Gland,
Switzerland. 261 p.

Jagger, P., Zavaleto Cheek, J., Miller, D., Ryan, C., Shyamsundar, P. & Sills, E. (2022). The role of forests
and trees in poverty dynamics. Forest Policy and Economics, 140, 102750. https.//doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2022.102750
Jarv, H., Ward, R.D., Raet, J., Sepp, K. (2021). Socio-economic effects of national park governance and
management: Lessons from post-socialist Era Estonia. Land, 10, 1257. https://doi.org/10.3390/1and10121257
Kalogiannidis, S., Kalfas, D., Loizou, E., & Chatzitheodoridis, F. (2022). Forestry bioeconomy
contribution on socioeconomic development: Evidence from Greece. Land, 11(12), 2139.
https://doi.org/10.3390/1and11122139

Krzanowski B., Kutaga S., Basista I., & Borowski L. (2024). GIS tools in the conservation and sustainable
development of national parks, forests and rural areas. International Journal of Conservation Science,
15(1), 547-560. https://doi.org/10.36868/1JCS.2024.01.11

Lacayoa, M., Rodilaab, Denisa., Giulianiab, G., & Lehmannac, A. (2021). A framework for ecosystem
service assessment using GIS interoperability standards. Computers & Geosciences, 154, 104821.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cage0.2021.104821

Li, Y., Mei, B., & Linhares-Juvenal, T. (2019). The economic contribution of the world's forest sector.
Forest Policy and Economics, 100, 236-253. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2019.01.004

Ludwig, L., & Starr, S. (2005). Library as place: Results of a Delphi study. Journal of the Medical Library
Association, 93(3), 315-327. https://doi.org/10.3163/1536-5050.93.3.015

Mahmoudi, B. (2022). Livelihood dependence analysis of local Bakhtiari communities on the forest resources of
central Zagros. Nomadic Territory Planning Studies, 1(2), 39-48. (In Persian). https://www.jsnap.ir/article_148509.html
Mahmoudi, B., & Danehkar, A. (2002). Evaluation of recreational capacity for forest park planning in the
forests of Lordegan city. Third National Conference on Green Space and Urban Landscape, 284-291. [In
Persian]. https://www.sid.ir/FA/JJOURNAL/Supporting.aspx?1D=162771

Malekmirzaei, M., Karimain, A., Hakimi, M. (2017). The role of forests and rangelands sub-products on
rural livelihoods: A case study of Zarrin Abad district of Dehloran county, llam province of Iran. Journal
of Village & Development, 20(4), 17-28. [In Persian]. http://rvt.agri-peri.ac.ir/article_61314.html
Maéantymaa, E., Tyrvéinen, L., Juutinen, A., Kurttila, M. 2021. Importance of forest landscape quality for
companies operating in nature tourism areas. Land Use Policy, 107: 104095. https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2019.104095
Masoudi, M., Centeri, C., Jakab, G. etal. (2021). GIS-Based Multi-Criteria and Multi-Objective Evaluation
for Sustainable Land-Use Planning (Case Study: Qaleh Ganj County, Iran). International Journal of
Environmental Research, 15, 457-474. [In Persian]. https://doi.org/10.1007/s41742-021-00326-0
Mitchell, E. (2010). Criteria and indicators of sustainable rangeland management. Cooperative Extension
Service Publication SM-56. Laramie, WY University of Wyoming. 227 p.

Mohammadian, F., Yazdani, S., & Fehresti-Sani, M. (2021). The Role of Diversity in Improving
Environmental Indicators: A Case Study in Mahidasht Plain, Iran. International Journal of Environmental
Research, 15, 19-32. [In Persian]. https://doi.org/10.1007/s41742-020-00288-9

Momeni, M., Sarafi, M., & Ghasemi Khozani, M. (2006). The structure and function of religious-cultural
tourism and the need for integrated management in the metropolis of Mashhad. Geography and
development, 6(11), 13-38. [In Persian]. https://doi.org/10.22111/9dij.2008.1255

Mosaffaie, J., & Salehpour Jam, A. (2020). Identification and Prioritization of Effective Factors On
Preventing Participation of Rural Societies in Watershed Management Plans Case Study (Niarij
Watershed of Qazvin Province). Journal of Watershed Management Research, 11(22), 121-131.
[In Persian]. http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/jwmr.11.22.121

16


https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-020-01039-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-48318-9_3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2022.102750
https://doi.org/10.3390/land10121257
https://doi.org/10.3390/land11122139
https://doi.org/10.36868/IJCS.2024.01.11
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0098300421001205#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0098300421001205#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0098300421001205#!
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cageo.2021.104821
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2019.01.004
https://doi.org/10.3163/1536-5050.93.3.015
https://www.jsnap.ir/article_148509.html
https://www.sid.ir/FA/JOURNAL/Supporting.aspx?ID=162771
http://rvt.agri-peri.ac.ir/article_61314.html
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2019.104095
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41742-021-00326-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41742-020-00288-9
https://doi.org/10.22111/gdij.2008.1255
http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/jwmr.11.22.121

Vol.14 Identification and Assessing Economic and Social Services .../ Hosseini et al.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

ol.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

Najmizadeh, S., & Yavari, A. (2005). Assessing the environmental potential of Khabar National Park for
zoning and planning with the help of GIS. Journal of Environmental Sciences, 38, 58-47. [In Persian].
https://jes.ut.ac.ir/article_12334.html

Nemec, K., & Raudsepp-Hearne, C. (2013). The use of geographic information systems to map and assess
ecosystem services. Biodiversity and Conservation, 22, 1-15. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-012-0406-z
Powell, C. (2003). The Delphi technique: Myths and realities. Journal of Advanced Nursing, 41(4), 376-382.
https://doi.org/10.1046/].1365-2648.2003.02537.x

Pribadi, H., Malik, A., Golar, G., Dg, S., Massiri, M., Rahman, A., & Maiwa, A. (2023). Community
attitude and behavior toward village forest management plan in central Sulawesi, Indonesia.
Journal llmu Kehutanan, 17(1), 1-11. https://doi.org/10.22146/jik.v17i1.3839

Raihan, A. (2023). The dynamic nexus between economic growth, renewable energy use, urbanization,
industrialization, tourism, agricultural productivity, forest area, and carbon dioxide emissions in the
Philippines. Energy Nexus, 9, 100-180. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nexus.2023.100180

Reid, W.V., Mooney, H.A., Cropper, A., Capistrano, D., Carpenter, S. R., Chopra, K., Dasgupta, P., Dietz,
T., Duraiappah, A. K., & Hassan, R. (2005). Ecosystems and human well-being: Synthesis. A report of the
Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (MEA). Island Press.

Report on the detailed plan of Kiasar national park. (2012). Studies and preparation of the detailed plan of
Kiasar National Park in Mazandaran province. Environmental Protection Organization, 115 p. [In Persian].
Rocchinia, D., Vaclav P., Petrasova, A., & et al. (2017). Spatio-ecological complexity measures in GRASS
GIS. Computers & Geosciences, 104, 166-176. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cage0.2016.06.015
Rodriguez-Rodriguez, D., Larrubia, R., Sinoga, J.D. (2021). Are Protected Areas Good for the Human
Species? Effects of Protected Areas on Rural Depopulation in Spain. Science of the Total Environment.
763, 144399. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.144399

Roux, D.J., Smith, M.K.S., Smit, I.P.J., Freitag, S., Slabbert, L., Mokhatla, M.M., Hayes, J., Mpapane,
N.P. (2020). Cultural ecosystem services as complex outcomes of people—nature interactions in protected
areas. Ecosystem Services, 43, 101111. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2020.101111

Schirpke, U., Meisch, C., Marsoner, T., Tappeiner, U. (2018). Revealing spatial and temporal patterns of
outdoor recreation in the European Alps and their surroundings. Ecosystem Services, 31, 336-350.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2017.11.017

Seidzadeh, H., Rezaei, J., Hoseinzadeh, J., Pourhashemi, M., & Seyed Akhlaghi, S. J. (2022). The survey of
affecting factors on tendency to participation of local people in the restoration of Oak forests involved with decline
in llam Province. Ecology of Iranian Forest, 10(19), 136-145. (In Persian). http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/ifej.10.19.136
Sgroi, F. (2020). Forest resources and sustainable tourism: A combination for the resilience of the
landscape and development of mountain areas. Science of the Total Environment, 736, 139539.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.139539.

Sherrouse, B, Clement, J. M., & Semmens, D. J. (2011). A GIS application for assessing, mapping, and
guantifying the social values of ecosystem services. Applied Geography, 31(2), 748-760.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apge0q.2010.08.002

Siltanen, J., Petursson, J. G., Cook, D., & Davidsdottir, B. (2023). Evaluating economic impacts of
protected areas in contexts with limited data: The case of three national parks in Iceland. Journal of
Environmental Management, 342, 118085. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2023.118085

Soe, K. T., & Yeo-Chang, Y. (2019). Livelihood dependency on non-timber forest products: Implications
for REDD+. Forests, 10(5), 427. https://doi.org/10.3390/f10050427

Thapa, K., King, D., Banhalmi-Zakar, Z., & Diedrich, A. (2022). Nature-based tourism in protected areas:
A systematic review of socio-economic benefits and costs to local people. International Journal of
Sustainable Development & World Ecology, 29(7), 625-640. https://doi.org/10.1080/13504509.2022.2073616
Wang, T.C, & Chang, T.-H. (2007). Application of TOPSIS in evaluating initial training aircraft under a
fuzzy environment. Expert Systems with Applications, 33(4), 870-880. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eswa.2006.07.003
You, S., Zheng, Q., Chen, B., Xu, Z., Lin, Y., Gan, M., & Wang, K. (2022). Identifying the spatiotemporal
dynamics of forest ecotourism values with remotely sensed images and social media data: A perspective
of public preferences. Journal of Cleaner Production, 341, 130715. https://doi.org/10.1016/].jclepro.2022.130715

17


https://jes.ut.ac.ir/article_12334.html
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-012-0406-z
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2648.2003.02537.x
https://doi.org/10.22146/jik.v17i1.3839
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nexus.2023.100180
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0098300416301285#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0098300416301285#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0098300416301285#!
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cageo.2016.06.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.144399
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2020.101111
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2017.11.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/ifej.10.19.136
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.139539
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2010.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2023.118085
https://doi.org/10.3390/f10050427
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504509.2022.2073616
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eswa.2006.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2022.130715

Journal of Research and Rural Planning
Volume 14, No. 1, Winter 2025, Serial No. 48, Pp. 1-20

elSSN: 2783-2007

http://jrrp.um.ac.ir

ISSN: 2783-2791

Original Article |

S lwgy golgm @ (b (Wi sST sloial g golaidl Blbous oL )5l 9 o Lwld
T o135 ol dsos " G0V gl yhra ) s 0yl
ol ity (T ol s ol oSl S osle 5 rtign bl )

el iyl ws o oads olin 5 (55,505 pale olSitils ois JulCes Luiils .Y

Ol syl sl s olio 5 (55,5LaS psle olCils o5 5lis” slazdl ol F

b gusn 00

59 (53335 4] sam] ot 385 3 o 5 Slis
Sleas ale ol egyepl 505 co Do Bblio ol (sl sl
e sl Il sloolaiwl b crmds (slapiunwsST cloiz! g golaidl
A3l gl cal Il oo Caz )3 ke (S Wil e wiile
G gy ¥

3 el e SHb e 5 (S lapinsST oo Cnl 5o
wolaidl olas b))l cuz Sllllas dilie olscay ol pl Jlais
A ol pliwg) aals Glp b GpinsST sloixl o
Slacgaze Jolis alo dolisn,y 3l bz Blaal 4 olaws sl y
Ol 5o F eolail i molie 1 onlizl meinl slo el
Slaascs 5 Gllis S 5l La TP ol 5l eslil b aslas
bl b e eloizl g golaidl e slaas s (o slas L
SrSpeeds Sty I e Wl pojlil O b
TOPSIS) Jloayl Jool, 4 caalids ool s Slomazr 55 St 5 o
SleMbl ailol alsl jo 0 eolatwl o asli (ganioslsl sy
eloizl g (golatdl loas bl acdi ags gl (GIS) oLl e
ez 2 by gslyz Slp sl (o b (o (slaptanssS]
RGPV SR PPN

G gbvasdl Y

0l VY g goladl a3l Y colys jo a5 il plulis golassl
5 Wpdy b eS| Slas oLl ol (ele]
oyl il glasls a5 ol las mls WS (g5le ses
Sl dnwgs g Cblas jo oy, gaelyz oSl g adlie ¢ (0 585
ol 555 & s Slouat e pl e 5o | Caslyl Y
5 ooladl wloas L)l asds 3l Jol> mls ioren sl

doddo .Y
L L) as ..\A.M:La‘sn ).)§.A W)JM L> GJLDUKA sabcdslas d.IGLA.A
loas @l b olyan «pmeb slois,l 5 (siEsd Soeaiy
o oSl s olaisl (Kinp sla b)) 5 (oatensS]
Lis Gan b eascblis gblo gll onipe 5 5 Olsica
slojlwleinr Sy @le (FuiEeS (ormb GlaptansS]
S pde S8 g Wad oo Sl (Kum 8 Sless ple g Sty
ol b SpassST I8 3 s lame bl lejle
loodsy g Comslazns Sl dnwss s 5 Sl Jols oS L
ek laptanngS] G g Cueal Mgd oo Dgmine Sy59lsS]
9 sbe mhaw 5o Cu e cod bl i Olye @ e S L
ol sl eas Bl Caew, 4 byalS den o Sl
(shemeiangy Olas 5l glos S b (b (slapiugsS]
oland 5w oo &l Sludl aelez 4y 1) clozxl 5 (golaidl
ol Olid e 5l Ko Nsdoe ateese o] 5 goasie
e oS adle s @8ly g, adlyr wloss
Ol Silusiallys )3 (coge (1 &S 2Bl oo @Sl g oSS0 S
2 25dsn srmbalie Gl cblis o gl melsr oloz]
arg b GlapiawsS! Coles g cbla> cqz 3 Gla Lo
s ol 00t cllim o blis plo s o slbS,b & ok
o0 WS il e 5 b JSim pelaws 2alS s, (sblie ol (6,5 S b
call g il (eblis jgel lhaaie gy sl S s 5 ol
5 PSS 0970 g a1aS 18 blie (nl p3 50 g Latded (o (60
Gblis 5 Lo G L Coonl 5 psghe 5 wilise aels> il
ol ) cmlis ool sas o Jlo ol b ol 05,8 i o clslas

1] gimne b0 g3 K

> 0l iS5

Ol S Jysdrags LT olE23S b alis 008l (Sir wdige 5 psle 05,5 1]

Email: S.hosseini@Guilan.ac.ir : S xSl cons



Vol.14 Identification and Assessing Economic and Social Services .../ Hosseini et al.

SLEGEsy S 5 3l se pald | Leesls samaiz 5 ale
Wl oo a8 05 g0 o))l bl wBo g el Sl e ge e
Sl (o slos)l plo b)) lr o)l 268 plprea
S B o3l 3 50 5988 rhans 13 e Slapgrion ) g snbbli>
Supde Sgp S Sl B plaob)l e ale 0 00T
g5 rl 5l Jole @ls ol 093l WS el ol gl
BB o 2] o doe malgx (g5lwaiasles jo wilgh oo Olalllas
S kS dgee g sletzl el il (aeten
Sl 4 a2 55 (nlply 298 &3ly 5o oS )b (ool bl (LSLe
» pibolizl (9o (golatl glacus,b LS o el
oty grers SloptuasS] | S50 Cblis 5 ol dagi s
290

imersST elazzl 5 golatl Slons olaind :Wojly Wl
S I R e e

EUTEER )
(> 0)l) Jl ot gi (6555s b 5l aid Sy ol ragsy
pole oBtsls (rnl glin oaSails JKiz (pudige g psle 098
S OB wgs a5 cool SANRU) (55l (sl wlie 5 550l
S jlaors cblas losle (6,8 5l 5 oRils pl Jbo cyles

IRCEL PR KSR TR YIN $910,5 anl s o ol skl (5 5002

3OS YRV o VAV i 4 claizl o (golaidl acs
koot Slp camlio jlows aib 50 Sb (anl slapiasnsS]
oy UT e..\..asouLw ujLﬂ.ﬁ U‘-"l .J.S)‘é )‘)3 Slods )‘ LSJLL"’j) én‘?
coimmmwsS T Sloas &l)| o lS Lo SL golaidl cob b as
ROV N P UCES IV SRS N PR [P

G5 a9 cxy F

olatl a5l ulS Lo SHb b slapiannsSTmls Gl
395 4y sloial aus 4 cond 1) sl il 5l (g iy Zokaw
b apiansST a5 cul T 51 las pl el ool olas]
oS | golaidl Sleas &l o oYL s b Glls SL
S5 kS o S s laptssS] %0 ©liees
Ailgs o a5 Wl oS golaiBl Sleas a3l)l o YL ogilly
Cllgro Sgugn g ddlate (golaldl o) 4 (rors Cu pde Ojge o
5O ool ‘tscl‘“"'>| )Ja.m )‘ ‘J.\Ln.a O 0gd e GL?LA é.a‘?
sloanlp o gliss, adlsr Jlb oS Lo wile glaais;
sanlie oM (S L b lapianwsS] 5 Copie wblis
slasle 5o 5l 538 Gryaalin g axg wiejls o5 350
sla g, leolaiwl sls las iegh muls pisres cCwl layy 63
B P IRET)-- IV SEREE B SULPRRE e seee
Beds Julows el ¢ oLl Sledlbl aileles wiile ulos sla 3

Use your device to scan and
read the article online
-

[=] ey 1 [m]

How to cite this article:

Hosseini, S., Oladi, J. & Amirnejad, H. (2025). Identification and |Received: 06-04-2025
assessing economic and social services of the natural ecosystems to rural |Revised: 02-06-2025
communities. Journal of Research & Rural Planning, 14(2), 1-20.

http://dx.doi.org/10.22067/jrrp.v14i2.2411-1114

Date:

Accepted: 17-07- 2025
Available Online: 17-08-2025

19


http://dx.doi.org/10.22067/jrrp.v14i2.2411-1114

