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Table 1- Combined analysis (mean squares) for different levels of conservation and scale of sampling on mean species
richness of Ghorkhod protected area and Golestan National Park
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Ghorkhod protected area (_..) and Golestan National Park (_)
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Fig. 4- Rank abundance of plant species in A) Ghorkhod protected area and B) Golestan National Park
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Fig. 5- SHE analysis of plant species in A- Ghorkhod protected area and B- Golestan National Park
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Fig. 6- Rank abundance of plant families in A- Ghorkhod protected area and B- Golestan National Park
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