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Figure 1- Satellite image of region one of Rasht city.
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Table 1. Average rainfall and temperature of Rasht city in 2016-2021 years (Source: Rasht airport
meteorological station in 2021).
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Average temperature (C° Average rainfall (mm) Months of 2016-2021

13.28 93.6 NEESERY March
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25.24 22.2 sls May
27.05 67.3 * June
25.62 43.6 sls 50 July
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Table 2- Important pests and diseases of ornamental flowering shrubs in the green space of region one of

Rasht.
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Figure 2. Studied plants (Source: Author).
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Table 3- Table of study index questionnaire guide.
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Table 4- Guide of how to evaluate priorities.
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Table 5- Plant prioritization questionnaire.

C 2
(8] >
~ A g 8 % 2
$28 B 4 L 248§
— — s
g5 S 2 % o> EY ED .. &8 5o
"3 -3 38 xz3 23929805138 3
H 2 - % 8§47 8% £ Wwe o d 3 & o 8
= c 9 "L S a € 2 T ) w= CD\% — Index
3 4@ L S 3 £ p 2 3 < S ¥ £, o
¥ 2 %) j\ %’—’U = 4 s 4 - ¢ 92 c 5 v, 2
B E L3 S S V" g ¥ E 5318 Mg B
S N 5 ° o n v o2 Y E = L
= . O c o © —_— Z
[a W z;b 'S (] :_’ > L oS
39 - 5 Aa
a 9 Plant

(06 Y sue ) ames s Lzl

Shrub rating (from 1 to 5)

hab':dg\s‘}
Loy Gy ol ks S e b axls g,j,\,:ftealExpertChoice S5 e s sheslial b (il e abedis Lo ol 3

o3l gl B 3l aazent s suad; gl (Saaty, 1984) ol s S gl (o ! SIS Saaty) sl

W) obleT g W5


http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2
https://flowerjournal.ir/article-1-217-fa.html

[ Downloaded from flowerjournal.ir on 2026-02-02 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2 ]

[ DOI: 10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93 ]

VAT SOV (160 5 OS5 IS

53 1y sy Jiles 015 o OF dowsy & ol (MCDM) o)lins i (6,8 aenad sl sy 51 S0 byl
HWang & ) ool sl plasil 5 1 alo o i (slols 5 4ty bbageist 53 (o 45, 40 45 5 S > Cilises 5o
:(Yoon, 1981

o e J835 )

2 bparls Gu il cpl 5o dile a5 5 bolae o S Cl sl Sl WSS G, cpl 45l 8
03 el G2l Cand a5 oLl il 3 wls LAl s 5 WS e D13 e o baay S5 oy
sdal ooy 055 Jold Jsdr 2T o s esls 13 J el 53 (0 B Y 6 jed) oLl )8 ol b Sl U J st
By andsh Gald A sl gl sl )

(s o 5l (S5l db ) s o Sl 055 ol (0 =Y

Shre 052w O Slagglys Sl o Eaome sl s 8 oS 55 e bl Dy nl 4 e SR 53 055 ke o
2 dsep ol Sllas pl sl e dny g Gl S5 RS el Sl @Bl 53 28 pl 53 pd s S
A Je SV Jsds 5o

X .
r=——2="—— (i=1..,m)

)

A3l g el a s Cond a8 a L3 Xij 5 el s Sl 03,5 Jla T QLS L aay S 0T )

N

e e Fle S5 N g
Table 6- Formation decision matrix.

c <
808 g 2
X 5 O = & ‘= 5 L3
= = <3 — ~ X [3) o T
g5 g £ 8 oo EY % 3£, 8 S
Y8e -3 3% x 3z 3 €13 D @ 3 j) 2 - 3 Ind
2 T W & ] © % £ W8 »d 3w > ¥ © naex
Lo © —3\ S 2, = 4 S 3 3 I \2 c S vz
W E L 3 3 S Y"a +E x5 is HME 8
S D S ° O » Y 3 Y = ) L oLE
1 ;. O o — - -
=33 = a3 "
A bt a Plant
|
Cercis ) ol

2.9 3.2 3.9 3.1 3.1 3.3 2.8 2.9 3.4 3.3 -
(siliquastrum

36 29 39 32 29 35 26 29 36 35  (Spiraeacrenata.) ...
31 28 38 3 3 35 3 31 35 34 (Viburnum opulus) ¢ 1.,

2.7 2.8 3.8 3 3 34 2.8 2.9 3.1 3.2 S S5

W) obleT g W5


http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2
https://flowerjournal.ir/article-1-217-fa.html

[ Downloaded from flowerjournal.ir on 2026-02-02 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2 ]

[ DOI: 10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93 ]

VAT SOV (160 5 OS5 IS

(Philadelphus coronaries)

Forsythia ) 5,5 b

2.8 27 35 2.4 2.4 3.1 2.2 3 3.3 3.8 . .
(intermedia
Lagerstroemia ) ¢,
35 3.4 45 3.7 3.9 4 3.3 4.3 4.2 45 -
(indica
Callistemon ) |, a2
3.1 3.9 4.4 3.2 3.3 3.7 3.7 3.9 3.9 4.4 _
(citrinus
ligustrum ) s .t
4.4 4.3 4.2 3.9 3.7 4.1 3.8 2.5 2.7 1.9
(texanum
3.7 37 39 38 31 37 31 42 39 39  (Neriumoleander).,; =
3.1 3.2 3.8 35 3 34 2.9 2.9 3.2 34 (Deutzia gracilis) L
Lantana ) =5 tals
3.4 2.9 41 3.1 2.9 3.3 3.2 4.1 3.9 45
(camara
Hibiscus ) =5 ez
3.7 3.1 4 35 3.2 3.9 3.3 4.1 3.9 4.3 .
(cyriacus
Chaenomeles ) .15 «
3.7 3 4 2.8 2.8 3.1 3 35 4 4.4 . .
(japonica
Pyracantha ) wisi
3.7 41 4.3 3.7 3.7 3.9 35 3 3.2 3.4 .
(coccinaea
Chimonanthus ) ~ §
3 3.1 3.7 3 3 34 2.7 2.8 3.7 34
(praecox
Spartium ) ..,
2.8 25 35 2.6 2.4 3.2 2.9 2.2 3.8 4.2 .
(junceum
Photinia ) (&K «) L
3.3 4.2 4.4 3.7 35 4.2 43 2.5 2.8 2.9
(serrulata
Weight) _==Ls 035
0.08 009 019 0.08 006 005 0.08 018 011 0.09 o
(indicator
Yo §

W) obleT g W5


http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2
https://flowerjournal.ir/article-1-217-fa.html

[ Downloaded from flowerjournal.ir on 2026-02-02 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2 ]

[ DOI: 10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93 ]

VAT SOV (160 5 OS5 IS

s 5l S5l b ) e o 5l 0357 ol (0 -V i

Table 7- Normalization of the decision matrix.

c L
. Q =] o
s 25 £ S .5 s
© 4] [ = — = D N 2] =
v 8 28 3% 53 22 9598 JF 1§ § e
= ® c .2 2 22 I % v = 5 Index
1T - S 3 3 5 7 -
= e 45 wg LE 42 TE 95 4% 5
S L3 3 o a2 YE IS o
@ 5 2 S et 5 L
[a) il) .
Plant
Cercis ) ol 4|
0.21 0.23 0.24 0.23 0.24 0.22 0.21 0.21 0.23 0.21 .
(siliquastrum
Spiraea ) o !
0.26 0.21 0.23 0.24 0.22 0.23 0.20 0.21 0.24 0.27
(crenata.
Viburnum)‘a,\,_
0.22 0.20 0.23 0.22 0.23 0.24 0.23 0.23 0.24 0.22
(opulus
S S
0.19 0.20 0.23 0.22 0.23 0.23 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21 Philadelphus )
(coronaries
255 ook
0.20 0.19 0.21 0.18 0.19 0.21 0.17 0.22 0.23 0.24 Forsythia )
(intermedia
SoF
0.25 0.25 0.27 0.27 0.30 0.27 0.25 0.32 0.28 0.29 Lagerstroemia
(indica
0.22 0.28 0.27 0.24 0.26 0.25 0.28 0.28 0.26 0.28 Callistemon )
(citrinus
dmg‘l-l
0.32 0.31 0.25 0.29 0.28 0.28 0.29 0.19 0.18 0.12 ligustrum )
(texanum
Vv ﬁ

W) obleT g W5


http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2
https://flowerjournal.ir/article-1-217-fa.html

[ Downloaded from flowerjournal.ir on 2026-02-02 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2 ]

[ DOI: 10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93 ]

VAT SOV (160 5 OS5 IS

0.26

0.22

0.25

0.26

0.26

0.26

0.22

0.20

0.24

0.27

0.23

0.21

0.23

0.22

0.30

0.23

0.18

0.31

0.23

0.23

0.25

0.24

0.24

0.26

0.22

0.21

0.27

0.28

0.26

0.23

0.26

0.20

0.27

0.22

0.19

0.27

0.24

0.23

0.22

0.25

0.21

0.28

0.23

0.18

0.27

0.25

0.23

0.22

0.26

0.21

0.26

0.23

0.21

0.28

0.24

0.22

0.25

0.25

0.23

0.27

0.20

0.22

0.33

0.31

0.21

0.30

0.30

0.26

0.22

0.20

0.16

0.19

0.26

0.22

0.26

0.26

0.27

0.22

0.25

0.26

0.19

0.25

0.22

0.29

0.28

0.29

0.22

0.22

0.27

0.19

Nerium ) o a3 =

(oleander

Deutzia ) L ss

(gracilis

S Lewer (%4
Lantana )

(Camara

ST s
Hibiscus )

(cyriacus

s
Chaenomeles )

(japonica

STy
Pyracantha )

(coccinaea

Chimonanthus )

(praecox

Spartium ) .l

(jJunceum

Photinia )

(serrulata

(e Fb 05,5 ,ls 059) 0980 b 2 b s Y

A SEss 5 g gl Gl s 4 3L s e Lbas 035 alos 4 36 LS 4 el B Sl 4 g L

wJSLaUV.:.Suﬂ JLdJ.: w;b‘ L b g;.w‘ GJ.AT A;v.ﬂbﬂ\..: )‘<.’.J LSLAJ_}‘))\‘\SLA‘)L:M Q)} J..ab rg (..)J-l)b ‘JJ ‘JJ‘J

W) obleT g W5


http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2
https://flowerjournal.ir/article-1-217-fa.html

[ Downloaded from flowerjournal.ir on 2026-02-02 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2 ]

[ DOI: 10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93 ]

V=NxW

VAT SOV (160 5 OS5 IS

L astls (gl podel s 0 (slaisss 3l (g lad o le SOW 5 Slrs 035 N 03550 elidie o w5l V Jge 2 opl 3

Al
D12 055 mbds (g e Fle s —A J gl
Table 8- Determination of weightless scale matrix.
c e
) L " =] o
= A 5 g 5 £ c
£33 2 5 o-29% 3% 0% 5 ..
178 22 3% yg 2 £498 2858318 535
_;L_/ .5 5 33: 5.5 a4t 2T =)"5\3 E’\% 5 Index
W D@, ,3\ e » = 3 &5 - = 3 S st = Y =
vy k= > 8 [ORNe} Y = ‘gv = N g o a‘g QL o
S I S 2 S @ B ov 2 43 3 m
S s < 3 L
= 3 gty
-
Plant
Cercis ) ol |
0.02 0.02 0.04 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.04 0.02 0.02 .
(siliquastrum
Spiraea ) o .|
0.02 0.02 0.04 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.04 0.02 0.02
(crenata.
Viburnum ) ¢l
0.02 0.091 0.04 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.09 0.04 0.02 0.02
(opulus
oS5
ST
0.01 0.02 0.04 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.04 0.02 0.02
Philadelphus
(coronaries
255 ot
0.02 0.02 0.04 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.04 0.02 0.02 Forsythia )
(intermedia
SoF
0.02 0.02 0.05 0.02 0.09 0.01 0.02 0.06 0.03 0.03  Lagerstroemia )
(indica
002 002 005 002 001 001 002 005 003 002 Callistemon)
(citrinus
V44

W) obleT g W5


http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2
https://flowerjournal.ir/article-1-217-fa.html

[ Downloaded from flowerjournal.ir on 2026-02-02 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2 ]

[ DOI: 10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93 ]

VAT SOV (160 5 OS5 IS

0.03

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.03

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.01

0.02

0.05

0.04

0.04

0.05

0.04

0.04

0.05

0.04

0.04

0.05

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.01

0.02

0.02

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.02

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.01

0.02

0.02

0.03

0.06

0.04

0.05

0.05

0.05

0.04

0.04

0.03

0.03

0.02

0.03

0.02

0.03

0.03

0.03

0.02

0.02

0.03

0.02

0.01

0.02

0.02

0.03

0.02

0.03

0.02

0.02

0.02

0.02

shda b
ligustrum )

(texanum

Nerium ) . a3 =

(oleander

Deutzia ) Ls s

(gracilis

S Lewall
Lantana)

(Camara

J"}'); PN
Hibiscus )

(cyriacus

s
Chaenomeles )

(japonica

S|
Pyracantha )

(coccinaea

Chimonanthus )

(praecox

soslb
Spartium )

(junceum

Photinia )

(serrulata

4

W) obleT g W5


http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2
https://flowerjournal.ir/article-1-217-fa.html

[ Downloaded from flowerjournal.ir on 2026-02-02 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2 ]

[ DOI: 10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93 ]

VAT SOV (160 5 OS5 IS

Sl as g Sl Jo ol -8
Al o Sl e slaslas (51 5 Ot s 5SS Ll ST S 5 e 052 4l
el s O e 58 55 e OloyT Ll e JL &S slaslas (gl —
L AT o SKan Sl o ) e Gloyl oy Ll ol o 2ty 5 (A (o Saw Sl o 2g) oo Sloyl o el
A" =1 (maxv, ‘j eJy).(minv|j €d,)fi =1,2,..,m
il .:' &LA)I 4.%‘)§
A =1 (minv, i €3)). (maxvy|j €3,)[i =1.2,...,m
A;:(vf,v;,...,vrf)
Ay =(Viv,,.v,)
el 0 ool Ol b et ls lad p 0LLS Sleyl a5 oyl = 4 o)led Jsd 3
B PR IR VR PO PR L S PR

Table 9- Finding the ideal and anti-ideal solution.

0.02 Sl
0027 0027 0051 0024 0018 0013 0026 005 003 ° +A ol
Idea
HPNIR
0016 0016 004 0015 0011 00l 0013 003 0019 00 Ao o
1 Anti-ideal

Sl as 5 Sl o 5l dol aulons -0

O dsdr s cald jetls i a3l i 5 cute Olal 5l au S s ol o5 daly oalud pods s ol s
sy SGosde w4 Lasld cpl sl s A awbe o adaly bl s Sl (aen) a0 S e laal e 0L
Al n 43S 0T 655 5 ol sl

ol ol @lsl a1 o3l a5 e w38 5 it Gl o ol sl Bl aliols el y ahsls w3100
el sty 3 g e A S 5 e

AR

W) obleT g W5


http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2
https://flowerjournal.ir/article-1-217-fa.html

[ Downloaded from flowerjournal.ir on 2026-02-02 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2 ]

[ DOI: 10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93 ]

VAT SOV (160 5 OS5 IS

il Sl as = sl dobdin 5 bl = 5l dols di*

:Mwwﬂjc))y@jjeﬁ})J_ﬁ“ﬂ)g&lﬁ)‘_

Co=— Y (i=12..m)
(di +d;")
Al e 4 S ol Cialasly al s
wipe G0 A =0 g A AT e, T B O L AEA

pp el 505 K w0l i lie sl 055 JT el ooy 0 A a8 8 cpl oo (s

(OLald) baay ;5 (g 45, -

J= 4 cald 7 ST psee 3> bl 2 Ci Jos i plal  (OLLS) by 5 sy 4,y e ol 5o
A el £ Sl EXCel il 5 Sl eslinal L7 Sl

o g s

M 5 slaasps oLl s -

AnS )5 codd oy a3 WY Obe Sl aS sl OUS ek ul 0 e ) C,LJ () Slaams s ae o
4SS e e P A e ady VT oo b st aded am s Jul A, VAN ol i L6 8
(mmad Sl o3ly olantl s LSl Sl polex s e glaas,s VY 5 VYT Cuss b ocs S
(8 JK8) 55 ap ol 5l 2T as, /M4 oo U sl s s

S aled s b ol Slasat i b ol Gl oy 3550 Slaamt s 3 1 a5, e 3VL S (65 e
lad DLl 8 SR 5 Slel VG /Y oy b a S b 5 1Y i b a8 Se Ik 870 oy L S
< el Ll g5 apt o e 3 e Gbssl 4 ke gla ags ol ol st 4 (g ed e
ol lsysm e 53 S35 Gl ol Csllae 5 Capmee Sl ety ol WSS s o ol esls 0L R
Hilbert et al., ) wsls oo (5 g oo (sUid olin |, OF olS ) O35 pslie s 4 p3 e Al 5 (Harp et al., 2021)
A3l e 3 m A 5 S 5 Sl Sk vl Sl il ity S it g 5L = s LI s i s ol (2020
D aded amt s oS s 0l Sl IR 3530 oy G IUT s 03 1 VL Sl 48 s ame
0393 Aokt u o b IS ) olos e 180 oo b i olos et ls @S cnl 53 ib e (VY o)

Sl e oS S o b DLl S oS Sl (6 mi Slslaal FUAY oy s b a IS fad 5 aulS

WY

W) obleT g W5


http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2
https://flowerjournal.ir/article-1-217-fa.html

[ Downloaded from flowerjournal.ir on 2026-02-02 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2 ]

[ DOI: 10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93 ]

VAT SOV (160 5 OS5 IS

Ul 2l - Slds w53 s e U8 S OL glalad 5 SO slalad SLbI s oS sl 0L )
oslinal Jhie gld 5 (S5 m ol gln spd aed s (5 5 ol e 3) 05 GS) sl A slek S
o 0 2t QLS w53 3ol 3 s OIS 5 Sles SLL edae 5L 55wt s opl (Naroei & Yal, 2021) 5y
IS S s (IS oy sk 5w gla el st ps nl 0335 35 OF 51 CVY (g p ) e 45
Zare ) Al o (o5h 4 pslie olS ol los sy haal ozl SLls (YA 5 ¥/4 £/YY) adlS fad e Lo s
e s b gl ele shs G Olge 4 Ll5 o 1sn ST Lo Wb olS -l cies (Zadeh et al., 2017
ol o= Jl= 5 (Watson, & Bai, 2021; Zhuang et al., 2021) 555 s 4o 5 O o gl iS5 &S Jas (5,5 it
s 5l oS SlalS piomen Wilo ssmse oy Lgd L ooy g SHL Ollbs L s amas s
AN A, b Cs s a sl 5 a5 W85 ) el sy gls I3 Ll s amlalsy k) oluls,ls
s syt (g meS b ol sl olubia s s 5l a8 LS o VY 5 /XY

) e s 5 el glpasle sb)l mlk Y

Jad 5 A 035 b S e b N 055 L e ol atla XSS s eld s gla et ls o
5 i p) el men ¥USE 53 sl ol s a y pae B ) ads g 4 o) O3 L aalS
oY olasl ) (Bl o s S il Olulia 8 L 5l e/eN 50 /00 sladss L1, 2T leas (gl asla
S S a0y ol 5 la e ls Ol ol sl il o 38 S lsde ol Sl a5 Ll o3 5
Ll Sl 5 5

st 0313 035 op faS ol i 05 5 O35 e SVL s (S5 b b gl b e e b s e ol
ol sy DS &S Wil e S S5y e 5 bastli o i 5 5eeh (A llS Juls e ol Okl s oo
O35 la b ol 5o B Slos cwamen s 1) O35 (565 o8 S L LS 5 055 VL bls i
i dib o a5y SV Gl Ol S, @ oog Ky oais b Oboser 5 5558 S 5 K, i L 0balS
SAVL 035 sbls ol 5 658 Gamarls sl Gls ObLS s olS p 5 5 bl Ols) o ke ol I
G eSSl a3 5l a S 13 2T a5, o olulis,lS o 5l &S wliily slelxs .(Abbasi, 2014) wib e

LS e /00 5 /N g5 LS 54 ages s CUJJ;&J;&;’-LL Ry o la s Gl

WY

W) obleT g W5


http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/flowerjournal.7.1.93
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.26765993.1401.7.1.7.2
https://flowerjournal.ir/article-1-217-fa.html

[ Downloaded from flowerjournal.ir on 2026-02-02 ]

VAT SOV (160 5 OS5 IS

Pruning (Topiary) s,d; »-,» I 0.084

Deciduous and EVergreen se ju atues 5 )l IS 0.086
Landscape aesthetics |l L) I 0.188

Crown cover zi :ss I 0.084

Branching cos 45l: IS 0.059

L)4>
Index

Shrub height axcs s ¢ls,|  IEE—— 0.047
Leaf color and Leaf texture 5, il 3 S, GGG 0.077
Duration of flowering  »u5 <o Jsb I 0.185
Flowering season .l |- IS 0.106

Flower color 5 %, s 0.093
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14 0.16 0.18 0.2
09
Weight
s Gl s uﬁ})}' L) 039 -Y JS‘:‘
Figure 3- Weighting by AHP method.
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Abstract

Ornamental flowering shrubs have a special place in urban landscapes. Appropriate selection
of these plants according to ecological and aesthetic criteria can help to improve and develop
the performance of the urban landscape. A lot of research has been done on the selection of
plants in green space. But less research has been done to examine the aesthetics of ornamental
flowering shrubs. Identification and prioritization of ornamental flowering shrubs in region 1
of Rasht city is addressed in this research, according to experts’ evaluation. In this study, the
combined approach of AHP-TOPSIS was used to prioritize the indices and rank the shrubs.
The results of this study showed that Lagerstroemia indica has the first rank according to 10
indicators among 17 shrubs. Using the AHP-TOPSIS method is a good way to select a shrub.
The findings of this research, based on identification of 10 indices and 17 shrubs, showed that
among the indices, the landscape aesthetics index with a coefficient of 0.188 and flowering
period with a coefficient of 0.185, ranked first and second, respectively. Also, shrub height
index and branching with weights of 0.047 and 0.059 gained the last ranks. Among the
shrubs, Lagerstroemia indica with a coefficient of 0.791 gained first rank, and Callistemon
citrinus and Nerium oleander with coefficients of 0.732 and 0.722, gained second and third
ranks in the green space of the Rasht city from the view of experts. Philadelphus coronaries
and Spartium junceum with coefficients of 0.321 and 0.309, had the last ranks. Therefore, this
method can be used to select plants in the urban landscape in similar regions.

Keywords: Aesthetic index, Landscape aesthetics, Green space, AHP-TOPSIS.
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