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3- Adaptive Managment
4- Ecosystem Sustianbility
5-Learning On Doing

6- Uncertainties

7- Deep Uncertainty
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1- Set-up Phase

11- Iterative phase

12 Problem Assessmen
13- Design

14- Implementation
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1- Learning Oriented

2- Incermental Learning

3- Single-Loop Learning

4- Episodic Learninig

5- Double-loop Learning

6- Tranformational learning
7- Triple-Loop Learning

8- Evolutionary

9- Monitoring
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1- Evaluation
2- Adjustment
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4- Best Management Practices (BMB)
5- Low Impact Development

6- Land Use Planning

7- Optimization
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1- Regulating
2- Provisioning
3- Supporting
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The lack of sustainable management of natural resources is one of the fundamental challenges to which
societies and governments are faced and should be therefore addressed more seriously in the future. Hence,
effective management of nature and environment requires a coherent and a knowledge-based structure,
enough, reliable and up-to-date information. Accordingly, adaptive management is a landmark to achieve
sustainable resource management. However, applicability of watershed adaptive management has not
been assessed yet. The present study therefore aims to apply the watershed adaptive management consists
of identifying the problems, designing, implementing measures, monitoring, assessing the ecosystems
conditions and finally adjusting approaches. It is further planned to develop appropriate conceptual model
for the adaptive management at the watershed scale. The performance will be then compared to that of the
application of conventional measures. Towards this, the details of different sectors of adaptive management
will be designated based on scientific standards and bases. Accordingly, assessment of watershed health,
diagnosis of appropriate strategies, implementation of low impact and best management practices and
ultimately performance evaluation will be taken place in the present Study.
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