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INTRODUCTION RESULTS

It iIs generally agreed that the choice of the most suitable uses based in soil and climatic factors,
complemented with socio-economic criteria, promotes sustainable use of rural land. Agroforestal
management aims to choose the land uses according to soil suitability, contributing to an integrated and
economically sustainable use of the land. The unprecedented expansion of human need for resources
requires an approach to decisions regarding land use that would ensure the maintenance of biodiversity
and sustainable natural resource utilization for the continued delivery of ecosystem services.

Land suitability analysis is an evaluation/decision problem involving several factors. The Analytic L‘*Dge;fmpams Legend
Hierarchy Process - AHP is a multi-criteria tool considered to be relevant to nearly any ecosystem =" E::mpa.mes
management application that requires the evaluation of multiple participants or complex decision-making 5 %:
processes are involved. — — L.

This work was intended to search for the suitable areas which can be exploited for agroforestal land uses
In the subregion of Beira Interior Sul. In this research, site suitability analysis was carried out using GIS
and the AHP as multicriteria decision analysis (MCDA) technique.
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The different layers were classified in three suitability levels: low or no suitability (1), medium suitability (2)
and high suitability (3). After creating layers resulting from the reclassification in suitability levels, the
general suitability for each land use was performed using the Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP).

Pairwise comparison is performed based on
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