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The Patterns for the Suitableof LandUsage in the Buffer Zone of
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Abstract

The suitability of plant growth to be used as quidance for the administration and land manage-
ment in buffer zone area of Khaokitchakood National Park within the distance of 1,000 meters from the
national park boundary was evaluated. The study was based on the characteristics of agricultural
ecosystem and production system including social economics. The findings revealed that the physical
and chemical properties of soil were similar in the whole area. However, phosphorus and potassium
which were different in various levels from low to very high. The highest Importance Value Index (IVI)
of plant species was that of pararubber plantation at 234.372. The highest Diversity Index value of
Species Richness of Shannon-Weiner's Index (H) of dry evergreen forest was 3.682. With regards to
economical benefit, agro-forestry was worth the most for investment. The Benefit-Cost Ration (B/C)
was 3.93 The highest Annual Net Present Value (ANPV) was that of the fruit orchards with 2,208 THB/
Rai/Year. Statistical results, indicated that agro-forestry and fruit orchards are preference as plants to

be grown in this buffer zone area of the national park.
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