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Abstract: Tree growth and the architecture were studied on the planted seedlings at enrichment plantation site, Peninsula
Malaysia. Two dipterocarp species, Dipterocarpus baudii (Db) and Neobalanocarpus heimii (Nh) were selected. Tree growth
of the both species was no differences between dark (canopy openness < 25%) and open site (canopy openness > 25%) at the
31 months after planting. However, there were significant differences on the growth and crown shape when we compared the
data with canopy openness in the begging of planting (canopy openness: <15%, 15-25%, >25%). Db and Nh showed high
growth rate in the middle light level. And Db had flatter crown in the dark and blight light level. These results indicated that
light environment in the beginning is important for the tree growth and the architecture.
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Figure -1. Comparison of relative growth rate of height
(RGRh) and diameter (RGRd) under different canopy
openness. (Mean = SE)
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Figure-2. Comparison of relative growth rate of height
(RGRh) and diameter (RGRd) under different canopy

openness in the beginning of planting. (Mean = SE)
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Figure-3. Fluctuation of tree height growth rate under

different canopy openness. (Mean =+ SE)
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Figure-4. Relation between tree height and crown depth.
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Figure-5. Relation between crown width (Wc) and crown
depth (Lc). Upper: Comparison by canopy openness at 31
months after planting. Lower: Comparison by canopy

openness in the beginning of planting. (Mean = SE)
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