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A study and comparison of growth rate across different class sizes of Handroanthus

chrysanthus in the Royal Park Rajapruek, Chiang Mai

2
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Abstract

This study aimed to investigate and compare the growth rates of Handroanthus chrysanthus across different
class sizes within the Royal Park Rajapruek, Chiang Mai. Data were collected from 659 individual trees. The
Absolute Growth Rate (AGR) for both diameter at breast height (AGR.DBH) and total height (AGR.H) was
analyzed, and statistical significance was tested using One-way ANOVA followed by Tukey's HSD post-hoc
test. The results revealed that different class sizes significantly influenced the average growth rates at a highly
significant statistical level (P < 0.001). Regarding stem diameter growth (AGR.DBH), the small class size (0 - 5
cm) exhibited the highest average growth rate (0.46 + 0.50 cm/year) due to highly active meristematic tissues
in the juvenile stage, while the medium class size (5 - 10 cm) showed the lowest growth rate (0.23 + 0.29
cm/year). Conversely, regarding height growth (AGR.H), the large class size (> 10 cm) achieved the highest
average growth rate (0.55 + 0.55 m/year) to compete for natural light, followed by the medium class size (0.34

+ 0.41 m/year), and the small class size was the lowest (0.21 + 0.28 m/year). For the relationship model

© ROUAUANE

shudnaen daudas ieiaunslng bildfuengnduaednuainesanddnvinlaaifinaa



w unaASEgunaAnE rannswennsihliuaznisdnms

| oA =
fuii 1 dnnsdnmn 2568

Enerta
“inigy ¥
FORESTRY www.forest-mju-cm.com

UNANMNASEAUNAANEN

between the diameter in 2023 and the height in 2025, the medium class size (5 - 10 cm) demonstrated the
highest rate of height increase per unit of diameter growth (Slope = 0.94) to accelerate height elongation
above urban obstructions. Although the coefficients of determination were low to moderate (R2 =0.14-0.27),
the developed predictive equations can serve as foundational data to estimate tree height from DBH and
support future urban tree management. However, overall growth rate studies may require multifaceted
considerations, as the relationship analysis might reflect trends that differ from the variance analysis when

evaluating DBH and height of Handroanthus chrysanthus separately.

Keywords: Handroanthus chrysanthus, growth rate, DBH

unAnsa
= daldn/ & Aﬂl =S = = o a a £ A a al
nsAneRdRlszasAiNaAn e uarilTeuaudnanisiasaiAuinuessunaesduine

(Handroanthus chrysanthus) luusiazdasduaanin nalugnanunasssangns Aadadaslud iiudeyasi

LWABNBULANAIUIN 659 i tAgzIidRsnIsiastulAuTndNysal (AGR) 999aua Ul AL NANAEUR

ay

sAUAN (DBH) WATANNEIIN (H) LANAGRLNINATAALE One-way ANOVA Uaz Tukey's HSD HANISANEN

T

wudn FurapuiafunnsasiudiasadnsanisesnyduinedaeteiliadrAtydonneads (p < 0.001) Tae

AUIUNARFIU (AGR.DBH) Fuamaldn 0 - 5 3. Admnsinisiaseyidnlaiedngafign (0.46 + 0.50 #a./1l) 1iagain

\WaitlarasyAuiageludtiend aneiduaunngns 5- 10 98, Hénsnfulna1ngn (0.23 + 0.29 #u./Al) lunig

(7

AU AUANES (AGR.H) wusnduawalug) > 10 93, Adnsnisimaulneasgeaign (0.55 + 0.55 Lwms/i)

LA LN TN LA AN EIINTNR FAIANNIARTULLIANANG 5 - 10 B3 (0.34 + 0.41 1HA/Al) wazduauInLan o -

a

5 3. fNN4A (0.21 +0.28 WA AMILULLANABIANNANRLTIENINIWIARIFY 14 T W.A. 2566 LATAIINES

o 1 WA, 2568 ANgNAWIANAIY 5 - 10 T, HeRsnsivtANgasianiannis (Slope) 1n¥iga (0.94) tie

Q

272 1
] v v o A o o K

e AR uAIN A9 T mE e Tl AN sz@nsnisdndnla (R = 0.14 - 0.27) agfluseausinalunana

[
=

auntsngnsaiimunIuansalfidudeyaiugiulunisainaziunningaainad DBH wazaiuayunis
o v v A ' 1 =3 =) o a a v a

aunudnnssuliiiessall atnglsfinnn nisAnwdnaaniaasgiivinlaeninsanenasdesiatsonlunane

wiyx againuanisasyianduiusanassieuuw iuaunns9a nuani A zianulslsuile

WANTUIUENTENIN DBH WAZANAILDIAULIARIE AT

AdNATY: AuABsRIAY dRsniaastyAnTs WukugudnatsanfunszAuan
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a

FuMaesduLAe (Handroanthus chrysanthus) wWuldgusuawiaannananeiienlgnidulddsesy

a

dl v 4 al e J 2% % o dJ XK o a ¥
Wasanldinendudssdndoaanuiazanuisonusean nuiauaale luss auvile AUNNIZANNUANDINALUATDY

o

westlszmalng TnaaniznisiduldidszdunuuiazacuansisnsivaiinAMAI A B ITALLAZd914THN 13
Viainan (Royal Park Rajapruek, 2022) wanannil sulsdlunumdesdaiunuimdranylunisgeaduuaziniiy

Afuaulneanlds GedasanuansznuainnislasuulasaningianniAuasivuaunnaswnden luisies
(Nowak and Crane, 2002) nhsiastyiiuTnasssulilununidesinlafusnsnaanansusnunuargluuunis
o dl 1 o d! v a a a % o o =3 & v 3 1

Jan13NuAnsinaiu deenadena inasasyivindsdasaiuasdnaniwlunisinifiuesfueuessiulduansi

Auluwsasiud (Liang and Huang, 2023)

am3n1aiaseyiiuindnysnd (Absolute Growth Rate; AGR) A9 FRIINTANTLBIAN AN ULITIUTN B

'
o

A5 1A UT 190N 1EA TAEAMU AN NHARNT0 AN TR A9 MANIAB9TI91987 1N IRIBTZELII0N TIUEAINNT
At asresnalumisaads Tuaudnun s AGR fautszifiuandneuslnssairsansduls Inaianiy
sunaduthuguinansd fuiissfuanuguRasenviaunadudwauinansarduiiszsuan (Diameter at
Breast Height; DBH) LﬁmmﬂLﬂuﬁquﬂiﬁf‘fmiﬁ’w’mmﬂLmﬂ%’mﬁ@umm?‘zyL'r?mfmmiﬁﬁuﬁuiﬁ@ﬂ'wmmmm

(Jiang et al., 2022)

- A Ao = = { A~ 3 - = ° o
@mmwm\ﬁwwqﬂmﬁuwuwamelummm\mﬁﬂw UNUNTIN 74.88 LENANT LASHUNUINANATY

o

o & o L]

AutilaAINEN N1y indRUENT LATNIINAINLLTATNA (Worawetchakun et al., 2022) NNFANHILAL

a

wWisuisudnanisasgiiuinaessuld arnasnirldldaduayunisdbhnasuazguasuldluiuinldatng

o

A K

winnzas danisrasduesulsepe AnmuaruBuuiaudnsnisasaiuinresuiraesauns Tuusay deedy

|
a s a =

d‘ g 2 ¥ @ A o a a ‘ﬂl =3 1 v 2% ﬂl a A 1
AuAMNIALNa NG UANR T IUNIY MHDLZH"IILHQLﬂﬂﬁJ‘ﬂﬁl?Wﬂ’\?L“]iﬁyLﬁ]UIMV]?’J@L?Qﬂﬁ’?mullll‘lluqﬂ‘ﬂu"'] a3 9virald

a &9

A [ v =3 A L4 16 a 1 1 o dl ¥ o o a v ¥ ¥ a
vise lddrdudanvizesulunifimulnld LL[?]ﬂ[?]WQﬂuLW’E]FLW?l@U?UﬂUﬁ??N‘mﬂﬂlﬂﬂmuvl,llLL@Z:ﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬂi‘:ﬁE!ﬂmﬂLﬂ\‘i’]u‘ﬂN QMK

(7

o 5o v @

@zﬁﬂuLLurﬁﬁﬁJﬁﬂﬂﬂqwsluﬂ’lﬁ‘ﬁxﬂﬁdﬂ'l@%')ﬂqwLL@:@’]@ﬁﬁquﬁﬂUﬂ’]iﬂﬂLﬂ‘].lﬂ’]ﬁe"i_l‘ﬂu ﬂ’]i‘LﬁN%uﬁl@\ﬂquﬁLﬁuﬂj’]u
s o v d‘ o al o o e a o QI 4? o < 5 dl ¥
@Juﬂﬂ@’m@’]ﬁ]uﬂ?tﬂu@ﬂi\lﬁ')’]m@ﬂwuﬁLﬁ\'i‘].l')ﬂﬂ‘].lﬂ’]ﬁ‘LWN?.lu%lﬂﬂﬂ’?i‘ﬂﬂl,ﬂllﬂ'??‘]_lﬂu (Chave et al., 2014) L‘W’aim

dudayasivayunisdnnisuazguasulilununetnqmunzas

A8n1gA U UIY
NUNANE
= Ho a e o L ° P o o , & A
nsAnEtlauiunisnnelugnanunaesang Ny Auaudiies enelies Savdae il Aun

v
o

Wavium 468 15 3 971 10 A151991 (Uszanns 468 '19) (Figure 1)
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Figure 1. Layout-of Royal Park Rajapruek

maiiudayauaznisiiaszidays

£

1. nqurned e ldlun1sAne Ae Aumdesduinsluiungnaunasesangny Inadniaen

1
o 1 =

[ 2
v ¥ o £

nzAunidaysanysnfuarideyadounasluil 2566 auuradl 659 Fu
2. maiiudaganiraus darduseussansiuiseiuan (GBH) NszAlAYN4 1.30 1. UazdnAIN
89994 (H) tne/ldmnidn uazndesinmanngs

3. nMsdnzddayauazannisnldnniiunisruinuasiinasvideyalaadscyneldannis

o X

WM Aaid
3.1 nsauanmnsnsnsasyFulalunsAnsiluanais snsnisesoiuiaduy sl
mQQLﬁuﬂﬁu@uﬂrﬁ’]ﬁuﬁ?:ﬁU'ﬂﬂ (Absolute growth rate of diameter at breast height; AGR of

DBH) (Jiang et al., 2022)

AGR = (X,—X,)/ (t, -,
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X, = ANRALLIN A ALIANIR LA 1 1nanEnEu (1) X, = AasreanIsasaALinidnla
U ANAUER (1) UaT L, — t, = svazaadldlunsAnen (1w thew vise 1) Tae t, - t, = 2 (Toyadl
W.A. 2568 - dayall w.A. 2566)

3.2 nsaemzsiaanuudslsaulaeld One-way ANOVA uae WFauiiauAnaLAnsese

ARLEAT Tukey's HSD el FaLiaLANuANGNe898RINIs@s AL In e Ui ugueai s
NszAven WarEnINIATUALINTRIAINGS T2 TNTUANNTAFNG

NANISIALUAZIANTL

mnm‘sﬁmamqLL‘Li\wi'N%ummeImﬂHLﬁuﬂm@uﬂ‘nmqzi’ﬂﬁuﬁixﬁmﬂ (DBH) 229511 ARIR LA
§11491 659 F1 WLTLAINTA 0 - 5 1. Teuaudulsl 449 #u sesadunAetuAIAlR 5 - 10 Tu, 41191 131 fu
LazduAIATiNANALY 10 a1, (>10) a1U3U 79 A1 (Figure 2) TaannARRNRUNANELRY Lee of al. (2024) 7
mmudffﬁmqm%wmmﬁumnumﬂmqmﬁfauﬁqm’mmeﬁh\mmﬂqqmqmemwn’mfﬁmLﬁu‘lmmf;’]’u”Lﬁ i

a

Wudneasswu el el lunund@aomnnes

Number of trees in each class size

500
I

449

Number
300 400
| 1

200
1

100
\

79

05 5-10 =10
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Figure 2. Distribution of the number of trees by class size.

gmsnisasauAniaduysainaunduliugutnaa FunsTAuan NsvAuANT 95 % 1896

v

WABIBUALTULLIALEN (0 - 5 TN.) 28751919 0.41 - 0.51 T3./1] FUBBIANA (5 - 10 TN.) BETLNIN90.18 -

0.29 431/ wazdusalug (> 10 93 ) 9gjsendne 0.27 — 0.41 g/l
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A1NNMTAAITHANLLTLTIUNURYY (One-way ANOVA) e9dmInIsiasayAuinduysnlaesuin
WurnugudnansafunszAuan (AGR.DBH) 189funaedauiae Auunauduaunainin (Class size) Auau

3 du wuIduauIaRLANATudNasasns N seTAulneAtat 1 lsd1 ATy Beneala (F = 14.38, p <

Il v
A o

0.001) HaMNILFHLALUAMNLANANIEAREAT Tukey's HSD W1 FuawIm 0-5 4. HERsN1a@styiFLin

NNURREGINAR (0.46 + 0.50 1a./1)) TaHANNUANFNBENTNTEAATYN AT A AuduauIA 5-10 93, T9ldRsINIg

Q (7

'
a

waryAL T Nga (0.23 + 0.29 gu./d) Tuanieiduauin > 10 o, JensnisesoAuineaawindu 0.34 +

)

¥ v
° v o o

0.30 au./1 TluneadanudnliiauuansnsasnedliadAty (p > 0.05) AURITUIUNA 0-5 Tu. LazTUIUA 5-

10 9u. (Table 1)

' ¥ '
el Al o o

o M I ' PO & oA a X Al o = o
muhﬂu‘ﬁuﬂuﬁm@ﬂ@qiummﬂLFJ']')‘V]NL‘LA@LEI@L@TQ_J (Camblum) WﬂquQQQQNﬂQﬂﬂﬁ‘i'ﬂqﬁqﬁ'uﬂzv‘l@\?\mu

1
o ' ¥ o a o

doulunylU i lunnsrensaninafunazafnssuusngiuniuacieu senadesiunuddeaaes Russo et al.

(2014) RAnwFulfifeswaznudn duldndau adnazignsniainaureswaduiuAugnane NszAuan
(DBH) Wwiafidusmsaifretrasudailanauiusuldninugas dountsfduaninlve) (> 10 90.) ndunnd

gngn9tAn e lseiuduau na et s AATYIN iinAINANEUzIaN z B LN gNE WA TN LT W

a

anugnssusidle sulfaualugiasiaiufanssutingednenidss@nsnan wiu nsanslddanaguds inldszuy

o

snuEndNaNInRainsIRaIuIslaetnANN danafeeilnan sANEa8Y Lind et al. (2012) NEUTUIN N9

o = o - = & oA A = oy o Y
AuATNEININNTAuUaTadt AN ANaNy st asARluNuNes iuuilsludadenda el Audsvaeslidns

naasguALIangmnTnsessiulisualvuglldanmnag

Table 1. Comparison of absolute growth rate of diameter at breast height (AGR.DBH) of Handroanthus

chrysanthus among different class size.

Class size (cm) Number AGR.DBH * SD (cm/year) F P-value
0-5 449 0.46 + 0.50° 14.38 <0.001"
5-10 131 0,23+ 0.29°
> 10 79 0.34 £ 0.30™

Remark; Different letters indicate significant differences at P < 0.05 (Tukey’'s HSD), *** = significantly

difference at P < 0.001, 0 - 5 = small size, 5 - 10 = medium size, > 10 = Large size
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8m9n191830 AL TN ANYININI9AINGINITALANTENY 95 % TevFuARIEUAETUIUIALAN (O - 5
T3.) Bg1I19 0.19 - 0.24 wWrs/A Furanand (5 - 10 @) 8721914 0.27 — 0.41 wrs/Al uwazduaunlug (>

10 i ) BYIEUIN 0.43 — 0.68 LuA19/1

A1NN19IANZHANNLLTLIIUN ALY (One-way ANOVA) 248RIINIIATEYLAL IRANY TINN9AIINGS

(AGR.H) 184F111A8981L A A4 BNANNTUIUIAAINIA (Class size) A1 3 T1 WLUINTUIUIAN WANFANIATY

'
o o A o

mm@ma@mf]ma‘mimLmuimmqmmmm@mmq HadnAtyEeneans (F = 33.3, P < 0.001) 1Ha911N"9

L‘Iﬁ‘ﬁlllLV]EI‘]Jﬂ']"]NLLﬁ]ﬂE]’]\‘ii’]EIﬂﬂ"JEQﬁ ukey's HSD wmfmmqmima‘mmuimmqmmmmmﬂummummﬂu

o o

m’mLLﬁmm"mﬁu@ﬂﬁ\iﬁﬁﬂmmmmmﬁﬁﬁwum Imﬂﬁummm > 10 %N, ﬁfé”mqmm?mLﬁu‘imm\immmmﬁﬂm

a

NQA (0.55+0.55 LﬁJE‘lﬁ‘/ﬂ) immmmfamummm 5-10 d9X. Hﬂﬁlﬁ"]ﬂ']ﬁ‘wiﬂ_lLﬁllliﬁm']\iﬂ'ﬂll@\'lL@@ﬂﬂ’]uﬂ@’]\'i (0.34 +

' |
o a

0.41 ) unzduTun 0+ 5 20, FePTnasRL AN 9P gIRREAT4 (021 + 0.28 wWhsd) (Table 2)

v
o

a Py o= e “d | T " . -~ p £y vl '
pxsssnTIAressuliinisudediuivedaeTauasadng (Light Competition) tesannsuldmiduaunalgy
. v 4 Jde 4 o, oa . o o ) v N\
nandnilaseainaeusenuas NN lUNWNANNIN AAINNI0ANTLUAILARLNEAUATIZVLAINN AT NATNULAY
desialifuileitiaasydiulaseen (Apical Meristem) Watinaningdlanndosulfawmanndngnuaiiuase)
liFautenndn senndesiungeired Pretzsch et al. (2017) Niszyin WesiuldWmuiauszuumnuazaAul
A2ATUAILAD @xﬁuLﬂﬁﬂuﬂ@qmﬁmﬁLéaL@?@LﬁuimiuumﬁqLﬁﬂﬁuﬁuﬁumi‘”mmmdw atnlafinan A1 dou
\Deaiuunnsgnu (SD) NefluszAugaraanngs lnaamzlunguaunalug axvewliiiuialadauwnsndauann
o a A dﬁl dl A ¥ o a o Q‘I 1 %

nednnIsTeiTad iU ey aenAdeiLNIuISEYes Moser et al. (2021) Ainudn siulifluasuansnsn

A o o ' QI % A v ¥ d‘ v ¥ o o a
Lummgnmmm\immum@ﬁ“@ﬂmsmﬂuLW@mur@ummzﬂ\immw;m@mumwﬂmmmLmz‘wmamw AN

Iidnsniaasyidnlameasngeluainaseliaonuiuulsgemngununisdnnig

Table 2. Comparison of absolute height growth rate (AGR.H) of Handroanthus chrysanthus among different

class size.
Class size (cm) Number AGR.H % SD (m/year) F P-value
0-5 449 021+ 0.98° 33.3 <0.001"
5-10 131 0.34 +0.41°
>10 79 0.55 + 0.55°

Remark; different letters indicate significant differences at P < 0.05 (Tukey’s HSD), *** = significantly

difference at P < 0.001, 0 - 5 = small size, 5 - 10 = medium size, > 10 = Large size

© ROUAUANE

shudnaen daudas ieiaunslng bildfuengnduaednuainesanddnvinlaaifinaa



w unaASEgunaAnE rannswennsihliuaznisdnms
.o =
fuii 1 dnnsdnmn 2568

Enerta
“inigy ¥
FORESTRY www.forest-mju-cm.com

UNANASHAURAANEN

m@mﬁLﬂmw‘mmﬁmﬁuﬁa‘:m’mmmLﬁumu@uﬂ’ﬂmq@i’qﬁuﬁaxrﬁ’uan U T w.A. 2566 (x:DBH) waz

o

AINEI99N 1 T WA, 2568 (y:Height) ueinpxduauinnanie (Class size) Aoaannisvinunelugiieridu

@'ama‘wmmmu (log,,) WLdN muim@uﬁummmnmq (5-10 @i3l.) e mmmmmmmmwmﬂmmimmﬁqm

o

IneiA1Antureadunsn (Slope) Winfu 0.94 (log,,(y) = 0.94 log,,(x) - 0.05, R* = 0.27) a‘mmmﬁ@ﬂajmu

a

e lugunnndn 10 gy, TedAAndwmngL 0.62 (log,,(y) = 0.62 log,,(x) + 0.22, R* = 0.17) wazngnfuIuIn

IR

L&N 0-5 ¥, HANANTUANNZAYINTL 0.40 (log, (y) = 0.40 log,,(x) + 0.28, R* = 0.14) ANNA1AU ANdNs=@nE

ngsindula (R ‘H’ﬂ\‘mﬂLLUU@W@@QWWQHIHSVQUﬁlﬁﬂ\iﬂﬂuﬂ@’]\i (0.14 - 0.27) (Figure 3)

andunurldnuarannisfitlsng nmsdnednsanisasydvinlnennsaneaaniufesiansanly

o - ey . L - 4 -
AN HasaNKANITIAzIm inana Ly NN euAn IR NNNTTATIz AN LU s s uE AN T e
55119749 DBH UAzAIINES AnEuzAnudNiusidaduuananduaiinanulandA1panudu (Slope) wansinanii
at1aaudn azfeulmiudanagninisanassnasunansUsusagelaseaiiegUnseiulyd (Tree Allometry) #
wlsilasuldpndasdauardadnianiesnianinluaninuandeniies Inadupiidunusuessiumaesdune
Fuatnanans (5 - 10 9u.) SAnAaududuiig wansianninssnlussazisaninasyidulaedieiiug (Active

=
growth phase) dsdulffazdnassamslilldluniasdanugesanluiuaiedasmady iedfugnssdausen
Iajrantuannisinangluiusiuazinssaherzsiuyaiin luanides danafesiuuuafnges Liang and
o v ) ! o A v o ea o A o

Huang (2023) Tunneaseiudan duawialug) (> 10 98.) NAUTEWAINANRUENA ARNTIgAUATNAARAWNY Y

td 1

Ihdiudrdesulddnniiugainisudeiuduasuazigauasiui lnaiiesne udq azandndaunistinga

30

a
ANNKAN
a 9

)

Tuuuiaas udoiasunagmsniageainen W i winduniswlienefinssmnuasAsinuluiuasuuny vstiive
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Figure 3. Tree height-diameter relationship of Handroanthus chrysanthus by class size.
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