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Abstract: Forest dynamics is an important theoretical base for making forest managenment plan. In order to know the
forest growth dynamics to support the local forest management, two types of tropical secordary forest of different
succession serial were studied in ters of diameter growth, basal area growth, stand volunme gronth and stem nortality.
The result showed that with the succession progress, the growth of basal area, diameter and stem volume indicated a
declining pattem and so wes the stem nortality. The reason for this phenomenon is that in the early succession stage, the
poineer tree species contituted very high propotion, hence showed tre high norality and growth rate, but with the
succession process, the poineer tree was replaced by the climax or sub-climax tree species which caused the low growth
rate and nortality. Understanding the dynamics of the secondary forest is helpful to the sustainable forest management
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