
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variation in distribution of Sudanese 

mangroves and their ecological significance 

for benthic fauna 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Variation in distribution of Sudanese 

mangroves and their ecological significance 

for benthic fauna 

 

 

Rasha Adam Osman Sabeel 

Promoter: Prof. Dr. Ann Vanreusel 

 

 

Academic year 2014-2015 

 

 

Thesis submitted in partial fulfilment of the requirements for the 
Degree of Doctor in Science (Biology) 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Members of the Examination Committee 

Members of the Reading Committee* 

Prof. Dr. Ann Vanreusel, Promoter 

Ghent University, Belgium 

Prof. Dr. Magda Vincx 

Ghent University, Belgium 

Prof. Dr. Prof. Tom Moens* 

Ghent University, Belgium 

Dr. Katja Guillini* 

Ghent University, Belgium 

Prof. Dr. Nico Koedam* 

Vrije Universiteit Brussel, Belgium 

Prof. Karline Soetaert 

NIOZ, Netherlands; 

Ghent University, Belgium 

Prof. Dr. Dominique Adriaens, Chairman 

Ghent University, Belgium 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Dedication 

To my daughter Dilara, 

my parents, and 

to the memory of my grand mom Fatima and uncle Mamon 

Who left when we need them the most 

You left fingerprints of grace on our lives 

You shan’t be forgotten 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

Summary 
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SUMMARY 

The ecological and socioeconomic importance of mangroves has been 
recognized worldwide. Mangroves along the Sudanese coast, despite their 
small extent being at their climatological limits of geographical distribution, are 
believed to have significant ecological roles similar to other tropical mangrove 
systems. However, they are possibly subjected to degradation due to climate 
change as well as activities caused by rapid growth and development of coastal 
communities. These activities, especially mangrove clearance and 
deforestation, may impair the ecological functions that mangroves are 
providing, such as being a habitat for a variety of fauna. Moreover, the 
management of mangroves in Sudan is hindered by the lack of information on 
the distribution and status of mangroves as well as on the impact of human 
disturbances such as mangrove clearance on both the environment and the 
fauna that are inhabiting this valuable ecosystem. This PhD study, therefore, 
aimed at investigating the spatio-temporal dynamics of mangrove stands along 
the Sudanese coast and at exploring their ecological significance as habitat for 
infauna. The specific aims of this study were to: 

I. Investigate the spatio-temporal distribution of mangroves along the 
Sudanese Red Sea coast. 

II. Provide insight into the ecological importance of these mangroves as 
habitat provider for the associated benthic communities by comparing 
the meio- and macrofauna of three different coastal habitats including 
an intact mangrove, a cleared mangrove and a bare sand flat.  

The assessment of the spatio-temporal distribution of mangroves covered the 
whole Sudanese Red Sea coast (21° 16' 48"'N, 37° 6' 36"E to 18° 0''N, 38° 34'E). 
An additional analysis of change detection at a local scale targeting an area of 
shrimp farming and an undisturbed mangrove was carried out at the sites, 
Mersa Atta and Mersa Ashat, respectively. To assess the importance of 
mangrove as a habitat provider for benthic fauna, structural and functional 
community characteristics of meio- and macrofauna were compared for three 
contrasting sites situated in the area south of Suakin city along the Sudanese 
Red Sea coast. These sites consisting of a bare sand flat, a cleared mangrove, 
and an intact mangrove, were representing a varying degree of mangrove 
removal. Three stations, corresponding to different seasonal water levels, were 
established at each site to assess the variability within each study site related 
to distance from the summer low water line. 

All three habitats differed in terms of sediment composition and organic 
matter. The intact mangrove sediment was on the average characterized by a 
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high mud content (clay and silt; 63.6%), finer particles (median grain size; 91.7 
µm) and very poorly sorted sediment. Relative to the other habitats, it was 
more enriched in terms of organic content as shown by the higher percentage 
of total organic carbon (TOC;4.6%). However, the organic matter was of low 
quality (C/N ratio of 44.5). The sediment of the bare sand flat was characterized 
by a higher sand content (70.4%), coarser particle sizes (271µm), poorly sorted 
sediment and lower TOC concentrations (1.4%) but of higher quality (C/N ratio 
was 26.1), as compared to the intact mangrove. The cleared mangrove habitat 
showed intermediate sediment characteristics between the bare sand flat and 
the intact mangrove, especially in terms of sediment grain size with an average 
mud and sand content of 50% each, poorly sorted sediment, a low quantity of 
TOC (1.2%) and of low quality as indicated by the average C/N ratio (54.6). 
Samples were collected to assess the differences in macro- and meiofauna 
densities and biomass, composition, and taxonomic diversity at higher taxa 
level for both size groups and at genus levels for the nematodes.  

Chapter one gives an overview of mangrove biology in general, it explores the 
general functional significance of mangroves in coastal environments, discusses 
the threats to Sudanese mangroves in general and specifically the impacts of 
clearance on mangrove ecosystems, and explains the broad framework and key 
features of this Ph.D. 

Chapter two investigates the spatio-temporal pattern of mangrove stands 
along the Sudanese coast between the years 1984 and 2013 based on multi-
temporal Landsat data and using remote sensing and GIS techniques. The 
distribution of mangroves during the study period was highly variable ranging 
from 329 to 721 ha. However, further ground-truthing is required to validate 
the remote sensing observations, to identify to what extent the variability can 
be attributed to factors such as meteorology or geographical suitability, and to 
asses if anthropogenic impact is important too. To further assess the human 
impact on mangroves in the area, a more detailed change detection study was 
performed in two sites representing a human impacted mangrove from a  salt 
pan construction and shrimp farming, and a non-human impacted mangrove. 
The areal distribution of the impacted mangrove showed a continuous increase 
from 1990 to 2010 suggesting that increased nutrient supply from these 
activities may have been beneficial for mangrove growth. On the other hand, 
the mangrove distribution in the non-impacted mangrove was highly variable 
during the study period, which could be linked to the variability in rainfall. 

Chapter three compares the three study sites representing different degrees of 
mangrove clearance (intact mangrove, cleared mangrove and bare sand flat) in 
terms of macrofauna densities, biomass, taxonomic diversity and trophic 
diversity. The latter was examined using carbon and nitrogen stable isotope 
analysis and community-wide metrics based on these stable isotope values. 
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Macrofauna standing stock, composition and diversity differed between the 
three habitats. The intact mangrove, relative to the other habitats, had higher 
biomass, taxa evenness and diversity. These differences between sites were 
more pronounced for the high- and mid-water stations; at these stations, the 
macrofauna from the intact mangrove showed significantly higher abundance 
and taxon richness compared to the cleared mangroves. Macrofauna in the 
intact mangrove was characterized by a complex trophic structure of taxa that 
occupy a wide range of trophic positions (higher δ15N range) and utilized a wide 
range of food sources (higher δ13C range) available within mangrove habitats. 
Macrofauna in the bare sand flat, and the cleared and intact mangroves was 
dominated, respectively, by bivalves (35%), polychaetes (46%) and decapod 
crabs (25%). The abundance of mangrove keystone taxa (decapods and 
gastropods) in the cleared mangrove was significantly lower than in the intact 
mangrove. The divergence in macrofauna characteristics between the cleared 
and intact mangroves can be attributed to differences in sediment 
characteristics likely resulting from mangrove clearance. 

Chapter four compares the same three sites representing different habitats in 
terms of meiofauna and nematode community structure. There were 
significant differences in meiofauna and nematode characteristics between 
habitats. In comparison to the cleared mangrove, the intact mangrove had 
significantly lower meiofauna and nematode abundances, whereas the values 
of the measured diversity indices were higher. The difference in meiofauna 
composition between the cleared and intact mangroves was governed by the 
taxa Acarina and Copepoda, and the nematode genera Onchium, Terschellingia, 
Haliplectus, Syringolaimus, Spirina and Sphaerolaimus, which were found only 
in the intact mangrove, whereas genera such as Daptonema, Theristus and 
Ethmolaimus attained much higher abundances in the cleared mangrove. The 
intact mangrove showed higher functional and trophic diversity as indicated by 
higher values of the maturity index, and higher trophic diversity estimates. 
Results from the analysis of ecological quality status (EQS) for habitats using 
nematode-based indices suggested that the intact mangrove in general had a 
high/good EQS, while the cleared mangrove and the bare sand flat displayed a 
moderate/poor EQS. Differences between the cleared and intact mangrove 
may be partly due to the differences in sediment characteristics resulting from 
the removal of mangrove trees. 

Chapter five analyses differences in nematode biomass characteristics between 
the three sites representing different coastal habitats. The difference in 
biomass was assessed using various graphical representations such as biomass 
size spectra (NBS) and the abundance biomass comparison method (ABC). 
Results revealed significant difference between sites for nematode individual 
biomass, with higher values observed in the intact mangrove compared to the 
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other habitats, and for total biomass, with higher values in the intact mangrove 
as compared to the bare sand flat, but comparable to the values in the cleared 
mangroves. The habitats were also different in community composition based 
on nematode biomass. There were clear differences in the nematode biomass 
size spectra (NBS) and abundance/biomass curves (ABC) between sites. The 
cleared mangrove showed a bimodal nature of biomass spectra compared to 
the bare sand flat and intact mangrove which showed a unimodal biomass 
distribution. The bimodality in the cleared mangrove site can be explained by 
the presence of few larger omnivores/predators and epigrowth feeders, and 
the higher proportional abundances of a small-bodied non-selective deposit 
feeders. The ABC curves suggested that the cleared mangrove was moderately 
to grossly disturbed. It seemed that clearance has caused a shift in sediment 
composition resulting in a change in biomass size spectra and 
abundance/biomass curves.  

Chapter six presents a synthesis in which the findings of the preceding chapters 
are combined to make statements about the general status of the Sudanese 
mangrove ecosystem. The Driver-Pressure-State-Impact-Response framework 
(DPSIR) was used to connect the driving forces, the pressures on mangroves 
along the Sudanese coast, including activities other than mangrove clearance, 
and their impact on the state of mangroves, and the societal response in form 
of regulatory laws or management plans. At the end of this chapter, a number 
of recommendations are given. 
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SAMENVATTING 

Het ecologische en socio-economische belang van mangrovebossen is 
wereldwijd erkend. Mangrovebossen langs de Soedanese kust hebben een 
kleine omvang aangezien deze regio nabij de klimatologische grens van het 
spreidingsgebied van mangroves gelegen is. Toch wordt aangenomen dat de 
Soedanese mangroves, net zoals andere tropische mangrovesystemen, een 
significante ecologische rol vervullen. Deze systemen zijn mogelijks bezig aan 
een achteruitgang omwille van klimaatsverandering en activiteiten die gepaard 
gaan met de snelle groei en ontwikkeling van kustgemeenschappen. Deze 
activiteiten - en met stip houtkap en ontbossing - kunnen de ecologische 
functies van mangrovebossen, waaronder de voorziening van habitat voor een 
verscheidenheid aan fauna, belemmeren. Daarenboven wordt het beheer van 
mangrovebossen in Soedan bemoeilijkt door gebrek aan informatie over de 
tijdruimtelijke spreiding en toestand van mangrovebossen, en over de impact 
van menselijke activiteiten, zoals houtkap, op de omgeving en fauna in dit 
waardevolle ecosysteem. Dit doctoraatsonderzoek had bijgevolg als doel de 
tijdruimtelijke dynamiek en het ecologische belang als habitat voor infauna van 
mangrovebossen langsheen de Soedanese kust, te exploreren. De specifieke 
doelstellingen van deze studie waren: 

i. Het onderzoeken van de tijdruimtelijke spreiding van mangrovebossen 
langs de Rode Zee kust in Soedan; 

ii. Meer inzicht verwerven in het ecologische belang van deze mangroves 
als voorziener van habitat voor de geassocieerde benthische 
gemeenschappen. Dit werd bewerkstelligd door de meio- en 
macrofauna van drie verschillende habitats, i.e. een intact 
mangrovebos, een gekapte mangrove en een onbegroeide zandvlakte, 
te vergelijken. 

De studie van de tijdruimtelijke distributie van mangroves besloeg de volledige 
Rode Zee kust (21° 16' 48"'N, 37° 6' 36"E to 18° 0''N, 38° 34'E). Een bijkomende 
analyse van veranderingsdetectie op lokale schaal werd uitgevoerd in de 
gebieden Mersa Atta, waar garnalen worden gekweekt, en voor een 
onverstoord mangrovebos in Mersa Ashat. Om het belang na te gaan van 
mangrovebossen als habitatverschaffer voor benthos, werden de structurele en 
functionele eigenschappen van meio- en macrofaunagemeenschappen 
vergeleken tussen drie contrasterende gebieden ten zuiden van Suakin city. 
Deze gebieden, nl. een zandvlakte, een gekapte mangrove, en een intacte 
mangrove, vertonen een verschillende graad van houtkap. In elk gebied werden 
drie stations, gekenmerkt door verschillende seizoenale waterniveaus, gekozen, 
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om voor elk gebied de variabiliteit na te gaan gelinkt aan de afstand tot de 
laagwaterlijn in de zomer. 

Het sediment in de drie gebieden verschilde in samenstelling en percentage 
organisch materiaal. Het sediment in het intacte mangrovebos was over het 
algemeen gekenmerkt door een hoog sibgehalte (klei en silt; 63.6%), fijnere 
sedimentpartikels (mediane korrelgrootte: 91.7 µm), en erg slecht gesorteerd 
sediment. Het sediment was relatief rijk in organisch materiaal zoals bleek uit 
het hogere percentage van totale organische koolstof (TOC; 4.6%). 
Niettegenstaande bleek het organische materiaal van lage kwaliteit (C/N ratio 
was 44.5). Het sediment van de zandvlakte had een hoog zandgehalte (70.4%), 
grovere sedimentkorrels (271 µm), slecht gesorteerd sediment en lagere TOC 
concentraties (1.4%). De zandvlakte was wel gekenmerkt door sediment van 
hogere nutritionele kwaliteit (C/N ratio bedroeg 26.1) dan dit in het intacte bos. 
Het gekapte mangrovebos vertoonde eigenschappen intermediair tussen deze 
van de zandvlakte en het intacte mangrovebos. Dit was voornamelijk het geval 
voor de korrelgroottedata met een gemiddelde slib- en zandconcentratie van 
elk 50%, slecht gesorteerd sediment, een laag gehalte aan TOC (1.2%) en laag 
kwalitatief organisch materiaal, zoals blijkt uit de hoge gemiddelde C/N ratio 
(54.6). Stalen werden verzameld om verschillen te bepalen in densiteit, 
biomassa, samenstelling en diversiteit voor macro- en meiofauna. Diversiteit 
werd geëvalueerd op hoger taxonniveau voor meio- en macrofauna, en op 
genusniveau voor nematoden. 

Hoofdstuk één geeft een algemeen overzicht van mangrovebiologie, verkent 
het functioneel belang van mangrovebossen in kustsystemen, en behandelt de 
bedreigingen, waaronder houtkap, voor Soedanese mangrovebossen, en hun 
impact op het mangrove-ecosysteem. Op het einde van dit hoofdstuk worden 
het algemene kader en de voornaamste aspecten van dit doctoraatsonderzoek 
uit de doeken gedaan. 

Hoofdstuk twee onderzoekt het tijdruimtelijke patroon van mangrovebossen 
langs de Soedanese kust tussen 1984 en 2004 op basis van Landsat data, met 
behulp van remote sensing en GIS technieken. De omvang van de 
mangrovebossen varieerde erg sterk in deze periode, en schommelde tussen 
329 en 721 ha. Verdere verificatie op het terrein is echter wel vereist om deze 
remote sensing data te valideren en om na te gaan of deze variabiliteit 
gerelateerd kan worden aan meteorologische gegevens of geografische 
geschiktheid, en of antropogene invloeden een rol hebben gespeeld. Om de 
menselijke impact op mangroves in de regio verder te evalueren, werd een 
meer gedetailleerde veranderingsdetectiestudie uitgevoerd in een door 
mensen verstoord (door de constructie van een zoutziederij en een 
garnalenkwekerij) en een niet-verstoord mangrovebos. Tussen 1990 en 2010 
vertoonde het verstoorde mangrovebos een gestage toename in omvang. Dit 
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suggereert dat de toegenomen aanvoer van nutriënten, veroorzaakt door 
menselijke activiteiten, voordelig was voor de groei van mangroves. De 
spreiding van mangroves in het pristiene mangrovebos was erg variabel in deze 
periode, hetgeen gelinkt kon worden aan de variabele regenval. 

Hoofdstuk drie vergelijkt de densiteit, biomassa, taxonomische diversiteit en 
trofische diversiteit van de macrofauna in de drie studiegebieden. De trofische 
diversiteit werd onderzocht met behulp van koolstof en stikstof stabiele 
isotoopanalyse en gemeenschapsindicatoren berekend op basis van deze 
stabiele isotoopwaarden. Macrofauna biomassa, samenstelling en diversiteit 
verschilde tussen de drie gebieden. Het intacte mangrovebos vertoonde een 
hogere abundantie, een grotere taxongelijkmatigheid en hogere diversiteit ten 
opzichte van de andere gebieden. Deze verschillen tussen de gebieden waren 
het meest uitgesproken voor de hoog- en midwater stations; op deze stations 
was de macrofauna in het intacte mangrovebos abundanter en rijker in taxa 
dan de gekapte mangroves. De macrofauna van het intacte mangrovebos was 
gekarakteriseerd door een complexe trofische structuur met taxa die een brede 
waaier aan trofische posities bekleedden (grotere spreiding van δ15N) en die 
een breed gamma aan voedselbronnen (grote spreiding van δ13C) 
consumeerden. De macrofauna van de zandvlakte, het gekapte mangrovebos, 
en het intacte mangrovebos werden gedomineerd door, respectievelijk, 
bivalven (35%), polychaeten (46%) en krabben (25%). De abundantie van 
mangrovebos-sleuteltaxa (decapoden en gastropoden) was beduidend lager in 
het gekapte dan in het intacte mangrovebos. De verschillen in macrofauna 
tussen de gekapte en intacte mangrovebossen zijn te wijten aan verschillen in 
sedimenteigenschappen veroorzaakt door houtkap. 

In Hoofdstuk vier vergelijken we de structuur van de meiofauna- en de 
nematodengemeenschap tussen dezelfde drie gebieden. Er waren significante 
verschillen in meiofauna- en nematodeneigenschappen tussen de habitats. In 
het gekapte mangrovebos was de abundantie van meiofauna en nematoden 
lager dan in het intacte bos, maar het eerste habitat werd gekenmerkt door 
een hogere diversiteit. Het verschil in meiofaunasamenstelling tussen het 
intacte en gekapte mangrovebos werd voornamelijk veroorzaakt door de taxa 
Acarina en Copepoda die enkel aanwezig waren in het intacte bos. Verschillen 
tussen gebieden in de samenstelling van nematodengemeenschappen waren 
voornamelijk te wijten aan, enerzijds, Onchium, Terschellingia, Haliplectus, 
Syringolaimus, Spirina and Sphaerolaimus, die enkel teruggevonden werden in 
het intacte mangrovebos, en, anderzijds, Daptonema, Theristus and 
Ethmolaimus, die een veel hogere relatieve abundantie kenden in de gekapte 
mangrovebossen. Het intacte mangrovebos vertoonde een hogere functionele 
en trofische diversiteit zoals blijkt uit de hoger waarden voor de 
maturiteitsindex en trofische diversiteitsindex. De analyse van de ecologische 
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status (EQS), gebaseerd op nematode indices, toonde aan dat het intacte 
mangrovebos een hoge EQS heeft, terwijl het gekapte bos en de onbegroeide 
zandvlakte een matige/slechte EQS vertonen. Deze verschillen tussen de 
intacte en gedegradeerde mangrovebossen kunnen deels te wijten zijn aan 
verschillen in sedimentkarakteristieken ten gevolge van de verwijdering van 
mangrovebomen. 

Hoofdstuk vijf analyseert verschillen in nematodenbiomassa tussen weerom 
dezelfde drie gebieden. Hiertoe werden verscheidene grafische technieken 
gebruikt zoals het opstellen van biomassa-grootte-spectra (NBS) en de 
abundantie-biomassa-vergelijkingsmethode (ABC). Er werden significante 
verschillen gezien in individuele nematodenbiomassa tussen gebieden, waarbij 
nematoden in het intacte mangrovebos hogere waarden vertoonden dan deze 
van de onbegroeide zandvlakte. Totale biomassa in het intacte mangrovebos 
was hoger dan op de zandvlakte, maar gelijkaardig aan deze in het gekapte 
mangrovebos. Er waren duidelijke verschillen in de NBS en ABC curves tussen 
de gebieden. Het gekapte bos vertoonde een bimodaal NBS patroon, terwijl de 
zandvlakte en het intacte bos een unimodale biomassaspreiding kenden. De 
ABC curves gaven aan dat de gekapte mangrovebos matig tot zwaar verstoord 
was. Blijkbaar had de houtkap een verschuiving in sedimentsamenstelling 
teweeggebracht welke resulteerde in een verandering in abundantie/biomassa 
curves. 

Hoofdstuk zes presenteert een synthese over de algemene toestand van het 
Soedanese mangrove-ecosysteem op basis van de resultaten van de 
voorgaande hoofdstukken. De Driver-Pressure-State-Impact-Response 
framework (DPSIR) werd gebruikt om een verbinding te maken tussen de 
drijfkrachten, de bedreigingen voor de Soedanese mangroves (waaronder ook 
andere activiteiten dan houtkap), en de respons van de maatschappij, onder de 
vorm van wetten of beheersplannen. Op het eind van dit hoofdstuk worden 
een aantal aanbevelingen gedaan. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Acknowledgement 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

XIII 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

I am grateful to the Allah for the good health and wellbeing that were 
necessary to complete this PhD. This project consumed extensive amount of 
work, research and dedication. Still, implementation would not have been 
possible if I did not have a support of many individuals and organizations. 
Therefore, I would like to extend my sincere gratitude to all of them. 

First and foremost, I am grateful to Prof. Dr. Ann Vanreusel for giving me this 
opportunity to conduct this PhD project under her supervision. I would like to 
express my special and deepest appreciation and sincere thanks for her, she 
has been a tremendous mentor for me. I would like to thank her for 
encouraging my research and for allowing me to grow as a research scientist 
through her assistance, patience, guidance, support as well as constructive 
criticism and fruitful discussions throughout all phases of this work. I especially 
would like to thank her for her financial support without which this work would 
have not been finished. 

I would also like to thank the members of my committee, for spending part of 
precious time in reading my PhD thesis and for their constructive comments 
and suggestions. I would like to thank Prof. Nico Koedam and Dr. Kartien 
Quisthoudt for their advice on the mapping manuscript. I am also very grateful 
to Dr. Ellen Pape , Dr. Katja Guilini and my colleague Lidia Lins Pereira for their 
time and knowledge to provide constructive comments on the chapters of this 
thesis. 

Thanks is extended to the University of Bahri, former University of Juba, 
through which a partial financial support was made available for this PhD. I take 
this opportunity to express my gratitude to the faculty of science, department 
of Biology and especially to the Marine Biology research group for providing me 
with all the necessary facilities for the research. I am extremely thankful and 
indebted to all of the members of the Marbiol for their tremendous help and 
support. I am especially thankful to Guy De Smet for the technical assistance 
and the preparation of the nematode slides for nematode, and  Bart Beuselinck 
for performing the sediment analysis. I am also grateful to Annick Van Kenhove 
and Isolde De Grem for the assistance with the administrative work. I thank the 
Flanders Marine Institute (VLIZ), in particular Nathalie De Hauwere, for 
generating sites map. 

I would like to express my warm thanks to the people in Suakin city who helped 
us during our sampling  campaign, I especially thank Hamad Elnil Ahmed Osman 



ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

XIV 

who provide us with accommodation, and Aisa Gadif and Mohammed Sidi who 
help us with samples collection. 

Last but not least, a special thanks to my family. Words cannot express how 
grateful I am to my mother Sadia Ali and my father Adam Osman for all of the 
sacrifices that they have made on my behalf. Their prayers for me was what 
sustained me this far. I would like express appreciation to my beloved husband 
Gaber Elhaj, who spent sleepless nights and was always my support in the 
moments when there was no one to answer my queries, and I am grateful and 
indebted to my daughter Dilara for being so patient and understanding when I 
spent hours at my computer working. I am thankful to a lot of people in my life 
who supported and encouraged me and incented me to strive towards my goal 
which help me in completion of this PhD project. I want to shout out to all of 
my aunts, Salma and Whiba; uncles; Abelrhman, Yousif and Izeldin. Each of you 
had a unique hand in helping raise me. To my sisters, Dalia, Noha, Suha, Ruida 
and Tasabeeh; brothers Baha Eldin, Wagdi and Nagem Eldin; and friends, I love 
and appreciate each one of you. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

Table of Contents 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

XVI 

 

 



 

XVII 

SUMMARY……………………………………………………………………………………………………..I 
SAMENVATTING………………………………………………………………………………………….VII 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT………………………………………………………………………………..XIII 
Chapter 1………………………………………………………………………………………………………1 
General Introduction…………………………………………………………………………………….1 

1.1. Description of the Sudanese Red Sea………………………………………….1 
1.1.1. Geomorphology……………………………………………………………………………..1 
1.1.2. Climate.............................................................................................. 2 
1.1.3. Oceanography .................................................................................. 3 
1.1.4. Coastal biodiversity........................................................................... 5 

1.2. Biology and ecology of mangroves………………………………………………6 
1.2.1. Mangrove distribution and structure ................................................ 6 
1.2.2. Factors affecting mangrove forest development and structure ....... 8 

1.3. Mangrove ecosystem functions…………………………………………………10 
1.3.1. Mangrove forest production ........................................................... 10 
1.3.2. Carbon and nutrient cycling ............................................................ 11 
1.3.3. Food Webs and Energy Fluxes ........................................................ 13 
1.3.4. Connectivity .................................................................................... 14 
1.3.5. Translation of ecological benefits into direct human benefits ........ 16 

1.4. Mangrove system analysis………………………………………………………..17 
1.4.1. Energy flux and ecosystem mass balance ....................................... 18 
1.4.2. Stable isotope analysis.................................................................... 18 

1.5. Mangrove destruction and fragmentation…………………………………20 
1.5.1. Impact of mangrove fragmentation and destruction ..................... 21 
1.5.2. Impact of mangrove clearing .......................................................... 22 

1.6. Benthic fauna……………………………………………………………………………23 
1.6.1. Mangrove as a habitat for benthic fauna ....................................... 23 
1.6.2. Factors affection the distribution of benthic fauna ........................ 23 
1.6.3 Functional role of benthic fauna in mangrove ecosystems ............. 24 
1.6.4. Benthic fauna as bioindicator ......................................................... 26 

1.7. Mangrove mapping…………………………………………………………………..27 
1.7.1. Methods.......................................................................................... 28 
1.7.2. Mangrove characteristics in Optical Remotely Sensed Data .......... 29 
1.7.3. Application of the remotely sensed data in mangrove research ..... 29 

1.8. Status of mangroves in Sudan……………………………………………………30 
1.9. Rationale of the study……………………………………………………………….31 
1.10. Objective………………………………………………………………………………….32 
1.11. Study site………………………………………………………………………………….32 

Chapter 2……………………………………………………………………………………………………41 
Spatio-temporal distribution of mangroves on Sudanese Red Sea coast using 
multitemporal Landsat image……………………………………………………………………..41 

Abstract.…………………………………………………………………………………………………41 
2.1. Introduction……………………………………………………………………………..41 



 

XVIII 

2.2. Materials and methods…………………………………………………………….44 
2.2.1. Study area ....................................................................................... 44 
2.2.2. Climate and physical setting ........................................................... 45 
2.2.3. Data acquisition and pre-processing ............................................... 47 
2.2.4. Image classification and post-processing ....................................... 49 
2.2.5. Accuracy assessment ...................................................................... 50 
2.2.6. Mangrove fragmentation ............................................................... 51 

2.3. Results………………………………………………………………………………………53 
2.3.1. Mangrove distribution and areal extent ......................................... 53 
2.3.2. Patterns of mangrove fragmentation ............................................. 54 
2.3.3. Change detection case study .......................................................... 56 

2.4. Discussion…………………………………………………………………………………64 
2.4.1. Mangrove classification .................................................................. 64 
2.4.2 Mangrove temporal change ........................................................... 65 
2.4.3. Mangrove fragmentation ............................................................... 66 
2.4.5. Mangrove change detection ........................................................... 69 

2.5. Conclusion………………………………………………………………………………..72 
Chapter 3…………………………………………………………………………………………………….77 
Assessement of the importance of the Sudanese mangroves as a habitat for 
benthic macrofauna…………………………………………………………………………………….77 

Abstract………………………………………………………………………………………………….77 
3.1. Introduction……………………………………………………………………………..77 
3.2. Materials and methods…………………………………………………………….79 
3.2.1. Study sites ....................................................................................... 79 
3.2.2. Sediment characteristics ................................................................. 81 
3.2.3. Macrofauna analysis ....................................................................... 81 

3.2.4. Statistical analysis…………………………………………………………………….83 
3.3. Results........................................................................................84 
3.3.1. Sediment characteristics………………………………………………………………84 
3.3.2. Macrofauna .................................................................................... 86 
3.3.3. Relationship between environmental variables and macrofaunal 

communities ................................................................................... 93 
3.4. Discussion…………………………………………………………………………………95 
3.4.1. Relationship between environmental variables and macrofauna 

community attributes ..................................................................... 95 
3.4.2. Macrofauna standing stock ............................................................ 95 
3.4.3. Macrofauna composition and diversity .......................................... 97 
3.4.4. Macrofaunal trophic structure ........................................................ 98 
3.5. Conclusion .................................................................................... 100 

Chapter 4……………………………………………..……………………………………………………103 
Assessement of the importance of the Sudanese mangroves as a habitat for 
benthic meiofauna…………………………………………………………………………………….103 

Abstract………………………………………………………………………………………………..103 



 

XIX 

4.1. Introduction……………………………………………………………………………103 
4.2. Material and Methods…………………………………………………………….105 
4.2.1. Study Site ...................................................................................... 105 
4.2.2. Sampling methods ........................................................................ 107 
4.2.3. Nematode community analysis .................................................... 107 
4.2.4. Data analysis ................................................................................ 108 

4.3. Results…………………………………………………………………………………….109 
4.3.1. Meiofaunal community composition ............................................ 109 
4.3.3. Relation between meiofauna and nematode community 

characteristics, and environmental variables ............................... 118 
4.3.4. Ecological quality status (EQS)...................................................... 119 

4.4. Discussion……………………………………………………………………………….122 
4.5. Conclusion………………………………………………………………………………127 

Chapter 5…………………………………………………………………………………………………..131 
The use of nematode biomass and biomass spectra for the assessment of 
disturbance in Sudanese mangroves………………………………………………………….131 

Abstract;……………………………………………………………………………………………….131 
5.1. Introduction……………………………………………………………………………131 
5.2. Material and Methods…………………………………………………………….134 
5.2.1. Study Site ...................................................................................... 134 
5.2.2. Sampling and sample processing .................................................. 134 
5.2.3. Construction of nematode biomass spectra (NBS) ........................ 136 
5.2.4. Construction of the abundance/biomass comparison plots (ABC) 136 
5.2.5. Data analyses ............................................................................... 137 

5.3. Results…………………………………………………………………………………….138 
5.3.1. Nematode biomass ....................................................................... 138 
5.3.2. Relationship between nematode biomass and environmental 

variables ....................................................................................... 141 
5.3.3. Nematode biomass spectra (NBS) ................................................ 143 
5.3.4. Nematode abundance biomass curve (ABC) ................................. 145 

5.4. Discussion……………………………………………………………………………….146 
5.5. Conclusion………………………………………………………………………………149 

Chapter 6…………………………………………………………………………………………………..153 
General Discussion…………………………………………………………………………………….153 

Introduction………………………………………………………………………………………….153 
6.1. Mangrove benthic fauna…………………………………………………………153 
6.1.1. Global comparison of the habitats ............................................... 154 
6.1.2. Benthic fauna as bioindicator of mangrove disturbance .............. 158 
6.1.3. Impact of clearance on mangrove ecosystem functioning ........... 159 

6.2. Mangrove distribution along the Sudanese coast……………………162 
6.2.1. Mangrove Mapping ...................................................................... 162 
6.2.2. Change detection case study ........................................................ 165 

6.3. The DPSIR framework……………………………………………………………..166 



 

XX 

6.5. Conclusion………………………………………………………………………………173 
6.6. Future research……………………………………………………………………….174 

References……………..…………………………………………………………………………………177 
Appendices…………………………………………………………………………………….…………223 

 



 

XXI 

 

 

 

 

Table of Tables 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

XXII 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

XXIII 

Table 1.1. List studies used pixel and object based approaches in different region in 
the world………………………………………………………………………………………………………….……28 
Table 2.1. Summary and band description of the used Landsat imagery…………..……48 
Table 2.2. Description of the appearance of each class in the false color composite 
image (RGB band combinations) of the different used Landsat……………………………..49 
Table 2.3. Description of the landscape metrics used for the assessment of 
mangrove fragmentation and their potential ecological application…….………………..52 
Table 2.4. Areal coverage and classification accuracy of mangroves along the 
Sudanese Red Se coast...............................................................................................53 
Table 2.5. A comparative account of the historical extent of mangrove forest along 
the Sudanese coast…………………………………………………………………………………………….….56 
Table 2.6. User’s and producer’s accuracies of the classification of the impacted and 
non-impacted mangroves………………………………………………………………………….…………..58 
Table 2.7. User’s and producer’s accuracies of the change in the impacted and non-
impacted mangroves………………………………………………………………………………….………….59 
Table 2.8. Change in mangrove area and rate of change during the study 
period…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….65 
Table 3.1. Values for sediment environmental variables at the different water level 
stations and habitats……………………………………………………………………………………………..85 
Table 3.2. PERMANOVA results for differences in sediment and macrofaunal 
characteristics ………………………………………………………………………………………………….……88 
Table 3.3. List of macrofauna taxa found in each station within habitats sampled 
along the Sudanese Red Sea coast……………………………….………………………………………..89 
Table 3.4. Community-wide metrics for macrofaunal trophic structure in the three 
habitats……………………………………………………………………………………………...………………….93 
Table 4.1. Values for meiofaunal density and diversity indices measured in different 
water levels at each site…………………………………………………………………….…………………110 
Table 4.2. PERMANOVA results for differences in meiofauna characteristics 
measured in different station at each site…………………………………………..………….……111 
Table 4.3. PERMANOVA results for nematode characteristics measured in different 
water levels at each sampling sites……………………………………………………………………...114 
Table 4.4. List of nematode genera collected at the three sampling sites………......116 
Table 4.5. Values for nematode diversity indices calculated for different water-levels 
in all sites………………………………………………………………………………………….....................118 
Table 4.6. Thresholds for the evaluation of the ecological quality status………..……120 
Table 4.7. Results of EQS evaluated in different stations at different sites………..…121 
Table 5.1. Total biomass, c-p values and feeding groups ments for all nematode 
genera sampled per station at the three sampling sites……………………………………….139 
Table 5.2. PERMANOVA results for nematode characteristics measured in different 
water levels at the sampled sites………………………………………………………………………...140 
Table 5.3. Results of Distance-based linear modeling (DISTLM) for the relationships 
between sediment characteristics and nematode community 
attributes……………………………………………………………………………………………………………..142 
Table 5.4. Results from Chi-square for the differences in nematode biomass size 
classes between water level station and habitats…………………………………………………145 

 



 

 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Table of Figures 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

XXVI 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

XXVII 

Figure 1.1. Geographical location of the Red Sea…………..…………………..……………………2 

Figure 1.2. Climate diagram and mean monthly temperature along the Sudanese 

Red Sea coast……………………………………………………………………………………………………….....3 

Figure 1.3. Annual and seasonal distribution of sea surface temperature in the Red 

Sea……………………………………………………………………………………………………….………………….4 

Figure 1.4. Annual and seasonal distribution of sea surface salinity in the Red 

Sea………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………4 

Figure 1.5. Global distribution of the world’s mangrove forests………..…………………….6 

Figure 1.6. Schematic diagram representing trophic and functional linkages among 

coastal ecosystems………………..………………………………………………………………………………15 

Figure 1.7. Hierarchical classification system of patterns of mangrove structure and 

function…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………20 

Figure 1.8. Mangrove areal coverage along the Sudanese Red Sea coast.................30 

Figure 1.9. The spatial distribution of mangroves along the Sudanese coast………...33 

Figure 1.10. Location of the sampling for the sampling sites of biological 

components…………………………………………………………………………………………………………..34 

Figure 1.11. Schematic diagram for the stations sampled within each sites in relation 

to seasonal water level…………………………………………………………………………………………..35 

Figure 1.12. Schematic diagram outlining the structure of the thesis.......................37 

Figure 2.1. A map showing the spatial distribution of mangroves along the Sudanese 

coast and location of the change detection study sites………………………………………....45 

Figure 2.2. Time series of mean monthly and annual temperature precipitation and 

total number of days with temperature higher than 32 °C in Port Sudan……………….46 

Figure 2.3. A simple linear regression of average annual rainfall and the period with 

temperature higher than 32 °C versus the estimated areal distribution of mangroves 

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………...54 

Figure 2.4. Landscape metrics of mangrove derived from Landsat for the period 

between 1984-2013……………………………………………………………………………………….........55 

Figure 2.5. Overall accuracy and quantity and allocation disagreements of mangrove 

classification for the impacted and non-impacted sites………………………………………….57 

Figure 2.6. Overall accuracy and quantity and allocation disagreements of mangrove 

change in the impacted mangrove and non-impacted sites……………………………………58 

Figure 2.7. Total mangrove area, precipitation and number of days with 

temperature above 32 °C in the human impacted and non-impacted sites…………...59 

Figure 2.8. Maps for the change in mangrove distribution in human-impacted and 

non-impacted mangroves during the selected years……………..………………………………62 

Figure 2.9. Simple linear regression for the relationship between mangrove 

coverage area, and average rainfall and number of days with temperature higher 

than 32 °C in the impacted and non-impacted mangrove……………………………..……….63 

Figure 3.1. Location of the study sites sampled along the Sudanese coast south of 

Suakin, and profile of transect with sampling stations…………………………………………..80 

Figure 3.2. Principal component analysis (PCA) ordination of sampled water level 

stations and habitats……………………………………………………………………………………..………86 



 

XXVIII 

Figure 3.3. Mean values for macrofaunal abundance and biomass at each water 

level within the three sampled habitats………………………………………………………..……….87 

Figure 3.4. Relative abundance of macrofaunal taxa at each water level station in 

different habitats…………………………………………………………………………………………………..90 

Figure 3.5. Non-metric multidimensional scaling (MDS) ordination of square-root 

transformed macrofauna abundances for the three water level station………………..90 

Figure 3.6. Plot of δ13C and δ15N values of different food sources for macrofauna in 

the three habitats………………………………………………………………………………………………….91 

Figure 3.7. δ13C and δ15N and the extent of the consumers’ trophic pathways for 

macrofauna collected from the three different habitats……………………..…………………92 

Figure 3.8. Distance based redundancy analysis (dbRDA) ordination of the fitted 

model of the macrofaunal community composition in relation to environmental 

variables…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………94 

Figure 4.1. Location of the sampling sites and profile of transect with stations 

sampled for meiofauna in the Sudanese Red Sea coast……………………………………....106 

Figure 4.2. Percentage contribution of taxa to total meiofauna abundance found at 

each water level at the sampled sites…………………………………………………………………..112 

Figure 4.3. Non-metric multidimensional scaling (nMDS) ordination of meiofauna 

community composition at different sites………………………………………………………..….112 

Figure 4.4. Mean nematode abundance assessed in each water level in all 

sites……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..115 

Figure 4.5. Non-metric multidimensional scaling (MDS) ordination plots on 

community composition of nematode in different water level at different 

sites……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..117 

Figure 4.6. Relative abundance of nematode feeding group in different water 

levels………………………………………………………………………………………………………..………….117 

Figure 5.1. Location of the sampling sites and Profile of transect with sampling 

stations along the Sudanese Red Sea coast………..…………………………………………..……135 

Figure 5.2. Non-metric multidimensional scaling (MDS) ordination of nematode 

composition based on biomass data from different water levels………………..……….141 

Figure 5.3. Nematode biomass size spectra of different water level stations at 

different sites……………………………………………………………………………………………………….144 

Figure 5.4. ABC curves and W values obtained for each water level at each sampling 

site……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………...146 

Figure 6.1. Schematic diagram showing the pathways of mangrove leave litter in 

mangrove sediment and the speculated aquatic pathways………………………………….162 

Figure 6.3. The DPSIR assessment framework………………………………………………………167 

Figure 6.4. Summary of DPSIR framework for the mangrove forests along the 

Sudanese Red Sea coast……………………………………………………………………………………….171 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1 

General Introduction 



 

30 

 



 

 1  

Chapter 1  

General Introduction 

This study aims to investigate the spatio-temporal dynamics of mangrove 
stands along the Sudanese coast and explore their ecological significance as 
habitat provider for benthic fauna. In this chapter, we first give background 
information on the physical, climatic and oceanographic setting of the Red Sea 
in general and, more particular, the Sudanese Red Sea. Secondly, we introduce 
mangrove ecosystems along the Sudanese coast and explain their major 
biological and ecological characteristics, as well as their threats. Further, we 
elaborate on the use of remote sensing as tools for mangrove mapping. We 
also explain the most characteristic features of the benthos, a major 
component of various soft bottom marine ecosystems, including mangroves, 
and often used as indicator for the status of marine ecosystems. At the end, a 
general description of the study area is provided. 

1.1. Description of the Sudanese Red Sea 

1.1.1. Geomorphology 

The Red Sea is a semi-enclosed, elongated and narrow-shaped basin that 
extends SE-NW between 12° N, 43° E and 30° N, 32° E, and covers a distance of 
approximately 2,000 km (Fig. 1.1). The coastal plains of the Red Sea are in 
general bordered by high mountains rising about 1000 m in the north and more 
than 3500 m in the south. The coastal plains are generally narrow with a width 
of 5-35 km in the north which increases to about 50 km in the south. However, 
the break in the Red Sea hills at Tokar, Sudan has resulted in a low and broad 
coastal plain. Finally, one of the most important characteristic geomorphologic 
features of the Red Sea region is the marginal sabkha flats and evaporites. 
Sabkha flats are typical supratidal areas that emerge at arid coastal flats as a 
result of high rates of evaporation coupled with tidal mechanisms (periodic 
flooding), resulting in the accumulation of windblown sediments and 
evaporites including gypsum, calcium carbonate, and salts. The Sudanese Red 
Sea is characterized by the presence of numerous sheltered bays (mersas) and 
several khors. Khors are seasonally flash flooded depressions that transport 
water and alluvium, originating from the Red Sea hills during rains, across the 
relatively wide coastal plains. The water is eventually drained either into 
lagoons or to the seaward end of extensive basins. 



CHAPTER 1 

2 

 
Figure 1.1. Geographical location of the Red Sea. From Behairy et al. 

(1992). 

1.1.2. Climate 

The climate of the Sudanese Red Sea is characterized by high summer 
temperatures and aridity throughout the year due to its geographical position 
within the subtropical high pressure belt. Descending air is adiabatically 
warmed as it loses altitude and is consequently dried. This leads to the 
formation of semi-permanent high pressure zones with a divergent circulation 
that suppresses cloud cover and precipitation, except when this pattern is 
disturbed by incursions of rare storm centers from outside. This normally 
occurs in the winter months when low pressure storm centers enter from the 
Mediterranean region. In this sense the climate regime is more Mediterranean 
exhibiting a clear division into hot and cool seasons with rainfall confined 
almost exclusively to the cool period from October to April (Fig. 1.2a). The 
mean monthly air temperature ranges from 20 to 38 °C. The mean maximum 
temperature ranges between 35 to 45 °C in summer, while the mean minimum 
temperature ranges between 18 and 31 °C in winter (Fig. 1.2b). Interannual 
variability in temperatures in not abnormal. However, since mid of 1990th the 
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Red Sea has been relatively warmer, with temperatures higher than the global 
averages, as shown by the annual temperature anomalies, which report more 
frequent warmer episodes  than colder ones (Raitsos et al., 2011).  

 
Figure 1.2. Climate diagram for the Sudanese Red Sea coast with mean 
temperature and rainfall (source: http://en.climate-data.org.) and (b) Monthly 
mean, minimum and maximum temperatures along the Sudanese Red Sea coast 
(Database recorded at Port Sudan station) 

Rainfall over the Red Sea and its coasts is very sparse (averaging 60 mm/year) 
and often very localized. Raining occurs spasmodically i.e. mostly in the form of 
showers of short spells, often associated with thunderstorms and occasionally 
with dust storms. The rainy season at the Sudanese coast occurs in winter, with 
maximum rainfall in November (El Tom, 1991; Musa, 1991). The average annual 
rainfall has changed from over 400 mm in the late nineteenth century to less 
than 250 mm after the 1970s due to intensified aridity in the region (Musa, 
1991). The coast, nevertheless, receives higher rainfalls (averaging 70 mm/year, 
Fig. 1.2a) than the other parts of the central Red Sea, as it is the area where the 
northern and southern air masses meet (Fouda & Gerges, 1994). 

1.1.3.  Oceanography 

Surface water temperature in the Red Sea increases from north to south 
showing wide variability between different seasons. The annual mean sea 
surface temperature ranges between 24 °C in the Gulf of Aden and 30 °C in the 
north of the Red Sea, while the seasonal surface temperature varies between 
22 and 30 °C in winter, and 29 and 30 °C in summer (Fig. 1.3b,c). Along the 
Sudanese coast, the recorded annual mean sea surface temperature ranges 
from 28 to 30 °C (Fig. 1.3a), while the mean seasonal surface temperature 
ranges between 26 and 29 °C in winter and the corresponding figures for 
summer season are 30 to 33 °C (Fig. 1.3b,c). 
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Figure 1.3. Annual (a), and seasonal (b) November-March and (c) June-September 
sea surface temperature distribution in the Red Sea from MICOM simulation 
(average over the last 9 years of simulation). From Sofianos and Johns (2003). 

The average salinity (PSU) in the Red Sea ranges between 36 at Bab el Mandeb 
in the south and 41 in the north (Fig. 1.4a), and can reach values of up to 45 
PSU in some areas. These high salinities are due to intense evaporation 
(averaging 200 cm/year) and a minimal fresh water input through rainfall. 
Along the coast of Sudan, the average annual salinity ranges from 39 in the 
south to 40.5 in the north (Fig. 1.4b,c).  

 
Figure 1.4. Annual (a), and seasonal (b) November-March and (c) June-September 
sea surface salinity distribution in the Red Sea from MICOM simulation (average over 
the last 9 years of simulation). From Sofianos and Johns (2003). 



GENERAL INTRODUCTION 

5 

Tides in the Red Sea are local oscillatory tides of a small amplitude and a semi-
diurnal pattern which results in high water at one end of the sea, when it is low 
water at the other end. Tidal ranges change widely from north to south, with 
the greatest values of 1.5-1.8 m in the north and only 0.9 m in the south. Along 
the coast of Sudan, there is no appreciable semi-diurnal tide compared to 
southern and northern parts (0.1-0.5 m). However, the seasonal sea level 
regularly moves up and down throughout the year (Abdel Karim & Babiker, 
1991). The fluctuation of the sea level strongly varies between seasons, being 
about 1.0 m higher in winter and around 0.45 m lower in summer (Taylor & 
Reid, 1984; Eltaib, 2010). These seasonal tides are driven partly by greater 
evaporation in the summer and freshwater fluxes in winter. However, the 
surface current in Bab el Mandeb, which flows into the Red Sea in winter and 
partly blows outward by strong winds in summer, appears to be the main factor 
in determining the seasonal rise and fall of the sea water (Sheppard et al., 
1992). 

Most of the Red Sea water has been considered as oligotrophic and deficient in 
several major nutrients including nitrate, ammonium, phosphate, and silicate 
(Raitsos et al., 2013), with the exception of small areas off the Sinai Peninsula 
and the southern transition area between the Red Sea and the Indian Ocean 
(Thiel et al., 1986). The low concentration can be attributed to the fact that no 
rivers are entering the Red Sea, except for small seasonal water courses or 
khors, and the low rainfall in the area. Typical concentrations of nitrate and 
phosphate in the open Red Sea water are 1.0 μmol/l and 0.2 µmol/l. High levels 
of nitrite and ammonia have been recorded in the upper water, which can be 
considered as an indicator of high bacterial activities. Near the coast of Sudan, 
phytoplankton productivity (measured as Chl-a concentrations) ranges 
between 0.1-.0.2 mg/m³ and can be up to 5.0 mg/m³ in some areas (Raitsos et 
al., 2013), while nutrient concentrations are very low ranging between 1.5-4.0 
and 0.06-1.0 µmol/l for nitrate and phosphate (Dowidar, 1984; Nasr et al., 
1987). 

1.1.4. Coastal biodiversity 

A number of different habitats, consisting of various biotopes such as: 
halophytic vegetation, saltmarshes, algal beds, sandy beaches and mud flats, 
rocky shores, sabkha and hyper-saline pools, seagrass beds, and coral reefs are 
present along the Sudanese coast. Among the halophytes, mangrove represent 
a very important component that closely interlinks all these biotopes through 
various biotic and abiotic fluxes. 
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1.2. Biology and ecology of mangroves 

The term “mangrove” is often ascribed to both the plants and the forest 
ecosystem. As a plant, mangrove refers to an ecological group of woody 
halophytic trees or shrub species, generally exceeding half a meter in height. 
They normally grow above mean sea level in the upper intertidal zone of 
marine coastal environments at the interface between land and sea. As an 
ecosystem, mangrove is a type of intertidal wetland ecosystem that constitute 
of trees as described above and associated microbes, fungi, algae, animals, of 
which the synergy is driven by specific abiotic factors (Kathiresan & Bingham, 
2001; Alongi, 2002; Luther & Greenberg, 2009).  

1.2.1. Mangrove distribution and structure 

The global distribution of mangroves indicates a tropical dominance with major 
latitudinal limits (between 30° north and 30° south) relating best to major 
ocean currents and the 20°C seawater isotherm in winter. Northern extensions 
of this limit occur in Japan (31°22ʹN) and Bermuda (32°20ʹN); southern 
extensions are found in Australia (38°45ʹS), New Zealand (38°59ʹS), and on the 
East Coast of South Africa (32°59ʹS), (Fig. 1.5; Alongi, 2002). The Sudanese 
mangroves extend in a coastline of about 500 km long, from 23°09'N, 35°37'E 
to 18°01'N, 38°35'E, covering an area of about 500 ha. This means that they 
exst close to the uppermost latitudinal limit of mangrove distribution and that 
they are marginally located with respect to the preferred climatological zones 
of mangroves (Alongi et al., 2009). 

 
Figure 1.5. Global distribution of the world’s mangrove forests and their 
biogeographic provinces. Forests are designated as heavy lines. The number of 
mangrove trees genera and species within each province are noted below the map. 
From Alongi et al. (2009). 
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In general, mangrove distribution is confined to soft sediments that are 
protected from extreme wave action such as found in the deltas of large rivers 
and estuaries, and on the leeward side of barrier islands (Alongi, 2002; Luther & 
Greenberg, 2009). The structure of mangrove forests varies at global, regional 
and local scales and over different time scales (Duke et al., 1998). At the global 
scale, mangroves are ultimately limited by temperature, but at the regional 
scale differences in mangrove structure may be explained by coastal 
geomorphology, which appears to be more important in determining the 
physical and chemical conditions of mangrove development. Mangroves exhibit 
different local distribution patterns in a number of different geographic 
regions, which often results in monospecific bands of vegetation occurring 
parallel to the shoreline (Smith, 1992). This indicates that the floristic 
composition of mangrove communities varies substantially across the intertidal 
zone and among geographic regions. In arid climates, woody plants are 
excluded from the landward fringe due to a high salinity and as a result salt 
marshes and tidal pans cover the area. Wet climates, on the other hand, tend 
to be more hospitable to a wide variety of plant species because the salt 
concentration in the landward soil is lower, and thus, terrestrial tree species 
intermingle with mangrove species (Luther & Greenberg, 2009). At the local 
scale, occurrence of species may differ across an estuary and species tend to 
segregate into monospecific patterns (known as physiognomy), which are 
apparently strongly related to differences in tidal height, water salinity, range 
of salinity of the soil, and aeration of the soil (Macnae, 1968; Lugo & Snedaker, 
1974; Chapman, 1975; Duke, 1992). 

Mangroves have been classified based on tidal and hydro-period characteristics 
into six physiognomic mangrove forest types. These include: (i) over-wash 
mangrove: patches, islands, or promontories (raised masses of land, declined 
abruptly from only one side) that are entirely covered by water at high tide, 
with the effect that there is little leaf litter accumulation; (ii) fringing mangrove: 
relatively narrow strips tracing a shoreline, a lagoon or the more steeply 
shelving part of an estuarine or deltaic channel; (iii) basin mangrove: typically 
present in a very shallow depression, away from the water’s edge (there is no 
wave action and mangroves may only be infrequently inundated); (iv) riverine 
mangrove: these mangroves grow along flowing waters such as tidal rivers and 
creeks which are flooded during the highest tides and which dry up at the 
lowest tides; (v) hammock mangrove: similar to basin mangrove, but existing in 
more elevated sites; and (vi) dwarf mangrove: limited to the flat coastal fringe. 
In Sudan we find mainly three physiognomic forest types: over-wash, fringing 
and basin mangroves (see also further). 
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1.2.2. Factors affecting mangrove forest development and structure 

In general, the establishment, development and structural characteristics of 
mangrove forests, such as canopy height, tree density, and biomass 
accumulation are defined by a number of abiotic factors. Among these factors, 
the following are considered to be the major determinants for mangrove 
distribution: 

i. Climate: The latitudinal limits of mangroves distribution vary depending 
on air and water temperature. Both factors are important in regulating 
several internal physiological processes such as salt regulation and 
excretion (Krauss et al., 2008). A very extensive mangrove occurs only 
when the average winter temperature is 20° C and when the seasonal 
temperature range does not exceed 10° C. Mangrove growth declines if 
the temperature progresses towards the colder limits. However, the 
effect of climate factors on mangrove growth and development varies 
among and within species (Mendelssohn & McKee, 2000). 
Nevertheless, temperature alone is not enough to define the 
distribution and development of mangroves at the latitudinal limit, 
because of the large variation in both average air and sea surface 
temperature (Quisthoudt et al., 2012).  

ii. Salinity: Salinity is important for germination, survival, growth and 
distribution of mangrove species (Krauss et al., 2008). The growth of 
mangroves in relation to salinity is species specific (Ball, 1988a), since 
mangrove species are either obligate halophytes or facultative 
halophytes. Freshwater is a physiological requirement, while salt water 
is an ecological requirement for their growth. The former prevents 
excess respiratory losses while the latter prevents invasion and 
competition from non-halophytes (Jayatissa, 2008; Wang et al., 2011). 
Mangroves, in general, prefer a brackish water environment and in 
extreme saline conditions stunted growth is observed. 

iii. Tidal inundation: Tidal fluctuation indirectly plays an important role in 
mangrove growth and development through the provision of salt, 
exchange of nutrients and the renewal of water. While it increases 
nutrient levels it also reduces sulfur compounds. It excludes most other 
vascular plants and by this reduces competition. Tides also flush the soil 
and decrease soil salinity in areas with high evaporation (Macnae, 1968; 
Golley et al., 1975). 

iv. Geomorphological suitability and wave energy: Although mangroves are 
able to grow on sand, peat and coral, they luxuriantly grow in alluvial 
soils (i.e. loose, fine-textured mud or silt, rich in humus) with low wave 
energy (Tomlinson, 1986). This form of substrate allows for colonization 
and succession of mangrove trees (Chaudhuri & Choudhury, 1994), 
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while low wave energy allows for propagule establishment and 
accumulation of fine sediment (Feller & Sitnik, 1996). In addition, the 
slope of the intertidal area, which is constrained by topography and 
accretion rate, will influence the establishment of mangroves higher in 
the intertidal area. 

v. Nutrient availability: Many mangrove soils have extremely low nutrient 
availability (e.g., Lovelock et al., 2005); however, nutrient availability 
varies greatly between mangroves and also within a mangrove stand 
(Feller et al., 2003a). Nutrient availability has been found to be one of 
the dominant factors influencing mangrove productivity (e.g., Onuf et 
al., 1977; Boto & Wellington, 1984; Feller et al., 2003b; Reef et al., 
2010), and vegetation performance (Ukpong, 1997). It also affects the 
growth of Avicennia seedlings, which showed a logarithmic pattern in 
relation to the availability of organic matter. This means Avicennia 
seedlings have limited capability on utilizing organic matter for growth 
(Gleason & Ewel, 2002). N and P were both considered as limiting 
factors for mangrove growth in general (Lovelock et al., 2004; Elser & 
Hamilton, 2007), while N was observed to limit the growth of A. marina 
in South Africa (Naidoo, 2009) and New Zealand (Lovelock et al., 
2007a). The limitation of P and N for the growth of mangroves also 
showed latitudinal pattern, indicating differing nutritional requirements 
in relation to latitude, with N found to be more limiting at the higher 
latitudes (Lovelock et al., 2007b). It was also suggested that forests 
fringing the ocean i.e. ‘open’ systems are N limited while those internal 
to the islands and permanently flooded i.e. areas with low exchange 
rates with the oceans are P limited (Smith, 1984; Medina et al., 2010). 

However, not one of the above listed factors is exclusively determinant for the 
distribution of mangroves, because some of these factors can greatly influence 
each other. For example, the availability of nutrients to mangrove plant 
production is controlled by a variety of biotic and abiotic factors such as tidal 
inundation, soil type, redox status and microbial activities of soils, plant 
species, litter production and decomposition. On the other hand, topographic 
factors such as elevation, determine the frequency and duration of tidal 
inundation, which subsequently affects the salinity, oxidation state and 
nutrient availability of the soil, resulting in complex patterns of nutrient 
demand and supply that contribute to the variable structure of mangrove 
forests.  

It is rather exceptional that mangroves are able to grow in the arid 
environment of Sudan and the Red Sea area in general, unless in other areas 
where winter rains occur. The diversity of the mangroves in Sudan is very low, 
with monospecific stands of Avicennia marina (Mohammed, 1984; Untawale et 
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al., 1992; PERSGA, 2004; Kathiresan & Rajendran, 2005). Nevertheless, other 
species such as Rhizophora mucronata and Bruguiera gymnorhiza were earlier 
found in the country but are not recorded recently anymore (Andrews, 1950; 
Kassas, 1957; .Zahran, 1965; Kassas & Zahran, 1967).  

The distribution of the Sudanese mangroves is constrained by all of the above 
mentioned factors, including the absence of diurnal tides. While the 
precipitation does not exceed 150 mm/year (Musa, 1991), the seasonal ranges 
of air and water temperatures (Section 1.1.2 and 1.1.3) are exceeding the 
seasonal range required for the extensive development of mangroves (less than 
10°C). This suggests that the limiting condition for mangrove distribution is not 
only a climatic factor, but that the development of mangroves in Sudan can be 
explained by the combination of temperature and aridity (Quisthoudt, 2013). 
As mentioned before, salinity along the Sudanese coast is considerably high 
and can be considered as an important factor in determining the distribution of 
the mangroves too. The high salinity also may have influenced mangroves by 
reducing the diversity of trees to only one salt-tolerant species. Also the local 
topography of the Sudanese coast, being in a narrow coastal plain with a small 
slope in addition to the absence of permanent rivers that can bring alluvial 
soils, may have influenced the distribution pattern of mangroves. A. marina 
stands are found only along the shore-line, on near-shore islets and fringing 
tidal inlets or creeks, which extend landwards along depressed areas of various 
sizes, locally known as “mersa”. The density and size of the A. marina stands 
increases towards the southern coast, especially at the mouths of khors that 
enter the sea from mountains, and that support muddier substrates and 
receive more freshwater influx from surface run-off. These khors are mostly dry 
except during the occasional rain storms that supply freshwater and sustain 
mangrove life. Nevertheless, at some localities in the northern parts, the better 
oxygenated, sandier substrate and considerable underground freshwater 
seepage may favor growth of Avicennia trees to a greater height and “Girth at 
Breast Height (GBH) or circumference or diameter usually measured at 1.4 m 
from ground level”, (PERSGA, 2004). Low phytoplankton productivity and low 
nutrient concentrations (phosphate, nitrate and nitrite) along the Sudanese 
coast suggest that the growth of mangroves is limited by the availability of 
these nutrients too. 

1.3. Mangrove ecosystem functions 

1.3.1. Mangrove forest production 

Mangrove trees are the foundation species in mangrove ecosystems (Ellison et 
al., 2005). Although early scientists regarded mangrove forests as unimportant 
transitional communities with a low productivity, today, their productivity is 
viewed as rather high and important for supporting mangrove and adjacent 
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coastal food webs, as well as for the stability of mangrove-fringed coasts. The 
productivity of mangrove forests is, however, highly variable over both large 
(latitudinal) and smaller (hydrological) scales (Bouillon et al., 2008; Alongi, 
2009). Variation in the primary productivity of mangrove forests emerges from 
a wide range of biotic and abiotic factors and results in highly variable 
environments for seedlings and other plants and fauna (Feller et al., 2010). Net 
primary productivity (NPP) of forests, determined by the balance of the total 
CO2 fixed by the forest and total plant respiration, has been generally 
underestimated in the past (Bouillon et al., 2008, Alongi, 2009). The estimated 
net primary production based on light attenuation for different mangrove 
forests in Papua New Guinea and northern Australia, ranges from 18 to 34 kg 
C/ha. However, estimates of the productivity of mangrove forests based on 
photosynthesis rates on the west coast of Peninsular Malaysia were nearly 10 
times greater than previous production estimates (Clough et al., 1997; Alongi, 
2009). These estimates indicate that, on an areal basis, mangroves are usually 
more productive than salt marshes, seagrass, macroalgae, coral reef algae, 
microphytobenthos, and phytoplankton (Alongi, 2002). The productivity of the 
Red Sea mangroves in general is relatively low, despite the fact that few 
quantitative studies have been attempted (Por et al., 1977; Dor & Levy, 1984; 
Crossland et al., 1987). Gross productivity of the poorly-developed mangroves 
on the northern side of the Red Sea is probably less than 0.5 kg.cm²/year, 
whereas in the well-developed mangals of the southern Red Sea, it can be 1 
kg.cm²/year (Sheppard et al., 1992; Fouda & Gerges, 1994). 

Other primary producers living in mangrove ecosystems that are usually not 
considered in NPP estimates include the phytoplankton in tidal waters, benthic 
cyanobacterial and microalgal mats, algal turfs, and distinctive root epiphytic 
algal communities (the Bostrychietum) that adheres to aboveground roots and 
stems. These components are highly productive, contributing up to 15% to the 
forest gross primary productivity (Dawes et al., 1999). Nevertheless, their 
contribution to the overall primary production of the ecosystem is highly 
variable, depending on factors such as climatic variation (e.g. light) and their 
relative proportions compared to vascular plants (Ong & Gong, 2013). These 
components may be more important than their absolute contribution to NPP 
because they may be preferentially decomposed and consumed (Bouillon et al., 
2008) and thus potentially play a key role in nutrient cycling (Lee & Joye, 2006).  

1.3.2. Carbon and nutrient cycling 

The estimated photosynthetic carbon fixed by mangroves in excess of 
ecosystem requirements approaches 40% of the net primary production 
(Duarte & Cebrian, 1996). This implies that the produced carbon is either 
stored in the wood which is eventually decomposed within the system, 
accumulated in sediments, or exported to the adjacent coastal habitats. 
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Mangrove average carbon budget estimates indicate that, 9% is consumed by 
herbivores, 30% is exported, 10% is stored in sediments, and 40% is 
decomposed and recycled within the system (Duarte & Cebrian, 1996). 
However, the values listed above are closely linked to the studied systems and, 
therefore, cannot be generalized. 

Nutrient cycling in mangrove forests reflects a balance between nutrient 
inputs, availability, and internal cycling, which in turn are intimately linked to 
microbial mediated carbon turnover in mangrove soils (Lee et al., 2008). 
Decomposition of the litter contributes to the production of dissolved organic 
matter (DOM) and the recycling of nutrients both in the mangal and in adjacent 
habitats. The nutrient cycling begins when leaves fall from the mangroves and 
are subjected to a combination of leaching and microbial degradation (Lee et 
al., 1990; Chale, 1993). Leaching alone removes a number of substances and 
can produce high levels of DOM (Benner et al., 1990). Microbial degradation 
alters soil nutrient concentrations and nutrient cycling through the processes of 
denitrification, which reduces inorganic nitrogen concentrations and, thus, 
limits the plant production (Joye, 2002); and through microbial nitrogen 
fixation, which increases nitrogen available for plant production (Joye & Lee, 
2004). The rate of litter decomposition can be affected by a number of factors, 
including species, latitude, environmental variables (e.g. tidal height), rainfall 
and temperature, and feeding activities of invertebrates, which accelerates 
breakdown and decomposition of mangrove litter. For example, litter 
decomposition rates vary between mangrove species (Lu & Lin, 1990; Tam et 
al., 1990). Kristensen et al. (1995) found that Avicennia spp. leaves decompose 
faster than Rhizophora spp. because they are thinner, sink faster and contain 
lesser tannins. In subtropical mangrove forests, senescent leaves of R. 
mucronata and C. tagal decompose substantially faster during the rainy season 
(Woitchik et al., 1997). Mackey and Smail (1996) found significantly faster 
decomposition of A. marina debris in the lower intertidal zone with greater 
inundation. They also found an exponential relationship between leaf 
decomposition rate and latitude. Leaves decomposed more rapidly at lower 
latitudes, and they attributed the observed pattern to temperature differences. 
According to Camilleri (1992) the decomposition rate of mangrove litter is 
greatly affected by the feeding activities of marine invertebrates, which 
breakdown and process large volume of mangrove litter. 

Mangroves contribute to around 15% of the organic carbon globally 
accumulating in marine sediments (Twilley et al., 1992; Jennerjahn & Ittekkot, 
2002) and to about 10% of the terrestrial dissolved organic carbon (DOC) 
exported to the ocean (Dittmar et al., 2006). Most data on material exchange 
involve estimates of export of particulate organic carbon mainly as litter (about 
40% of total mangrove litter) from mangrove estuaries (Dittmar et al., 2006). 
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DOC exported from mangroves has a unique chemical signature, derived from 
degradation products of mangrove detritus incorporated into the soil and often 
seeping out of the porewater. The origin of the DOC is often deduced from a 
clear tidal signature, with mangrove DOC leaving the estuary and DOC of 
marine origin entering the estuary. DOC is often transported further offshore. 
However, interactions among productivity, geomorphology, and hydrology 
influence material exchange with tidal waters via outwelling and inwelling, thus 
also impacting the services provided by mangrove ecosystems within larger and 
connected coastal ecosystems (Alongi, 2009). The amount of organic detritus 
originated from mangrove and potentially available for export strongly depends 
on local conditions, which varies enormously among mangrove habitats. These 
include net forest primary production, tidal range, the ratio of mangrove to 
watershed area, lateral trapping, high salinity plugs, total mangrove area, 
frequency of storms, amount of rainfall, and extent of activities of crabs and 
other litter-feeding fauna (Twilley et al., 1992; Alongi, 2009).  

1.3.3. Food Webs and Energy Fluxes 

Mangroves are transitional habitats between land and sea, thus, they play a 
central role in connecting both environments through transferring organic 
matter and energy fluxes across ecosystems. However, their contribution to the 
food web appears to be localized (Fleming et al., 1990) since trophic analyses in 
mangrove habitats failed to provide convincing evidence that mangrove organic 
production is the basis of near shore secondary production, except in some 
restricted circumstances (Lee, 2005). 

Mangrove forests have been described as detritus-based ecosystems where 
primary consumers play a minor role (Tomlinson, 1986). Mangrove detritus is 
probably more important as a substrate for microbial activity and nutrient 
regeneration (Kathiresan, 2012) and largely appears as a trophic dead end, so 
the carbon from the detritus is not transferred up the food chain, at least not in 
significant quantities (e.g. Bouillon et al., 2004a). However, recent studies have 
shown that herbivory in mangroves is comparable to that of other temperate 
and tropical forests (Cannicci et al., 2008). Similar to their role in other 
ecosystems, mangrove herbivores play important ecological roles that include 
increasing habitat and community complexity, creating light gaps, interfering 
with internal nutrient cycling, and increasing nutrient losses (Feller, 2002). 

Mangroves may have strong trophic linkages with epibenthic invertebrates and 
fish living in the mangal and in nearby habitats (e.g. seagrass beds). For 
example, macrobenthic consumers of fresh mangrove leaf litter perform a role 
intermediate between the shredders in low order streams and the deposit-
feeders in subtidal marine environments in terms of their contribution to 
organic matter flow and food generation for other consumers in the adjoined 
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habitats (Lee, 2008). On the other hand, mangrove detritus may contribute 
significantly to the nutrition of some invertebrates living in tidal creeks (e.g. 
juvenile Penaeus merguiensis from Malaysian and Australian mangroves). 
These juveniles prawn feed directly on mangrove detritus, on other small 
detritivores invertebrates, on benthic microalgae growing in the mangal, on a 
variety of cyanobacteria and microalgae that live on submerged portions of the 
mangroves and on leaf litter (e.g. Newell et al., 1995; Sheridan, 1991; 
Farnsworth & Ellison, 1995). However, many macrobenthos species apparently 
do not utilize mangrove detritus but other sources (see e.g. Bouillon et al., 
2004b). Mangroves apparently contribute little to the carbon assimilation of 
most fish; with the exception of syngnathid fish (pipefish) in the Negombo 
Estuary of Sri Lanka which feed primarily on mangrove litter (Pinto & 
Punchihewa, 1996). It was also found that wet-dry tropical estuarine 
mangroves, where fresh water is intermittent, are the most important 
contributors to the diet of fish species Leiognathus equulus (Abrantes et al., 
2015). 

1.3.4. Connectivity 

The ecosystems of mangroves, seagrasses and coral reefs are functionally 
linked. This linkage is, however, not well enough understood to support 
management practices. The health and productivity of individual habitats 
existing in the coastal zone are dependent on a number of complex 
interactions, which are classified into five major types: (1) physical processes, 
(2) transfer of dissolved organic matter (3) particulate organic matter, (4) 
animal migration and (5) human impacts (Kathiresan & Alikunhi, 2011). Among 
the above mentioned interactions the exchange of nutrients (organic matter) 
and animal migration are of particular importance. Exported mangrove litter is 
an important source of detritus in seagrass ecosystems (Alongi,, 1989; Bouillon 
et al., 2004b). The nutrients released from the microbial decomposition of 
mangrove litter enhance the microbial planktonic populations. The organic 
matter associated with microbes is transferred to adjacent coral reef 
ecosystems through seagrass beds. In this respect, mangroves contribute 
significantly to the marine food web through the indirect pathway and create 
interconnected coastal ecosystems (Fig. 1.6; Kathiresan & Alikunhi, 2011).  

Mangrove ecosystems are important for fish production. They serve as nursery, 
and feeding and breeding grounds for many fishes and shellfishes. Nearly 80% 
of the fish catches are directly or indirectly dependent on mangrove and other 
coastal ecosystems worldwide (Kjerfve & Macintosh, 1997). Mangroves and 
seagrass beds are vital nursery areas for many important coral reef fishes 
(Mumby et al., 2004; Unsworth et al., 2008; Nagelkerken et al., 2014 ). Mumby 
and Hatings (2008) showed that mangrove-based ontogenetic migrations of 
parrotfish may, through a trophic cascade on macroalgae, enhance the 
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recovery rate of mid-shelf reefs from hurricanes. Therefore, they are 
interlinked with coral reefs through animal migration and dispersal. Inter-
habitat migrations occur within invertebrate (Hiddink, 2003) and vertebrate 
fauna (Law & Dickman, 1998; Nagelkerken et al., 2000a,b). 

 

Figure 1.6. Schematic diagram representing trophic and functional linkages among 
coastal ecosystems. From Kathiresan and Alikunhi (2011). 

Mangroves can also be connected to the seagrass bed and coral reefs through 
other provided services  such as trapping of sediment, and thus acting as sinks 
to the suspended sediments to keep good quality water for seagrass and coral 
reefs (Woodroffe, 1992; Wolanski et al., 1992; Wolanski,, 1995; Furukawa et 
al., 1997). Disappearance or removal of mangroves can alter the connectivity 
between different components of the marine environment and, thus, can have 
negative consequences such as decrease in fisheries production (.e.g. 
Primavera, 1997) and deterioration of other coastal habitats (e.g. Koch et al., 
2009). 

The Sudanese mangroves, despite their small areal extension and marginal 
location, are also considered important for the ichtyofauna and some macro-
invertebrates, although evidence is limited only to few studies (El Hag, 1978; 
Brandford, 1980; Khalil, 1994; Khalil & Krupp,1994). These studies, which were 
carried out in mangrove areas and associated lagoons, as well as in the open 



CHAPTER 1 

16 

shore in the southern part of the Sudanese coast, have reported that mersas 
and associated mangrove stands are considered as breeding grounds and 
nurseries for several fish and shrimps species, and important habitats for a 
number of commercial shrimp species in the Tokar Delta area including the 
species Penaeus semisulcatus, Penaeus latisulcatus, Penaeus japonicus, 
Penaeus monodon, Penaeus indicus, Metapenaeus monoceros and 
Metapenaeus stebbingi (El Hag, 1978; Brandford, 1980). Khalil (1994) described 
the relations of fish species to mangroves in the Sudanese Red Sea and 
identified three main categories: 

I. True residents, which spend their entire life cycle in the mangroves. 
This category includes the fish species Aphanius dispar, Gerres oyena 
and some gobiids. 

II. Closely associated species, which are found in the mangroves as 
juveniles or juveniles and sub-adults. These species apparently utilize 
the mangroves as nursery and feeding grounds and include the fish 
species Acanthopagrus berda, Chanos chanos, Crenidens crenidens, 
Hypoatherina temminckii, Leiognathus equulus, Terapon jarbua, 
Pomadasys commersonni and some Mugilidae spp. 

III. Loosely associated species, which occur in the mangroves as occasional 
visitors entering there searching for food or protection e.g. Sillago 
sihama, Thryssa baelama. 

Most of the extensive mangrove stands are located at the mouth of khors, 
which bring a lot of sediment load during the rainy season. By trapping these 
sediments, mangroves provide good quality water for both the seagrass bed 
and coral reefs and protect them from deterioration. 

1.3.5. Translation of ecological benefits into direct human benefits 

The economic value of natural products and ecosystem services generated by 
mangrove forests is generally underestimated (Barbier, 1994). As a 
consequence, mangrove ecosystems have become prime candidates for 
conversion into large scale development activities such as agriculture, 
aquaculture, forestry, salt extraction and other infrastructure. Evaluation of the 
importance of mangroves for society requires insight into the flow of products 
and services within the social system of coastal communities, and how they are 
linked and influenced by domestic and international markets and institutions. It 
also requires insight into the biophysical links within and between mangroves 
and other ecosystems for the generation of natural products and ecological 
services. The economic benefits provided by an environmental good or service 
is the sum of what all members of society would be willing to pay for it. 
Therefore, it is misleading to characterize all ecosystem services as ‘‘benefits’’ 
(Barbier et al., 2011). Mangroves provide a number of directly or indirectly 
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derived highly valued human benefits including goods (such as raw material 
and food) and services including coastal protection, erosion control, water 
purification, supporting of fisheries, carbon sequestration, tourism, recreation, 
education, and research. 

Of the ecosystem services listed above, three have received most attention in 
terms of determining their value to coastal populations. These include: (1) their 
use by local coastal communities for a variety of products, such as fuel wood, 
timber, raw materials, honey and resins, and crabs and shellfish; (2) their role 
as nursery and breeding habitats for offshore fisheries; and (3) their propensity 
to serve as natural ‘‘coastal storm barriers’’ to periodic wind and wave or storm 
surge events, such as tropical storms, coastal floods, typhoons, and tsunamis. 
For example, in Thailand, the net present value (NPV) arising from the net 
income to local communities from collected forest and other products and 
shellfish was estimated in 1996 between US$ 484/ha and US$ 584/ha. In 
addition, the Net Present Value (NPV) of mangroves as breeding and nursery 
habitat in support of offshore artisanal fisheries ranged from US$ 708/ha to 
US$ 987/ha, and the storm protection service was estimated between US$8966 
and US$10821/ha (Barbier, 2007). Such benefits are considerable when 
compared to the average incomes of coastal households. Coastal protection 
measured by the ability of mangroves to attenuate and/or dissipate waves and 
wind energy was estimated at US$8966 to US$10821/ha (Barbier, 2007). 
Erosion control services provided by sediment stabilization and soil retention in 
vegetation root structure was estimated at US$3679/ha/year (Sathirathai & 
Barbier, 2001). Support for fisheries by providing suitable reproductive habitat 
and nursery grounds and sheltered living space was estimated at US$708 to 
US$987/ha. Carbon sequestration generated by biological productivity, 
biogeochemical activity, and sedimentation was estimated at 
US$30.50/ha/year (Chumra et al., 2003). 

1.4. Mangrove system analysis 

The coupling of mangroves to coastal food webs has been analyzed using a 
number of approaches including energy flux and ecosystem mass balance, and 
abundance of natural isotopes (Twilley, 1995). On the other hand, conceptual 
and simulated models are important in system ecology because they can assist 
in understanding the relative importance of the food sources to different 
marine fauna and can be very useful in explaining the contrasting findings of 
the contribution of mangroves to the coastal food web generated by stable 
isotope approaches. They can especially be used to highlight the gaps in our 
knowledge and indicate the impact of human disturbances on the ecosystem. 
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1.4.1. Energy flux and ecosystem mass balance 

Mangrove ecosystems have been modeled in terms of energy and material 
fluxes by Odum and Heald (1975) and others. They reported that the major 
energy flow is via the detritus food chain and not the grazing food chain 
demonstrating, as mentioned earlier, that particulate organic matter is 
exported from mangrove forests to adjacent waters, while mangroves may 
serve as a nutrient sink for importing inorganic nutrients. The outcome of this 
model, however, appeared highly variable when compared between different 
mangrove sites (Robertson & Alongi, 1992). 

1.4.2. Stable isotope analysis 

More recent, stable isotopes (δ13C, δ15N, δ34S) are used as integrators and 
tracers of ecological processes (Robinson, 2001). They provide ecological 
information across a range of spatio-temporal scales i.e. from cell to 
ecosystems and across time scales of seconds to millennia (Dawson et al., 
2002). Over the last few decades, the use of stable isotope ratios in ecological 
studies has increased greatly, most notably in the area of trophic ecology and 
food webs (Peterson & Fry, 1987; Fry, 2006). However, applications of stable 
isotopes in food web studies have been mostly qualitative to date, prompting 
the recent development of quantitative approaches to investigate different 
aspects of trophic ecology and food web structure using stable isotope data 
(e.g., Bearhop et al., 2004; Newsome et al., 2007; Schmidt et al., 2007). 

Stable isotope analysis offers one of the possible approaches to study the 
incorporation of different carbon sources into food webs on the condition that 
there is a sufficiently large difference in the isotopic composition of the 
different primary carbon sources (terrestrial material, phytoplankton, benthic 
microalgae). Therefore, they have been used to study benthic food webs in a 
variety of ecosystems (e.g. Dauby, 1990; Riera et al., 1999; Yoshii et al., 1999; 
Lepoint et al., 2000). Several quantitative stable isotope studies have been 
carried out in mangrove ecosystems as well (e.g. Rodelli et al., 1984; Newell et 
al., 1995; Loneragan et al., 1997; Marguillier et al., 1997; Dehairs et al., 2000; 
Hsieh et al., 2002; Lee, 2000; Bouillon et al., 2002a). They have substantially 
increased the knowledge on mangrove food webs since the publication of the 
work of Odum and Heald (1975), and potentially provide indications of the 
origins and transformations of organic matter (e.g. Newell et al., 1995; Bouillon 
et al., 2008). 

Despite the extensive studies on estuarine food webs, the importance of 
contributions from mangrove litter to the diet of marine fauna has not been 
resolved yet. The general conclusion resulting from many studies concerning 
the benthic communities in the aquatic environment adjacent to mangrove 
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forests is that mangrove carbon is only used in a very restricted zone in and 
near mangrove forests, but its role is rapidly taken over by phytoplankton 
(Rodelli et al., 1984; Zieman et al., 1984; Fleming et al., 1990; Primavera, 1997; 
Loneragan et al., 1997; Lee, 2000; Hsieh et al., 2002; Bouillon et al., 2002b; 
Macia, 2004), except in some restricted circumstances (Lee, 2005). While some 
studies indicate that there is only little direct contribution of mangrove to the 
diet of benthic macro-invertebrates (e.g. Tue et al., 2012) and fish (e.g. Nyunja 
et al., 2009; Laura et al., 2014; Shahraki et al., 2014), some other studies 
confirmed the importance of mangrove leafs to the diet of fish (Zagras et al., 
2013) and mangrove derived carbon for fish and prawn (Sheaves et al., 2012; 
Al-Maslamani et al., 2013 ; Abrantes et al., 2015). 

Community-wide metrics based on stable isotope representations of species’ 
niches have been introduced by Layman et al. (2007a) as an additional tool to 
describe the trophic structure at species or community level. Since then, they 
have been used to quantify trophic niche width collapses following aquatic 
ecosystem fragmentation (Layman et al., 2007b), hydrological changes (Delong 
et al., 2011), or the introduction of exotic species (Jackson et al., 2012), and to 
identify patterns in food web structure in saline lakes (Cooper & Wissel 2012) 
or estuaries (Abrantes et al., 2014).  

As mentioned earlier, the geophysical processes and the landscape setting are 
very important in the development and functioning of mangrove forests. 
Twilley et al. (1998) proposed geomorphic and topographic elements to be 
used to characterize different mangrove systems, based on the environmental 
setting hypothesis (Twilley, 1995), as a useful framework to summarize food 
web patterns in estuaries and coastal waters as well as other ecosystem 
functions of mangroves. Twilley et al. (1998) classified mangrove geomorphic 
types based upon the degree of terrigenous input and position of the mangrove 
forest relative to this input into delta, lagoon, delta/lagoon, or estuarine 
mangroves (Fig. 1.7). The ecogeomorphic classifcation of mangroves describes 
the nature of geophysical processes of coastal environments that along with 
ecological processes account for the biological and functional diversity of 
mangrove wetlands (Thom, 1984; Woodroffe, 1992; Twilley, 1995; Twilley et 
al., 1996; Twilley, 1997). According to this classification, there will be variability 
in ecosystem dynamics resulting from the differential act of the geophysical 
processes, forcing functions or stressors that dominate coastal processes 
including soil type, salinity, tidal amplitude, rainfall, nutrients, hydro-period, 
cyclones, drought, and salt accumulation; with structural complexity and 
productivity increasing from dwarf to riverine types (Lugo & Snedaker, 1974). 
The increase of geophysical energies in a coastal region will promote greater 
mangrove biomass and productivity, forest regeneration rates, landscape ratios 
(mangrove to open water area), and exchange of nutrients and organic matter 
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with coastal waters (Fig. 1.7). Thus the quantity of detritus export from 
mangrove wetlands depends on the type of environmental setting (Twilley, 
1998). Changes in the environmental settings that regulate the exchange of 
water, energy and materials across coastal landscapes can control levels of 
biological diversity as well as primary and secondary productivity (Risser, 1995; 
Carter et al., 1994).  

 

Figure 1.7. Hierarchical classification system to describe different patterns of 
mangrove structure and function based on geomorphological and ecological 
factors and stressor along gradients from fringe to more inland locations. 
From Twilley et al. (1998). 

1.5. Mangrove destruction and fragmentation 

Fragmentation, in general, is defined as the loss and isolation of natural 
habitats (Meffe & Carroll, 1997). Ecosystem or habitat loss refers to the 
disappearance of an ecosystem, an assemblage of an organism, or to the 
alteration of the physical environment in which they exchange energy and 
matter to the point that it is rendered unfit to support the species dependent 
upon it as their home territory (Fahrig, 2003).  
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The survival of mangroves, throughout their range, is at risk due to destruction 
and fragmentation. The global mangrove forest has decreased by 35% of its 
total area over the past 30 years. This equals a total loss rate of 2.1% or around 
3000 square kilometers of mangroves per year (Valiela et al., 2001). If the 
destruction of mangroves continues, they may likely be totally lost within 100 
years or at best prediction forests might be reduced to relic patches too small 
to support the diversity of organisms that depend on them (FAO, 2003; Duke et 
al., 2007; Luther & Greenberg, 2009).  

Mangroves commonly occur in discrete patches and are thus naturally 
fragmented. However, their integrity may become more fragmented due to 
natural forces acting over a long time frame of thousands or millions of years 
such as climate change (e.g. glaciations, changes in rainfall, sea level rise) or 
over short periods (decades or months) such as cyclones, El Niño-Southern 
Oscillation, tsunamis, and diseases. In addition, many human activities that 
emerge from population expansion and intervention such as resource 
extraction in terms of felling for wood products, mangrove clearing for 
agriculture and pond aquaculture, urban development (e.g. construction of 
buildings, roads etc.), change of tidal and hydrological regimes, and industrial 
development are the chief causes of mangrove destruction and fragmentation 
(Alongi, 2002; Laverty & Gibbs, 2007). 

1.5.1. Impact of mangrove fragmentation and destruction 

Loss and fragmentation of ecosystems are tightly coupled processes as the 
pattern of loss affects the degree of fragmentation. Fragmentation is a 
consequence of loss (Haila, 1999), in which mangroves degrade to its lowest 
quality, and is best thought of as the subdivision of a formerly contiguous 
mangrove into fragments that lack an effective ecological connectivity. It is 
often difficult to distinguish between the effects of these two processes, since 
they often happen simultaneously (Laverty & Gibbs, 2007). Loss of habitat 
impacts species principally by reducing available resources and 
microenvironments. On the other hand, fragmentation has additional 
consequences by reducing continuity and interfering with species dispersal and 
migration, thereby isolating populations and disrupting the flow of individual 
plants and animals (and their genetic material) across a landscape (Laverty & 
Gibbs, 2007). In addition to the abovementioned effects, fragmentation and 
the resulting isolation of a forest can have a variety of physical impacts on the 
forests by affecting temperature, light, wind, and water conditions (Saunders et 
al., 1991). Generally, habitat loss is of far greater consequence to biological 
diversity than habitat fragmentation (Fahrig, 2003). 
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1.5.2. Impact of mangrove clearing 

The characteristics of mangrove wood being of high calorific value and rich in 
phenols, and hence, highly resistant to deterioration, make them highly 
suitable for charcoal and firewood, chipboard industry, and quality paper. 
Mangrove clearance is the process of the instance clearing of mangrove trees’ 
green and woody parts, resulting in complete eradication of the mangrove 
forest. Therefore, it is different from mangrove destruction and fragmentation 
where damage is partly caused to the mangrove trees or forest. Clearance of 
mangroves due to overexploitation of resources and habitat conversion for 
aquaculture are the main drivers behind mangrove loss (UNEP, 2006). In Sudan, 
mangroves were cleared mainly for coastal development such as building of 
new harbors or expanding of the existing ones. Recently, about 2 ha of 
mangrove area were cleared in 2012 to establish a new harbor for export of 
livestock. In addition, mangroves have been destroyed by the poor design of an 
outfall access road and recreational areas, and by salt works construction; i.e. 
saltwater access canals and banks which were cut through mangrove stands. 
Mangrove clearance and change in land use can predominantly affect 
mangroves ecosystems and alter the functions which they provide. At global 
scale, loss of mangrove may have a significant impact on global carbon budgets, 
because mangroves fix and store significant amounts of carbon (Cebrian, 2002). 
At a local scale, harvesting and clearance of mangroves, even at a small scale, 
reduce the live stem, above-ground biomass and increase the canopy gaps 
between less dense and smaller trees (Alongi & de Carvalho, 2008). Mangrove 
eradication can cause changes in the sediment from a muddy to a sandier 
environment (Alfaro, 2010). It can promote concentrations of dissolved sulfide, 
metals, and ammonium in the interstitial due to enhanced soil desiccation, 
declined solute uptake, and O2 translocation to live roots (Alongi & de Carvalho, 
2008). Mangrove clearance can also lead to reduction in bacterial diversity and 
nitrogen fixation rates, to formation of anaerobic soil, and changes in sediment 
organic carbon and other related biochemical/microbial parameters. The 
decline in live roots and the microbial metabolic activities can also result in 
shifts in composition of microbial communities (Sjöling et al., 2005; Alongi & de 
Carvalho, 2008; Dinesh & Ghoshal Chaudhuri, 2013). Moreover, clearance can 
result in an increase in algal biomass and richness with dominance of specific 
groups of algae, such as cyanobacteria, due to change in abiotic factors (Granek 
& Ruttenberg, 2008), and ultimately leads to changes in faunal distribution. 
Other effects of mangrove clearance include a decrease in the availability of 
fish and prawns, increase in coastal erosion, and eventually reduction of 
seagrass and coral reefs (Fondo & Martens, 1998). 
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1.6. Benthic fauna 

1.6.1. Mangrove as a habitat for benthic fauna 

Benthic invertebrate communities in mangroves are generally separated into 
two major size classes. The meiofauna, generally defined as animals passing 
through a 1 or 0.5 mm sieve but being retained on a 42 or 38 µm mesh, and the 
macrofauna which are greater than 1 mm. Both groups often show marked 
zonation patterns, and colonize a variety of specific micro-environments within 
mangrove habitats (Nagelkerken et al., 2008). While some species dwell on the 
sediment surface (epifauna) or reside in burrows or live beneath the surface of 
the sediment-water interface (infauna), others live on pneumatophores and 
lower tree trunks or prop-roots; they burrow in decaying wood, while some 
species can even be found in the tree canopies (Sasekumar, 1974; Ashton, 
1999). Nematodes and harpacticoid copepods usually are the dominant 
meiofaunal taxa found in mangrove sediments. Other meiofauna taxa 
commonly found include some species of polychaetes, ostracods, oligochaetes, 
turbellarians and bivalves. Mangrove macrofauna, on the other hand, are 
represented by epifauna and infauna. The distinction between infauna and 
epifauna is, however, not always straightforward and related to the organisms’ 
functional role. For example, many sesarmid crabs create extensive burrow 
systems, while others appear to find refuge in crevices from decaying wood or 
root structures, or their burrowing status is unknown (Gillikin & Kamanu, 2005).  

1.6.2. Factors affection the distribution of benthic fauna 

Studies on meiofaunal and macrofaunal communities within mangrove 
sediments have highlighted the importance of a number of physicochemical 
factors in regulating their distribution and abundance including tidal height, 
salinity, temperature, dissolved oxygen, organic content, sediment grain size, 
sediment-associated tannins, depth of the redox potential discontinuity 
(reducing) layer within the sediments, and distribution along the intertidal-
subtidal gradient in estuarine environments (Somerfield et al., 1998; Coull, 
1999). In addition, these biotas represent an important food source for many 
other larger taxa, while competition both among individuals within a species as 
well as among species, can also play a major role in limiting faunal abundances 
and distribution. The combined effect of the above mentioned physicochemical 
factors, and the predation and competition effects resulted in very complex 
spatial and temporal patterns in the structure of these assemblages (Kennish, 
1986; Levinton, 1995; Valiela, 1995).  

Meiofaunal distributions are patchy, and vary seasonally (Alongi & 
Christoffersen, 1992), leading to widely varying estimates of abundance. The 
majority of individuals are concentrated near the sediment surface, especially 
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in muds (Somerfield et al., 1998), while in relatively oxic sandier sediments 
more specimens are found below the sediment surface (Vanhove et al., 1992; 
Nagelkerken et al., 2008). Mangroves are characterized by depositional fine 
sediments, often with high organic content. Nematodes, harpacticoid copepods 
and Turbellaria usually constitute the most dominant taxa in mangrove. Besides 
some meiofauna taxa that survive in sulphidic environments based on 
chemosynthetic symbiosis, such as the genus Parastomonema, family 
Siphonolaimidae, are known to occur in mangrove sediments (Somerfield et al., 
1998; Kito & Aryuthaka, 2006). 

Macrofaunal communities in mangrove habitats consist mainly of gastropods, 
bivalves and brachyuran crabs. Gastropods occupy a wide range of ecological 
niches (Cantera et al., 1983; Plaziat, 1984) and they can be found in various 
habitats within mangroves, such as on stems and roots and in the sediment. 
Gastropods can attain very high species diversity in some mangrove 
ecosystems and can even reach higher densities and biomass than brachyuran 
crabs in some cases. A number of gastropod genera (e.g. Ellobium, Enigmonia) 
and species (e.g. Littorariascabra and T. palustris), known fom tropical and sub-
tropical areas of the Indo-Pacific, appear to occur exclusively in mangrove 
systems. Bivalves are often considered to be confined to a narrow seaward 
zone, due to feeding and larval settlement restrictions (Nagelkerken et al., 2008 
and the references therein). Ocypodid crabs (Uca spp. and Macrophthalmus 
spp., or Ucidescordatus) in Central and South American mangroves and grapsid 
crabs (Sesarminae, Metopograpsus spp., Metaplax spp.) in the Indo-Pacific, 
Thailand, Australia and Singapore, usually dominate the crab fauna and species 
often exhibit marked horizontal and vertical zonation patterns.  

The fact that different mangrove plants have different environmental niches 
and affect their surroundings differently, may affect the distribution of benthic 
communities. It has been suggested that the difference in the distribution and 
the composition of meiofaunal and macrofaunal communities may be 
attributed to differences in tree root structure, the presence of specific tree 
species or tree diversity, and the physical and chemical nature of the leaf litter 
(Lee, 1998; Ellison et al., 1999; Dahdouh-Guebas et al., 2002). It also appears 
that the presence or absence of mangrove vegetation is relatively unimportant 
in determining the composition of meiofaunal communities (Nagelkerken et al., 
2008). However coarsening of sediments as a consequence of mangrove 
clearing will affect both the meio- and macrofauna since their assemblage 
structure strongly depends on the sediment composition too. 

1.6.3 Functional role of benthic fauna in mangrove ecosystems 

Despite the abundance and ubiquity of meiofauna, knowledge about their 
interactions and their role in the functioning of mangrove ecosystems is 
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lacking. Macrofauna play a very important functional role by modifying the 
physical and chemical properties of mangrove sediments (Cannicci et al., 2008). 
Although molluscs occupy all levels of the food web, as predators, herbivores, 
detritivores and filter feeders, their overall ecological role and the effects they 
exert within the mangrove ecosystem are far from clear (Cannicci et al., 2008).  

Crabs and gastropods exert extraordinary influence on a wide variety of 
mangrove processes (Lee, 1998; 1999; Kristensen, 2008). Through their 
consumption of mangrove leaf litter (e.g. Decapod: grapsid crab; Gastropoda: 
Terebralia), they significantly reduce the amount of detritus available for 
export, thus enhancing retention and recycling of nutrients and organic matter 
internally (Leh & Sasekumar, 1985; Micheli et al., 1991; Emmerson & 
McGwynne, 1992; Lee, 1997; Cannicci et al., 2008). Their wastes can support 
coprophagous organisms, further ensuring conservation of materials within the 
forest. Since propagule recruitment supports natural regeneration of mangrove 
forests, determining in the long term the structure and functioning of 
mangrove ecosystems, seed, seedling and propagule predation has been 
considered an important factor determining seedling distribution patterns in 
many mangrove stands (Cannicci et al., 2008; Dahdouh-Guebas et al., 2011; 
Van der Stocken et al., 2012; Van Nedervelde et al., 2012; Nayar et al., 2012). 
Crabs are the main actors in this process, but our understanding of the strong 
impact of gastropods, by means of high and differential consumption of 
propagules, has greatly developed recently (Fratini et al., 2001; Fratini et al., 
2008). Additionally, their selective consumption of mangrove propagules (e.g. 
Decapod: sesarmid crabs and hermit crabs; Gastropod: T. palustris) affects 
forest structure by reducing the recruitment and relative abundance of tree 
species whose propagules are preferentially consumed (Fratini et al., 2004; 
Lindquist & Carroll, 2004; Bosire et al., 2008). Bioturbation by crabs results in 
changes in soil texture and chemistry, surface topography, degree of anoxia, 
and abundance of meiofauna while stimulating microbial production. The 
presence of crab burrows enhances the flow of tidal water through the forest 
floor, speeding up not only the flow of water but also the exchange of the 
associated dissolved and particulate material between forests and adjacent 
waterways (Ridd, 1996; Cannicci et al., 2008). A similar important effect is 
exerted by large mobile gastropods through destabilization of the sediment 
due to the tracks left by their heavy shells. The presence of adult individuals of 
T. palustris induces mud surface rearrangement, affecting the abundance of 
meiofauna communities (decreasing density) and of the cyanobacteria carpet 
(complete disappearance). Overall, this induces a general modification of the 
biological, chemical and physical parameters of the mangrove soil surface 
(Carlen & Olafsson, 2002) 
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Crabs and gastropods, therefore, represent keystone species in mangrove 
ecosystems. Recent work has focused on clarifying the trophic role of crabs, 
especially on the positive feedback loops and interactions with trees and other 
flora and fauna in relation to food availability (Ashton, 2002; Kristensen & 
Alongi, 2006), and their reproductive and life history strategies in relation to 
tree composition and environmental factors (Lee & Kwok, 2002; Koch et al., 
2005; Moser et al., 2005). It has been found in mescosm experiments that the 
presence of the fiddler crab, Uca vocans, stimulated the growth and 
development of A. marina saplings but depressed the abundance and 
productivity of microalgal mats at the soil surface (Kristensen & Alongi, 2006).  

1.6.4. Benthic fauna as bioindicator 

Bioindicators are organisms or assemblages of organisms of which responses to 
change in the environment are considered to be representative to evaluate the 
quality of the environment (or a part of the environment). They have particular 
requirements with regard to a known set of physical or chemical variables. As 
such, changes in presence/absence, numbers, morphology, physiology or 
behavior of those organisms indicate that the given physical or chemical 
variables are outside their preferred limits. Positive indicators, also named 
opportunistic species such as some polychaete worms (Méndez et al., 1997), 
tend to increase in abundance in disturbed areas, outcompeting original 
species. Negative indicators are usually key species in the environment that 
tend to decrease in biomass and show reduced growth rates after change (e.g. 
Crouau & Moia, 2006; LeBlanc, 2007; Amara et al., 2009). They are efficient 
indicators of disturbance due to a general reallocation of resources favoring 
tolerance to stress, by combating against contaminants, low oxygen levels or 
repairing damage (Diaz & Rosenberg, 1995; Wu, 2002). 

Benthic macroinvertebrates have been used to monitor the human 
environmental impacts on water quality since the early 1900s (Wallace et al., 
1996). Despite the primary limitation of the use of macrofauna in 
biomonitoring, i.e. their patchy distribution and high sampling variability, and 
the taxonomic difficulties associated with their identification, they are ideally 
suited for assessing environmental quality, because of their well-established 
ecological roles in the function of aquatic ecosystem and their importance in 
the aquatic food web (Clements, 1997). On the other hand, the use of 
meiofauna as a biological indicator is a more recent development than the 
utilization of macrofauna in monitoring aquatic ecosystems (Coull & Chandler, 
1992). The advantages of the former are numerous and strongly emphasized by 
Kennedy and Jacoby (1999), while some of the arguments traditionally 
advanced against their use underline difficulties in identification, the high rate 
of sampling frequency and the microscopic size of these organisms. However, 
new technologies and tools, such as standardized methodologies, electronic 
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identification keys, molecular approaches and the creation of new indices, 
currently allow for and promote the use of meiofauna in ecological studies 
(Giere, 2009). 

Effects of disturbances on communities can be divided into two categories: 
structural and functional. Structural responses are typically associated with 
community-level measures and generally include measures such as total 
abundances, species richness, diversity, and community composition; while 
functional traits mostly refer to such as trophic diversity. The changes in these 
measures are very important for better monitoring of ecosystem health. 
Recently the establishment of standardized methods appeared to be a 
worldwide priority since the assessment of the ecological quality status of an 
ecosystem became very important. The Water Framework Directive (WFD; EC, 
2000) has suggested the use of biological, hydro-morphological, chemical and 
physico-chemical elements as indicators of good quality. Among the biological 
indicators, the use of benthos, phytoplankton, macrophytes, phytobenthos and 
fish fauna was highly recommended. Following the recommendations of WFD's, 
a number of community-based indices using macrobenthos as biological 
indicator of the quality of marine sediments such as AMBI, BENTIX, and BOPA 
were developed and have proven their usefulness in identifying the quality 
status of the sites studied. However, the use of meiobenthos and marine free-
living nematodes is still at its initial stages (Borja et al., 2000; Gómez-Gesteira & 
Dauvin, 2000; Simboura & Zenetos, 2002; Rosenberg et al., 2004; Salas et al., 
2006; Borja et al., 2008; de-la-Ossa-Carretero et al., 2009; Moreno et al., 2011). 
If new indices can be applied based on taxonomic data, particularly at genus 
level, they can be candidates to serve in monitoring environmental quality. 
They can especially assist in understanding the effect of natural and human 
impact on mangrove ecosystems.  

1.7. Mangrove mapping 

Mangroves have significant ecological and economical values. Therefore, up-to-
date information with regard to the extent and condition of mangrove 
ecosystems is an essential aid to conservation and restoration measures, 
management policy and decision-making processes. Typical mangrove habitats 
are temporarily inundated and often located in inaccessible regions. 
Consequently, traditional field observation and survey methods are extremely 
time-consuming and cost intensive. To address these issues, large-scale and 
long-term monitoring, and cost-effective tools, which are available by means of 
remote-sensing technology (Blasco et al., 1998; Mumby et al., 1999) for 
mapping mangrove extent and distribution (Aschbacher et al., 1995; Green et 
al., 1998; Manson et al., 2001), classification (Wang et al., 2008), and their 
sustainable management (Dahdouh-Guebas, 2002) are required. 
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1.7.1. Methods 

Conventional space-borne satellite sensors have played an important role in 
mapping mangrove distribution at both global (Spalding et al., 1997; 2010; FAO, 
2003; 2007; Giri et al., 2011) and regional scales (e.g. Semeniuk, 1983; Giesen 
et al., 2007; UNEP, 2007; Giri et al., 2008). However, differences in sensors 
used, methods applied, the location of the research sites (which exhibit varying 
environmental conditions and plant biodiversity), and the purpose of each 
study make it extremely difficult to compare the success of the applied 
methods and their results. Data most commonly used stems from Landsat 
(MSS, TM and ETM+), SPOT XS, Ikonos, QuickBird, radar and aerial photography 
(Green et al., 1998; Blasco et al., 1998; Neukermans et al., 2008; Dahdouh-
Guebas et al., 2005; Nascimento et al., 2013).  

There are two different approaches that are used to make classification maps 
based on remotely sensed data: the pixel based approach, which uses pixels as 
the fundamental unit of information; and the object-based approach, which 
uses the information about the spectral signature of each pixel and its spatial 
information (Wang et al., 2004). In the first approach, a pixel is assigned to a 
category taking into account the spectral information of the pixel without 
noticing the neighboring pixels, while in the second approach the fundamental 
units of information are objects created by clustering pixels that have a similar 
spectral signature, shape, position and texture (Khorram et al., 2012; Wang et 
al., 2004). Mangroves in different regions of the world were successfully 
mapped using both approaches (see Table 1.1) 

Table 1.1. List of studies used pixel and object based approaches for classification 
of mangroves in different regions of the world 

Approach Region Author 

Pixel based Sri Lanka Dahdouh-Guebas et al. (2005) 

Mexico Hernandez Cornejo et al. (2005) 

United States Everitt et al. (2008)  

Kenya Neukermans et. al. ( 2008)  

New Zeland Gao (2010)  

Global Giri et al. (2011)  

Malaysia Satyanarayana et al. (2011)  

Africa Fatoyinbo & Simard, (2013)  

Object based Senegal Conchedda et al. (2008)  

Thailand Myint et al. (2008) 

Brazil De Oliveira Vasconcelos et al. (2011) 

Brazil Nascimento et al. (2013) 

Both approaches Panama Wang et al. (2004)  

Australia Kamal and Phinn (2011)  
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1.7.2. Mangrove characteristics in Optical Remotely Sensed Data 

Mangroves grow at the land-sea interface, and therefore, the major features 
contributing to the pixel composition in remotely sensed imagery are 
vegetation, soil, and water. Any mixture of the individual surface appearance is 
also influenced by seasonal and diurnal intertidal interactions. These 
circumstances greatly affect the spectral characterization of the image 
components (Kuenzer et al., 2011). Textural and spectral characteristics of the 
canopy and leaves are the main features used to distinguish among mangrove 
communities (Ramsey & Jensen, 1996). Their structural appearance, partially 
more homogeneous or heterogeneous, depends on several factors, such as 
species composition, distribution pattern, growth form, density growth, and 
stand height. The spectral variation of the canopy reflectance is a function of 
several optical properties, such as leaf area index (LAI), background reflectance, 
and leaf inclination. The spectral signature of a single species is defined by age, 
vitality, and phenological and physiological characteristics. Periodic climatic 
changes that influence the leaf dynamics of foliation and leaf senescence such 
as seasonal rainfalls may also have an impact on the spectral response (Blasco 
et al., 1998; Díaz & Blackburn, 2003; Wang et al., 2008; Kuenzer et al., 2011). 
The spectral-response signal also depends on the internal leaf structure as well 
as the number of cell layers, intercellular spaces, air–water interfaces, and cell 
size. Additionally, intertidal effects and the soil type influence the spectral 
signal of plant communities (Blasco et al., 1998; Díaz & Blackburn, 2003). 
Mangroves with lower-stand density are significantly affected by intertidal 
effects; the sparser the vegetation canopies, the greater the influence of the 
ground surface. For example, in medium-resolution imagery, the reflection of 
mudflats in the background may result in a spectral signal that can easily be 
confused with urban residential areas (Gao, 1998). 

1.7.3. Application of the remotely sensed data in mangrove research 

Medium-resolution imagery not only provides multispectral surface 
information on global and regional scale, but they also serve a multitude of 
applications including: (i) change-detection, which enables the evaluation of 
subtle changes over a long period of time (trends) as well as the identification 
of sudden changes due to natural or dramatic anthropogenic impacts such as 
tsunami destruction or conversion to shrimp farms (e.g. Seto & Fragkias, 2007; 
Giri et al., 2008; Bao et al., 2013; Kirui et al., 2013; Carney et al., 2014; Kuenzer 
et al., 2014; Myint et al., 2014; Xin et al., 2014); (ii) assessment of the ecological 
status of mangroves by discriminating age, density, and species (Aschbacher et 
al., 1995); and (iii) assessment of rehabilitation and plantation sites on 
previously degraded or non-degraded areas (Selvam et al., 2003; Shuman & 
Ambrose, 2003; Klemas, 2013; Manik et al., 2013; Monsef et al., 2013). 
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1.8. Status of mangroves in Sudan 

In Sudan mangroves are protected by Central Forestry and the Provincial 
Forestry Acts of 1932, Public Health Act 1973, the Forests Act of 1989. They are 
specifically protected under the Forests National Corporation Act of 1986, 
Environment Protection Act of 2000, issued by the Higher Council for 
Environment and Natural Resources (HCENR), the Environmental Protection Act 
(18 of 2001) and the Forests and Renewable Natural Resources Act (11 of 
2002). 

There are 19 mangrove stands distributed along the Sudanese coast. Their areal 
coverage was roughly estimated between 1.5 and 6 km² (Fig.1.8), which 
represent up to 0.02% of the total African mangrove, in different inventory 
studies published between 1980 and 2013. Thirteen of these mangroves were 
identified by FAO in 1995 as highly productive ecosystems that may play an 
important role in maintaining of biodiversity of the coastal habitats.  

 
Figure 1.8. Mangrove areal coverage (km²) along the Sudanese Red 
Sea coast. The estimates by Giri et al. (2011) and Fatoyinbo and 
Simard (2013) are for the year 2000. 

Despite their ecological values, the survival of the Sudanese mangroves is 
seriously threatened. Apart from mass mortality caused by increased 
temperature and decreased precipitation as a result of climate change, 
mangroves are also affected by various human activities such as camel grazing, 
cutting and removal of the mangroves, damming of freshwater from rain due to 
the lack of perennial rivers and the arid climate, diverting tidal water to feed 
salt pans, and shrimp farming (Mohammed, 1984; Untawale et al., 1992; 
PERSGA, 2004). In addition, other human activities caused by rapid 
development and growth of coastal communities were also reported to have 
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negative impacts. These include: coastal construction and urbanization of rural 
areas, changes in land use, oil shipping and production, coastal industrial 
development, oil or direct chemical and industrial inputs to the mangrove 
areas, marine dumping, tourism, boating and recreational fishing (PERSGA, 
2004).  

The prominent effects of these activities encompass considerable reduction in 
the green parts of the trees, dryness of the uppermost and outermost parts of 
the grazed branches, limiting mangrove growth to stunted multi-stemmed 
bushes, destruction of the seedlings and pneumatophores under the feet of 
camels, increased intrusion of saltwater leading to hyper-saline habitats 
unfavourable for mangrove growth, decline in the alluvium and sediment load 
deposited at the khor mouths, leading to shrinkage of the area occupied by 
mangroves, increased sand infilling and deposition of sand from land 
obstructing tidal inlets and channels through which tidal flow regularly floods 
the mangrove forests, organic enrichment from shrimp farms and pollution 
from oil spills and leakages into the adjacent mangroves (PERSGA, 2004). 

1.9. Rationale of the study 

Despite the relatively small areal coverage of mangroves in Sudan, they still 
hold characteristics and plenty of services that make them functionally and 
economically unique and valuable ecosystems. At present, increasing human 
but also natural stresses pose threats to the undisturbed mangroves and may 
cause rapid shrinkage of mangroves worldwide. There are nineteen mangrove 
stands found along the Sudanese coast line. The vast majority of them lack any 
legal protection. However, three out of these stands are about to be included 
within established marine protected areas or reserves. Given the absence of 
clear coastal zone management plans, the presence of numerous stakeholders, 
and the growth of coastal developments in the country, mangroves may be 
subject to further loss and degradation impacts resulting from changes in land 
use, in combination with climate change effects. Due to the major gaps in our 
knowledge about the physical environment of mangroves, their ecological 
functions and their associated faunal communities; short and long-term effects 
of natural and human induced impacts are still poorly understood. Therefore, 
there is a pressing need for applying ecosystem-based research that entails 
both basic fundamental and problem-oriented research, in order to understand 
community structure and functions in the complex framework of both biotic 
and abiotic interactions. This knowledge will allow to further develop guidelines 
for sustainable utilization and protection of the resources. 
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1.10. Objective 

The aim of this study is to investigate the spatio-temporal dynamics of 
mangrove stands along the Sudanese coast and explore their ecological 
significance as habitat provider for infauna. The study will answer the following 
questions:  

1. What is the recent historical and current extent of mangroves in Sudan?  
2. Do Sudanese mangroves, as a marginal habitat, provide significant 

ecological services by supporting benthic communities? 
 

The specific aims of this study were to:  
i. Investigate the spatio-temporal distribution of mangroves along the 

Sudanese Red Sea coast. 
ii. Provide insight into the ecological importance of these mangroves as 

habitat provider for the associated benthic communities represented 
by meiofauna and macrofauna. 

The first objective is achieved by remote sensing, while the second objective is 
based on meio- and macrofaunal analyses. 

1.11. Study site 

The selected study area for the spatio-temporal distribution of mangrove 
covers the area that lies between 21°16'48"'N, 37°6'36"E to 18°0''N,38°34'E 
along the Sudanese coastline (Fig. 1.9 ). All sites were compared over the 
period between 1984 and 2013.  

For a detailed study on mangrove change detection by remote sensing 
technique two sites were selected (Fig. 1.9). The first site Mersa Atta (19° 18’N, 
37° 18’E), represents an area where shrimp farming takes place in the vicinity 
of the mangrove. The mangroves at this site are the most dense and extensive 
on the coast and located between the two main ports in the country, Sudan 
and Suakin. They grow along the mainland shore and on several small islets 
enclosing a shallow, wide, muddy lagoon. There are two mangrove stands: the 
northern and a southern stands, both extend as a narrow strip fringing the 
shore. The inner stands on the facing islets are dense and are made up of five 
patches which are separated from each other by narrow shallow channels, and 
from the shoreline mangroves by the deep and wide lagoon. A major threat to 
the existence of these mangroves is a saltpan which was established after July 
1985 and which was expanded after the year 2000 to include a shrimp farm. 
However, no mangrove deforestation was associated with the construction of 
the shrimp ponds. Additionally, these mangroves suffer from heavy browsing 
and felling of trees before 2000, although since the establishment of the shrimp 
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farm, access to this site by people from local communities for camel grazing 
and felling was banned. 

 
Figure 1.9. The spatial distribution of mangroves along the Sudanese 
coast. Red circles indicate the location of the change detection study sites 
at mersa Atta and mersa Ashat). Source: Flanders Marine Institute (VLIZ). 

The second site Mersa Ashat (18° 45’N, 37° 30’E), represents a natural 
mangrove located in the southern part of the Sudanese coastline. The area has 
three stands: the northern and southern stands bend round the northern edge 
to enclose a large inlet. A third stand is located seaward on an elongated islet, 
forming the inner bank of the inlet. The rich mangrove stand at this site 
recieves considerable seasonal freshwater and alluvium during the rainy 
season. Compared to other mangrove areas in the country, the forests cover a 
wider area, well above 500 m width. However, this mangrove area has suffered 
from extensive mass mortality, especially the landward belt, during the period 
of 1997-2000 resulting from a prolonged period of declined annual rainfall and 
the effects of the 1997/98 El Niño. In addition, clear cutting of mangroves at 
this site occurred during the period of 2004-2007 (fishermen personal 
comments in 2010 and 2011, pers. comm.). The small scale cutting and the 
collection of dry limbs and tree trunks for fuel took place in the landward belt 
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(PERSGA, 2004) and was associated with the active commercial exploitation 
and processing of holothurians (sea cucumbers) collected from shallow waters 
around mangrove areas (UNEP, 2007; Samoilys, 2011). However, fishing for sea 
cucumber was prohibited in this area since then (Laverdiere, 2009). During the 
period of 2000-2004, the mangrove vegetation in this site had partly recovered 
(PERSGA, 2004). 

The importance of mangroves for benthic fauna were assessed based on the 
selection of three sites representing three different habitats: a bare sand flat, 
an area with sparse, mainly dead mangrove trunks and an intact mangrove (Fig. 
1.10). The bare sand flat and the cleared mangrove are both located at Mersa 
Ashat, at only 1.2 km distance apart (S1 and S2). The Sheikh Ibrahim intact 
mangrove (S3; 18° 59’N, 37° 24’E), is located about 26 km north to the cleared 
mangrove site and is characterized by the presence of A. marina stands. They 
consist of a narrow outer belt comprised of low-growing trees of 3-5m in height 
and 15-50 cm Girth at Breast Height (GBH). The inner zones consist of well-
grown trees reaching up to 6-8 m in height and 35-70 cm GBH. 

 
Figure 1.10. Location of the sampling for the study sites of potential 
effect of mangrove clearance (S1: bare sand flat, S2: cleared mangrove, 
S3: intact mangrove) south of Suakin city, Sudanese Red Sea coast. 
Source: Flanders Marine Institute (VLIZ). 
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Sampling for benthic fauna took place in December 2010. As explained before 
(see1.1.3.), there is no appreciable tidal regime in our study area (0.1-0.5 m). 
However, the seasonal sea level regularly moves up and down throughout the 
year, being about 1 m higher in winter than the average. Because samples were 
taken in winter when the water level was increased to about 50 cm high. 
Samples were collected from 3 zones referring to the seasonal water levels and 
further indicated as upper high water, mid water and low water levels as shown 
in Figure 1.11. This means that the high-water station (HW) was just below the 
water line mark during the high-water level in winter; the mid-water station 
(MW) was the area with remnants of mangrove trunks in the cleared mangrove 
habitat, and with mangrove stands in the mangrove habitat, or in the middle 
part of the bare sand flat; and the low-water station (LW) was just above the 
water line mark at summer low water level. The width of each zone from high 
to low water was about 40 m, 45 m and 15 m, respectively. 

 
Figure 1.11. A diagram showing the position of the sampling station 
within each of the sampling sites in relation to seasonal water level. The 
low level refers to summer water levels, the high level refers to the 
winter situation. 

1.12. Thesis outline 

In the present research, we analysed the mangrove ecosystems along the 
Sudanese coast considering the importance of mangrove habitat for benthic 
fauna, compared to other coastal habitats. Each chapter of the thesis covers a 
stand-alone topic. However, some overlap in the method sections occurs in 
chapter 3, 4 and 5 although different benthic fauna components are focused 
on. 

The study is organized into 6 chapters as shown in Figure 1.12. A brief 
background description of the study area, the rationale of the study, the overall 
objective, and an overview of the general aspects related to the thesis topic 
were presented in Chapter 1. In order to accomplish the objectives of the 
study, two main components of the mangrove ecosystem in Sudan, the 
vegetation and benthic fauna, were investigated. 
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The first component, the vegetation aspects in terms of temporal variation in 
mangrove extent and the factors that may affect their distribution is discussed 
in Chapter 2. Multi-temporal Landsat images covering the period from 1984 to 
2013 were used to create the classified maps, and to estimate the areal 
coverage of mangroves as well as their fragmentation (based on various patch 
indices). To investigate the effect of human impact on mangroves, a change 
detection study based on post classification change detection matrix was 
performed in two sites representing a human-impacted site by shrimp farming 
and non-impacted mangrove forests.  

The second component assesses, in three separate chapters, the ecological 
importance of mangrove to benthic macrofauna and meiofauna in terms of 
biodiversity, compared to other habitats. In Chapter 3, the spatial distribution 
and community composition of macrofauna was investigated in three study 
sites, i.e. a bare sand flat, a cleared mangrove and an intact mangrove, as well 
as in three stations established at each sites representing high-, mid- and low-
water levels. Stable isotope-based community metrics (using dual isotopes of 
carbon and nitrogen) were also used to investigate patterns in trophic structure 
in these habitats. Habitats were compared in terms of community structure, 
standing stock, and structural and trophic diversity to evaluate the importance 
of the Sudanese mangrove as habitat provider for benthic macrofauna. This 
paper was published as: Sabeel R. A. O., Ingels J., Pape E., Vanreusel A. (2014) 
Macrofauna along the Sudanese Red Sea coast: potential effect of mangrove 
clearance on community and trophic structure. Marine Ecology, doi: 
10.1111/maec.12184.  

In Chapter 4, the meiofauna spatial distribution and community composition 
was investigated in a similar way as the macrofauna to evaluate if there is in 
difference in meiofauna and nematode assemblages between the three sites 
representing three different habitats. We further looked into the nematode 
assemblages by investigating their abundances, composition, structural and 
functional diversity. Data from various indices of structural and functional 
diversity were used to assess the quality of these habitats using the ecological 
quality status approach. The aim was to provide an insight on the spatial 
distribution and composition of meiofauna and nematode communities and to 
investigate the role of environmental variables. This work is submitted and 
currently under review for the Journal of marine biological association UK as: 
Sabeel R. A. O. and Vanreusel A. Determining the potential impacts of 
mangrove clearing on community structure and functional traits of meiofauna 
along Sudanese coast.  

Chapter 5 assesses the patterns of nematode biomass using graphical methods 
such as the Abundance/Biomass Curve (ABC) and Nematode Biomass Size 
Spectra (NBSS). We aimed at comparing the ABC and NBSS patterns for 
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nematode genera in the different studied habitats. Links between the sediment 
properties and patterns in nematode biomass NBSS were also examined. This 
manuscript was published as: Sabeel R. A. O. and Vanreusel A. (2015) Potential 
impact of mangrove clearance on biomass and biomass size spectra of 
nematode along the Sudanese Red Sea coast. Marine Environmental Research 
103, 46–55. 

Chapter 6 provides a general discussion, the findings of the previous chapters 
were incorporated into the DPSIR (Driving forces-Pressures-State-Impacts-
Responses) framework. concluding remarks on the status of the Sudanese 
mangroves were drawn and management recommendations were suggested.  

 

Figure 1.12. Schematic diagram outlining the structure of the thesis. 
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Chapter 2 

Spatio-temporal distribution of mangroves 
on Sudanese Red Sea coast using 
multitemporal Landsat image  

Abstract 

The spatio-temporal distribution of mangroves along the Sudanese Red Sea 
coast was assessed using multi-temporal Landsat images from 1984 to 2013. 
Mangroves were classified using the Spectral Angle Mapper (SAM) technique. A 
post classification change detection matrix study was performed in two sites 
representing a human-impacted area by shrimp farming and a non-impacted 
mangrove area. Various patch indices for assessing mangrove fragmentation 
were compared. The total Sudanese mangrove area ranged between 329 and 
721 ha. In this analysis mangrove spatial extent increased during 1984-1990 
and decreased sharply during the period 1995-2000, possibly due to severe 
droughts caused by El Niño-SO events in 1997/98. Between 2000 and 2010, a 
large increase in the mangrove area was observed, which could be attributed to 
increased rainfall conditions after the droughts. A high fragmentation in 
mangroves was observed in 2005 most probably due to increased human 
activities in the coastal area in close proximity to the present mangroves. While 
the detected changes in the non-impacted mangroves followed the pattern of 
rainfall, the mangrove areal extent close to the shrimp farm showed a 
continuous increase till 2010 independently of the meteorological conditions 
suggesting a large positive effect of the farm through a decrease in soil salinity 
and an increase in nutrients promoting the growth of mangroves during that 
period. However, since 2010 the area of this impacted mangrove forest is 
decreasing.  

2.1. Introduction 

Mangroves are a predominant form of intertidal coastal vegetation that occurs 
worldwide in the tropic and subtropics. Despite their low contribution to the 
world’s forest cover, they were reported to account for 11% of the total input 
of terrestrial carbon into the ocean (Jennerjahn & Ittekot, 2002; Alongi, 2014a), 
and for 10% of the terrestrial dissolved organic carbon (DOC) exported to the 
ocean (Dittmar et al., 2001; 2006). They serve as carbon sink with a high carbon 
sequestration rate (Duarte et al., 2005; Donato et al., 2011; 2012; McLeod et 
al., 2011; Hopkinson et al., 2012). Mangroves function synergetically with 
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adjoining habitats in sustaining fisheries through the export of detrital material 
depending on hydrodynamics and trophic linkage (e.g. Lee, 2004; Mumby et al., 
2004; Meynecke et al., 2008; Nagelkerken et al., 2008; 2014; Sheaves et al., 
2012; 2014; Davis et al., 2014; Lee et al., 2014). Thus, they are not only crucial 
for biodiversity conservation, but they also play a critical role in the livelihood 
of coastal communities, e.g. as a source of wood for fuel and construction, and 
by supporting about one third of the global fisheries production (Naylor et al., 
2000). 

The naturally resilient mangrove forests are currently being subjected to a 
variety of natural and human pressures. About 35% of the mangroves 
worldwide have disappeared since 1980s at a rate of 1 to 2% per year (Valiela 
et al., 2001; Alongi, 2002; Duke et al., 2007; Polidoro et al., 2010). A particularly 
important fact is that the loss of mangroves, with a rate of up to 8% (FAO, 
2007), continues to accelerate in the developing countries through human 
population growth in the coastal areas (Alongi, 2014b). Mangrove 
fragmentation is a landscape-level process in which a contiguous mangrove 
forest stand is progressively subdivided into smaller and more dispersed 
patches. Fragmentation affects mangroves by reducing the continuity of 
habitat. This can affect species dispersal and migration if populations get 
isolated and if the propagule flow of individual plants and of animals is 
disrupted across the landscape. A number of indices to measure landscape 
patterns (Hargis et al., 1997, 1998; Tischendorf, 2001) and to characterize 
habitat loss and fragmentation have been developed mostly for the terrestrial 
environment. Some of these metrics have been successfully applied to 
mangroves to detect the extent of fragmentation and understand the 
ecological changes for effective management of these ecosystems (e.g. Manson 
et al., 2003; Seto & Fragkias, 2007; Li et al., 2013; Vaz, 2014).  

The loss and fragmentation of mangrove ecosystems present a challenge to 
conservation management, given that both the resulting patterns and their 
effects on different ecological processes vary considerably over time and at 
varying rates (Turner et al., 2001). Hence, accurate and reliable continuously 
updated data on their distribution and condition are required for proper 
management and sustainable use of the forest. Remote sensing techniques 
using high resolution systems such as Landsat are considered as one of the 
major applications that can provide data of repetitive coverage and consistent 
image quality at short intervals. Application of remote sensing allows also for 
monitoring the spatio-temporal dynamics of mangrove forests. At regional 
scale, a wide range of satellite images such as Landsat, SPOT XS data, high 
spatial resolution airborne multispectral and SIR-C radar data were used in the 
East African region for studies on mangrove status (Gang & Agatsiva, 1992; 
Dahdouh-Guebas et al., 2004a), composition of mangrove species (Neukermans 
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et al., 2008), management purposes (Fatoyinbo et al., 2008; Ferreira et al., 
2009), selection of mangrove plantation sites (Elsebaie et al., 2013), change 
detection and human impact  (Dahdouh-Guebas et al., 2004b; Obade et al., 
2004; Kirui et al., 2013). Landsat has also been used by several authors for 
mangrove mapping at both small scales (e.g. Zahran & Willis, 2009; Kumar et 
al., 2010) and large scales (e.g. Liu et al., 2008; Giri et al., 2008, 2011).  

Mangroves in Sudan are situated in an arid climate and close to the 
northernmost extent of their latitudinal limit. They comprise of monospecific 
stands of Avicennia marina that rarely exceed 9 m in height (Mohammed, 1984; 
Untawale et al., 1992; PERSGA, 2004; Kathiresan & Rajendran, 2005). Although 
mangroves in Sudan have a small coverage, they are still ecologically important. 
Their ecological roles include trapping of runoff sediments and thus protecting 
the adjacent seagrass beds and coral reefs. They may consolidate shore 
habitats and provide nursery and shelter for a number of marine organisms. 
They may also provide nesting, roosting and breeding sites for several birds, 
and enrich the marine food web in the surrounding oligotrophic waters (Khalil, 
1994; Khalil & Krupp, 1994; Wilkie, 1995). Beside the limited information on the 
rate of mangrove degradation or fragmentation, the available statistical data 
on the extent of the mangrove forest are inconsistent across time making the 
available quantitative information unreliable. There is an urgent need to 
identify and understand general patterns of mangrove loss and fragmentation, 
particularly those resulting from human activities.  

In the present study multi-temporal Landsat imagery was used to map and 
calculate the change of mangrove cover through comparison between multi-
temporal pairs of classified maps. This study will answer the following 
questions: What is the current extent of mangroves in Sudan? Were mangroves 
in Sudan changing over the last three decades and if so what is the trend of the 
change? Since an increasing number of planned shrimp farms along the 
Sudanese coast are anticipated to create environmental problems in the future, 
especially those in close proximity to mangroves in the southern part of the 
coastline, we also tried to understand the effect of shrimp farming on the 
mangrove areal extension. Using multi-temporal satellite images covering the 
last three decades we specifically aimed at: (1) exploring the feasibility of using 
Landsat imagery in mapping the small fragmented mangroves in Sudan; (2) 
quantifying the spatio-temporal dynamics of mangrove extent; (3) assessing the 
temporal mangrove fragmentation pattern; and (4) exploring the possible 
effect of shrimp farming on mangroves by comparing respectively a mangrove 
site close to a shrimp farm and a non-impacted mangrove site. This study will 
give insight into the overall status of Sudanese mangroves and thus will provide 
base line information essential for policy-making and coastal management 
planning. 



CHAPTER 2 

44 

2.2. Materials and methods 

2.2.1. Study area 

The study area covers the entire Sudanese Red Sea coastline (21°16'48"'N, 
37°6'36"E to 18° 0''N, 38°34'E), (Fig. 2.1). Mangroves (A. marina) are the most 
noticeable woody vegetation component that occurs along the coastline in the 
form of four major classes i.e. off-shore islet forest, shore-line forest, small 
aggregations of mangroves, and relict thin mangrove (Mohammed, 1984). The 
change detection study was conducted on the two most extensive and dense 
mangrove sites in an economical hotspot area at the central part of the 
Sudanese coast. Most of the major industrial activities are concentrated in this 
area including the two major ports Port Sudan and Suakin, both with oil 
terminals, a duty free zone area, a shrimp farm, salt pans, desalination plants, 
electrical power stations, and a refinery. The first site is the human impacted 
mangrove site at mersa Atta, located only about 22 km north of Suakin city. A 
major threat to the sustenance of these mangroves is a salt-evaporating pan, 
established after July 1985, on a saline bare area at 500 m distance behind the 
mangrove, which was then expanded after the year 2000 to include a shrimp 
farm. However, no mangrove clearance was associated with the construction of 
the salt pans or the shrimp ponds. The area is characterized by a semi-diurnal 
tidal flow of 0.1-0.5 m. Even these small tidal fluctuations cause periods of ebb 
and flood in the mangrove during the summer season due to the flat 
topography of the area. The flat area behind the mangrove is seasonally 
inundated and periodically filled with crusts of white salt. In winter, the sea 
water level increases by about 1 m more than in the summer, while the 
freshwater supply usually increases due to the input of seasonal rainwater 
received by the area through khors or wadis such as khor Batra and khor 
Aklahok (personal observation). These khors are also important for recharging 
the groundwater flow in the area. The second site, the non-impacted 
mangrove, is represented by mangroves at mersa Ashat located 42 km south of 
Suakin city. The area has three stands, with the northern and southern stands 
bending over the northern edge to enclose a large inlet. A third stand is located 
seaward on an elongated islet, forming the inner bank of the inlet. Compared 
to other mangrove areas in the country, the forests cover a wider area, well 
above 500 m width in parts. 
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Figure 2.1. A map showing the spatial distribution of mangroves (in green) along 
the Sudanese coast. The locations indicated with a red circle represent the 
impacted mangrove by saltpan and the shrimp farm at mersa Atta (upper panel, 
(a)) and the non-impacted mangrove at mersa Ashat (lower panel, (b)). The 
marked area in the upper panel represent the location of the salt pan and the 
shrimp farm. Images are from Google Earth. 

2.2.2. Climate and physical setting 

Data on the average year-round temperature and precipitation in the study 
area were obtained from the U.S. National Oceanographic and Atmospheric 
Administration (NOAA) and Jeddah Regional Climate Center (JCC). The climate 
of the Red Sea in general is a typical desert and semi-desert climate, 
characterized by high summer temperatures and aridity throughout the year, 
due to its geographical position within the subtropical high pressure belt. The 
recorded maximum air temperature during the study period reached up to 50 
°C, while the mean air temperature ranged between 18 °C in winter and 40 °C 
in summer. The mean monthly temperature ranged from 25 to 40 °C (Fig. 2.2a). 
The number of days with a temperature higher than 32 °C also varied during 
the study period with a higher number of warm days (170-200 days/year) in the 
period 1983-1990, in 1999-2001, and in the period 2006-2009 (Fig. 2.2b). 
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Figure 2.2. Time series showing (a) mean monthly temperature and 
precipitation, and (b) annual average precipitation and total number of days 
with temperature higher than 32 °C along the Sudanese Red Sea Coast for the 
period from 1982 to 2013. Data recorded by climate station at Port Sudan 
(626410, HSSP; Latitude: 19°6' N, Longitude: 37°2'; Altitude: 3) were obtained 
from NOAA and JCC. Complete data on to total number of days for 1993 and 
1995-1997 are not available. 

The rainfall along the Sudanese Red Sea coast is extremely low and mostly in 
the form of showers of short spells. The mean monthly rainfall during 1983-
2014 ranged from 3 to 45 mm (Fig. 2.2a), while the mean annual precipitation 
over the 32-year study period ranged between 0 and 230 mm/year (Fig. 2.2b). 
The trend in precipitation was characterized by three drier phases, where 
average rainfall was lower than the overall mean annual rainfall (136 mm), for 
the periods 1983-1990, 1996-2002 and 2012-2014 (with the exception of high 
rain fall in 1999), and two wet phases for the periods 1991-1995 and 2003-2011 
(with the exception of the drier years 1994, 2008 and 2009). The Red Sea is in 
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general one of the most saline water bodies in the world, owing to a high 
evaporation and a lack of permanent rivers or streams draining into the sea. 
The Sudanese Red Sea coast is characterized by a high salinity (39-40.5 PSU) 
with minimal seasonal variation. Tides at the Sudanese Red Sea coast show 
diurnal amplitudes with a small range of 0.1-0.5 m (Eltaib, 2010). The seasonal 
variation in mean water level being nearly a meter higher in winter than in 
summer is therefore more significant (Abdel Karim & Babiker, 1991).  

2.2.3. Data acquisition and pre-processing 

Landsat images (Multispectral Scanner (MSS), Landsat Thematic Mapper (TM), 
Landsat Enhanced Thematic Mapper Plus (ETM+), and Landsat 8 Operational 
Land Imager (OLI) covering the entire Sudanese coastline were acquired from 
the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) Center for Earth Resources Observation and 
Science (EROS) website (www.glovis.usgs.gov). Description of band 
designations for the Landsat satellites image used in this study is shown in 
Table 2.1. A set of 3 images was required to cover the entire coastline. 
Simultaneous free cloud images collected within the same season (dry season) 
or, if not possible, within the same year over a five years span between 1985 
and 2013, were used for mapping and detecting changes in mangroves 
(Appendix 1).  

Because the geo-referenced Landsat images were obtained by different sensors 
(i.e. MSS, LT4-5, ETM+, and OLI), their radiometric performance, solar 
illumination conditions, atmospheric scattering and absorption were different. 
To allow a comparison and mosaic of these different satellite images and to 
improve the classification results, all images were subjected to radiometric 
correction. This process involves two steps: (i) conversion of images from 
Digital Numbers (DN) to the physical measure of Top Of Atmosphere 
reflectance (TOA, NASA, 2011), and (ii) application of a simple atmospheric 
correction using the Dark Object Subtraction method (DOS1) in QGIS (GRASS-
tool (i.atcorr)). Landsat 7 (ETM+) images have wedge-shaped gaps on both 
sides of each scene due to the failure of the Scan Line Corrector (SLC), which 
compensates for the forward motion of the satellite, resulting in approximately 
22% data loss. Thus, images of the years 2005 and 2010 were further processed 
for gaps filling using Geospatial Data Abstraction Library (GDAL) “fill-no data” 
tool. 
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Table 2.1. Summary and band description of the used Landsat imagery 

Satellite Sensor Date Band No. 
Wavelength 

(µm) 

Spatial 

resolution 

(m) 

Landsat 5 MSS 1984 Band 1 0.5-0.6 60 

Band 2 0.6-0.7 

Band 3 0.7-0.8 

Band 4 0.8-1.1 

Landsat 4-5 TM 1990 

1995 

Band 1 0.45-0.52 30 

Band 2 0.52-0.60 

Band 3 0.63-0.69 

Band 4 0.76-0.90 

Band 5 1.55-1.75 

Band 7 2.08-2.35 

Landsat 7 ETM+ 2000 

2005 

2010 

Band 1 0.45-0.52 30 

Band 2 0.52-0.60 

Band 3 0.63-0.69 

Band 4 0.77-0.90 

Band 5 1.55-1.75 

Band 7 2.09-2.35 

Landsat 8 OLI 2013 Band 2 – Blue 0.45 - 0.51 30 

Band 3 - Green 0.53 - 0.59 

Band 4 - Red 0.64 - 0.67 

Band 5- NIR 0.85 - 0.88 

Band 6 - SWIR1 1.57 - 1.65 

Band 7 - SWIR2 2.11 - 2.29 

For the interpretation of mangroves in the image, the classification input was 
identified by creating a false color composite image (near infrared composite) 
using band 3, 2, and 1 for Landsat MSS; band 4, 3 and 2 for Landsat 4-5 and 7, 
and band 4, 5, and 3 for Landsat 8. This band combination allows for 
identification of vegetation and reflects a large part of the incident light in the 
near-infrared wavelength. Eight classes, i.e. (1) mangrove, (2) salt marshes (3) 
salt, (4) saline soil, (5) muddy and sandy soil, (6) urban area, (7) shallow water, 
and (8) deep water were identified based on their distinctive appearance in the 
different false color composite images (Table 2.2; Horning, 2004). No 
systematic ground truthing was done during this study; however, during our 
fieldwork in the non-impacted site (mersa Ashat), the number and nature of 
different classes were noted. Therefore, the false composite images for this site 
were generated first and then compared with composite images from different 
sites and years to assess if there is any inconsistency or if there is any mixture 
in the appearance of different classes. Moreover, the false composite images 
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generated from Landsat image since 2000 were also compared with their 
corresponding image from Google Earth. This step was followed by the creation 
of regions of interest (ROI) shape files, i.e. the training sample (polygons) of all 
input classes, using a region growing algorithm. This algorithm allows extraction 
of map individual pixels in the input image to a set of similar pixels through 
image segmentation (Adams & Bischof, 1994). 

Table 2.2. Description of the appearance of each class in the false color composite 
image (RGB band combinations) of the different used Landsat 

Class Appearance and interpretation 

Mangrove Denser mangroves appear in a deep red color. Sparse 

mangroves appear in brown and yellow or lighter red 

Salt marshes Reddish 

Salt White 

Saline soil Light cyan or grey 

Muddy and sandy soil Dark to light Brown 

Shallow water  Shades of lighter blue 

Deep water  Very dark blue to black 

2.2.4. Image classification and post-processing 

All pre-classification, classification and post-classification processes were 
performed in QGIS 2.2.0 software (Quantum GIS Development Team, 2013). 
Image classification was performed using the Spectral Angle Mapping 
classification algorithm provided by SAGA tool in Semi-Automatic Classification 
Plugin (version 2.5.2) for QGIS. The Spectral Angle Mapper (SAM) is a 
supervised classification technique that uses the n-D angle to match pixels to 
reference spectra (in this case the selected training sample of each class). This 
technique also creates groups of pixels (i.e. clusters) based on information of 
the input data (classes), provided by the user and the spectral properties of 
each class (Khorram et al., 2012). The algorithm determines the similarity 
between two reflectance spectra by calculating the ‘spectral angle’ between 
them, treating them as vectors in a space with dimensionality equal to the 
number of bands (Jensen, 2005). The image reflectance spectrum is then 
assigned a correlation factor between 0 (low correlation) and 1 (high 
correlation) relative to the reference reflectance spectral library or end-
members (Kamal & Phinn, 2011). The spectral angle is the angle between any 
two vectors with a common origin. The magnitude of the angle specifies the 
degree of dissimilarity between material and reference. The smaller angle 
correlates to a more similar spectral reflectance signature (Borengasser et al., 
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2008). The SAM matches the spectra of all image pixels to the end-members 
spectral reflectance, and classifies each class within a certain angle threshold. 
Thus, if the derived end-members were correct representatives of object 
classes, the SAM classification result would accurately represent the 
distribution of those classes in the map (Kamal & Phinn, 2011). The advantages 
of the use of SAM over other pixel-based algorithms are the following: (i) the 
production of accurate class polygons with only few unclassified pixels (Kamal 
& Phinn, 2011); (ii) SAM does not require the data to be normally distributed; 
(iii) topographic illumination and atmospheric effects are likely less problematic 
allowing for collecting the reference spectra from different scenes and different 
imaging systems to be used for image classification; (iv) SAM is insensitive to 
data variances and to the size of the training data set as well; and (v) SAM 
performs consistently well in different eco-regions including biotic communities 
in semi-arid desert areas (Sohn & Rebello, 2002). 

The change detection process was performed using post-classification 
comparison techniques, which involved comparative analysis of the 
classification results for the time periods between 1984-1990, 1990-1995, 
1995-2000, 2000-2005, 2005-2010, and 2010-2013. This approach may 
generate a source of uncertainty due to (i) semantic differences in class 
definitions between maps and (ii) classification errors. To minimize the 
semantic differences in class definitions, the same number of classes for all 
images was used. The minimum mapping unit used in this study was 0.09 ha. 

2.2.5. Accuracy assessment 

Accuracy assessment is often required for evaluating the quality of land-cover 
classification results. In this study, the accuracy assessment of the class 
“mangrove” was conducted for each classification result and estimated using 
user’s accuracy (UA), and producer’s accuracy (PA). The overall classification 
accuracy (OCA) and Kappa coefficient (KC) were also reported. They are both 
discrete multivariate techniques and are appropriate for accuracy assessment 
because remotely sensed data are discrete rather than continuous (Jensen, 
2005). This is achieved by comparison of the land-cover classification and the 
ROIs shape file as ground truth (theoretically, image pixels belonging to a 
certain ROI should be classified as that ROI's class). Validation of the 
classification was done using a different ROI shape file based on 10% randomly 
selected pixels for each land-cover class. The overall classification accuracy, the 
user’s accuracy, and the producer’s accuracy were used to assess the accuracy 
of the change detection based on a post classification change matrix function 
(Foody, 2002).  

A simple approach for accuracy assessment that focuses on two components of 
disagreement between maps in terms of the quantity and spatial allocation of 
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categories, namely quantity disagreement and allocation disagreement 
proposed by Pontius and Millones (2011), was also used to assess the accuracy 
of the classification and land-cover changes for the change detection study. 
Quantity disagreement calculates the amount of difference between the 
reference map and a comparison map that is due to the less than perfect match 
in the proportion of the categories, whilst allocation disagreement is defined as 
‘the amount of difference between the reference map and a comparison map 
that is due to less than the optimal match in the spatial allocation of the 
categories, given the proportions of the categories in the reference and 
comparison maps’ (Pontius & Millones, 2011). The quantity disagreement, 
allocation disagreement, user’s accuracy, producer’s accuracy were calculated 
using Pontius’s error matrix with classes classification and validation data for 
classification accuracies, and time 1 and time 2 map data for change detection.  

2.2.6. Mangrove fragmentation 

Mangrove fragmentation was assessed using various indices such as class area, 
edge, shape complexity, and aggregation metrics. Metrics were first computed 
at landscape class level (mangrove) using Fragstats v. 4.2 (McGarigal et al., 
2012). Metrics were then subjected to correlation analysis to screen out the 
redundant indices using Spearman rank correlation coefficient in Statistica v.7. 
This process was followed by a selection of indices that best address the spatial 
characteristics of mangroves and their changes during the last three decades. 
The description of these indices and their behavior are shown in Table 2.3. 



 

 

Table 2.3. Description of the landscape pattern metrics used for the assessment of mangrove fragmentation and their potential ecological application 
(McGarigal and Cushman, 2002; Rutledge, 2003). 

Metric Index (units) Abbreviation Range Description and behaviour Ecological application 

Area  Mean patch size (ha) MPS  Average area of a patch of a particular class. The 
lower the patch size the more fragmented the 
mangroves are. 

Patterns of associated animal species 
abundances 

Largest Patch Index 
(%) 

LPI 0 < LPI≤ 100 Percentage of total landscape area comprised by the 
largest patch and thus it is a measure of dominance. 
Decrease as a result of fragmentation. 

Habitat quality especially for migratory 
fauna 

Shape Mean Shape Index MSI  A measure of shape complexity. Increase denote 
more complex patch shape. 

Patterns of associated animal species 
abundance; species diversity within 
the patch; re-vegetation 

Contagion Index (%) CI 0 < CI ≤100 The physical continuity of a patch type (or a habitat) 
across the landscape. The lower the values, the more 
disaggregate and higher fragmented the habitat. 

Age and physical structure: of 
mangrove forest and associated animal 
species composition 

Aggre
gation 

Number of Patches NP NP ≥ 1, 
without limit. 

Number of patches in the landscape class, index of 
spatial heterogeneity. Increase of the index signifies 
the spatial heterogeneity of a class. 

Stability of associated animal species 
interactions and competition; 
propagation of disturbances across a 
landscape 

Mean Euclidean 
nearest-neighbour 
distance (m) 

ENN ENN > 0, 
without limit 

Distance to the nearest neighbouring patches of the 
same type. Quantifies patch isolation and habitat 
quality. Decreased with increasing fragmentation. 

Population dynamics; associated 
animal species distribution, and 
interactions, immigration 

Aggregation Index 
(%) 

AI 0 ≤ AI ≤100 A measure of isolation and compactness. The lower 
the values the more disaggregated and fragmented 
the patch. 

Habitat quality; associated animal 
species distribution 

Proximity Index PI PI ≥ 0 Number of patches of same type within specified 
area. Quantifies the spatial context of a habitat patch 
in relation to its neighbours. A larger index value 
denote more contiguous and/or closer patches 

Habitat quality; animal related species 
distribution 
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2.3. Results 

2.3.1. Mangrove distribution and areal extent 

The classification derived from Landsat scenes (Appendix 2a,b) had an overall 
accuracy of 87-97%. The mangrove UA ranged between 78.49% and 95.02%, 
and mangrove PA falls between 75.70% and 88.76%, while the kappa 
coefficient for mangroves ranged between 0.75 and 0.95 (Table 2.4).  

The Sudanese mangroves showed high variability in areal coverage over time. 
The lowest estimate was about 329 ha in 2000 and the highest was 721 ha in 
2010 (Table 2.4).  

Table 2.4. Areal coverage and classification accuracy of mangroves along the Sudanese 
Red Sea coast during the period from 1984-2013, derived from classifying multi-temporal 
Landsat scenes. 

Year Mangrove area (ha) UA (%) PA (%) KC OA (%) 

1984 455 78.49 75.70 0.75 87 

1990 603 95.02 88.76 0.94 97 

1995 575 92.54 88.52 0.92 94 

2000 329 92.86 85.53 0.96 96 

2005 545 93.47 87.60 0.94 92 

2010 721 92.96 87.23 0.94 93 

2013 433 93.10 86.78 0.95 89 

* UA: user accuracy, PA: producer accuracy, KC: kappa coefficient, OA: over all accuracy. 

The largest extent, representing between 80-90% of the total mangrove area, 
was found extensively in the central and the southern part of the country at the 
mouth of khors. The mangrove coverage did not correlated neither with the 
average rainfall nor with the longer periods of higher temperature as measured 
by the number of days with temperature higher than 32 °C (R²=0.08 and  0.03, 
respectively; P > 0.05; Fig. 2.3). 
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Figure 2.3. A simple linear regression of average annual rainfall (blue 
line) and the period with temperature higher than 32 °C (red line) 
versus the estimated areal distribution of mangroves during the period 
of 1982-2013. 

2.3.2. Patterns of mangrove fragmentation 

The aggregated results of the patch area, edge, shape complexity and 
aggregation indices reflected a varying fragmentation pattern of mangroves 
during the study period (Fig. 2.4). The number of patches (NP) were 220 and 
238 in 1990 and 1995, respectively. It dropped significantly in 2000 and 2010-
2013, and increased abruptly in 2005. Mean patch size (MPS) increased slightly 
in 2000, decreased sharply to a minimum size of 0.57 in 2005 and showed a 
proliferation during 2010.  

Largest Patch Index (LPI) ranged between 4% and 12% of the total mangrove 
with the lowest and highest value recorded in 2005 and 2010, respectively. The 
Mean Shape Index (MSI) and Proximity Index (PI) gradually decreased from 
their maximum in 1990 to their minimum values in 2005, then sharply 
increased during 2010-2013. Both the CI, the ENN_MN and AI showed a very 
narrow range of variation throughout the period from 1990-2013 with a slight 
increase of CI and AI in 2013. The values of the patch indices for the year 1984 
were higher for all indices except for LPI and NP which showed lower values 
compared to other years.  
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Figure 2.4. Landscape metrics of mangrove derived from Landsat for the period between 
1984-2013 measuring Sudanese mangrove area, shape complexity, and aggregation. 
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2.3.3. Change detection case study 

2.3.3.1. Classification accuracy 

The accuracy of mangrove classification in both the impacted and non-
impacted mangrove sites over the study period is shown in Figure 2.5 and Table 
2.5. The overall accuracy ranged between 79% and 100% in the impacted 
mangrove and between 51% and 84% in the non-impacted mangrove (Fig. 
2.5a). Although the overall accuracy was lower in the non-impacted mangroves, 
the quantity and allocation disagreements values, which ranged from 2 to 13% 
and 0 to 11%, respectively, were lower than in the impacted mangrove (Fig. 
2.5b, c). The user’s and producer’s accuracies of the mangrove class, listed in 
Table 2.5, were very high (>85%). Mangroves in the impacted site were 
accurately classified in 1990 and 1995 as indicated by the 100% user’s and 
producer’s accuracies, while in the non-impacted site were accurately classified 
in 1990, 2000, 2005 and 2010. The error in the user’s and producer’s accuracies 
for mangrove in the remaining years is due to confusion of mangrove with all 
other classes (Appendix 3a,b). 

Table 2.5. User’s and producer’s accuracies of the classification of the impacted 
and non-impacted mangroves during the study period 

Site Year 
User’s 

accuracy (%) 
Producer’s 

accuracy (%) 

Impacted mangrove 

1984 100 85 
1990 100 100 
1995 100 100 
2000 100 93 
2005 86 93 
2010 100 96 
2013 100 81 

Non-impacted mangrove 

1984 89 100 

1990 100 100 

1995 100 94 

2000 100 100 

2005 100 100 

2010 100 100 

2013 100 96 
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Figure 2.5. Overall accuracy of classification for impacted and 
non-impacted sites (a), and quantity and allocation 
disagreements of mangrove classification evaluated in (b) 
impacted mangrove and (c) non-impacted mangroves. 

On the other hand, the overall accuracy of the change in the land-cover classes 
from the post-classification comparison maps showed lower values, ranging 
from 60 to 66% in the impacted mangrove and 30 to 70% in the non-impacted 
mangrove, compared to accuracy of mangrove classification (Fig. 2.6a). In 
contrast, the values of quantity and allocation disagreements showed higher 
values ranging from 10 to 33% and 13 to 25% in the impacted mangrove, and 
11 to 68% and 19 to 32% in the non-impacted mangrove (Fig. 2.6b,c). The 
user’s and producer’s accuracies of change in classes showed that changes 
were less detected in mangroves compared to other classes as indicated by the 
lower values of user’s accuracy (Appendix 2 and 3). The values of the user’s 
accuracy ranged between 13 and 78% in the impacted, and between 18 and 
47% in the non-impacted mangrove, while values of the producer’s accuracy 
ranged between 23-97% in the impacted and 18-68% in the non-impacted 
mangrove (Table 2.6).  
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Figure 2.6. Overall accuracy of the change in land-cover classes (a), and 
quantity and allocation disagreements of mangrove change evaluated in (b) 
the impacted mangrove and (c) the non-impacted mangrove. 

Table 2.6. User’s and producer’s accuracies of the change of the impacted and 
non-impacted mangroves during the study period 

Site Year Producer accuracy 
(%) 

User accuracy 
(%) 

Impacted mangrove 

1984-1990 50 76 
1990-1995 29 19 
1995-2000 89 13 
2000-2005 97 59 
2005-2010 23 78 
2010-2013 26 74 

Non-impacted 
mangrove  

1984-1990 68 18 

1990-1995 37 30 

1995-2000 18 33 

2000-2005 24 24 

2005-2010 51 27 

2010-2013 27 47 
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2.3.3.2. Mangrove change 

The total area in the human impacted and non-impacted sites during the study 
period is shown in Figure 2.7. The change in mangrove area between 1990 and 
2013 is shown in Table 2.7 and Figure 2.8.  

 

Figure 2.7. Total mangrove area (bars) for the human impacted and non-
impacted sites, total precipitation (blue line) and number of days with 
temperature above 32 °C (red line) recorded at Port Sudan (626410, HSSP) 
during the period of 1984-2013. 

Table 2.7. Change in mangrove area and rate of change during the study period. 

Site Period Mangrove 
area (ha) 

Mangrove 
change (ha) 

Rate of 
change (%) 

Impacted 
mangrove 

1984-1990 62 12 23 
1990-1995 71 9 14 
1995-2000 77 6 8 
2000-2005 75 -2 -3 
2005-2010 90 15 20 
2010-2013 66 -24 -27 

Non-impacted 
mangrove 

1984-1990 53 11 25 
1990-1995 65 12 23 
1995-2000 36 -29 -45 
2000-2005 52 16 46 
2005-2010 40 -12 -23 
2010-2013 45 5 13 
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Both mangroves showed high variation in total areal extent. The trend in 
temporal change of mangroves at the impacted site showed continuous 
increase in coverage from 51 to 90 ha in the period between 1984-2000, with a 
rate ranging from 8 to 23%, and a slight decrease in 2000-2005 with a rate of -
3%. Mangroves continued to increase to reach a maximum areal extent in 
2005-2010 with an increment rate of 20%, while in 2013 mangroves decreased 
significantly to 66 ha with a change rate of -27%. The total area of mangrove at 
the non-impacted mangrove increased by about 50% during 1984-1995 as 
compared to 1984, followed by large loss during 1995-2000 to almost half of 
the existing area in 1995. The area of mangroves increased during 2000-2005 
and 2010 -2013 with a rate of 46% and 13% respectively. Mangrove area 
showed a decrease by 23% during 2005-2010 (Fig. 2.7 and 2.8, Table 2.7). 
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Figure 2.8. Change in mangrove distribution in (a) human-impacted mangrove and (b) non-impacted mangrove during the selected periods
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With respect to meteorological conditions, the mangrove areas in the impacted 
site did not significantly correlated with average rainfall (R² = 0.01) or number 
of days with high temperature (R² = 0,21), whereas the area of mangroves in 
the non-impacted site significantly correlated with rainfall (R² = 0.55). Non-
impacted mangroves did not correlate with long periods of temperature higher 
than 32 °C (R² = 0.02), (Fig. 2.9a, b). 

 

Figure 2.9. Simple linear regression for the relationship between mangrove coverage 
area and (a) average rainfall and (b) number of days with temperature higher than 
32 °C in the impacted (R² = 0.01 and 0.21, respectively; P> 0.05) and non-impacted 
mangrove (R² = 0.55; P < 0.05; and 0.02, P > 0.05); respectively, during the period 
between 1984 and 2013. 

In addition, the variation in the mangrove coverage area in both sites was 
associated with significant changes in the other land-cover classes. In the 
impacted site a decrease in saline soil (-68%), salt marshes (-18%), sand (-10%), 
and shallow water by 24% was observed during the period of 1984-2000, while 
an increase in muddy soils by 74% and 88% was observed in the period of 1984-
1990 and 1995-2000, respectively. A decrease in saline and muddy soils by -73 
and -71 %, and an increase in sand by 61% were observed during 2000-2005. 
Muddy and sandy soils were decreased by -57% and -17%, while saline soil was 
increased by 19% during 2005-2010. During 2013 the saline soil was increased 
by 34% since the year 2010, while salt marshes, mud and sand decreased 
between 5-7% each. The observed decrease in mangrove area in the non-
impacted site during the periods 1995-2000 and 2005-2010 was associated 
with a remarkable decrease in salt marshes (54% and 11 %, respectively) and 
muddy soil (68% and 23%, respectively). An increase in sand and salt was also 
observed during 1995-2000 (97% and 44%) and 2005-2010 (22% and 46%). The 
increase in mangrove during 2000-2015 was associated with an increase in mud 
content (56%) and a decrease in sand and salt (-31% and -27%), (Appendix 4). 
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2.4. Discussion 

2.4.1. Mangrove classification 

The classification of mangroves derived from Landsat scenes resulted in a 
mangrove UA higher than 78%, PA higher than 75% and KC higher than 0.75. 
Landsat images used in this study were very useful for mapping the extent of 
mangrove and change detection with an acceptable percentage of classification 
accuracy. With respect to the change detection study, the accuracy of 
mangrove classification using cross validation techniques and the proposed 
error matrix by Pontius and Millones (2011) resulted in high overall accuracies 
of at least 79% at the impacted mangrove and 75%, except for the year 1995, in 
the non-impacted mangrove. This indicates that although the supervised semi-
automatic pixel-based technique used in this study was useful in classification 
of mangroves with high classification accuracy (86-100% user’s accuracy and 
81-100% producer’s accuracy), there was misidentification of mangroves and 
other classes. This is clearly shown by the higher values of the quantity and 
allocation disagreement, and thus low accuracy in terms of both quantity and 
allocation of pixels, which indicates a failure in discriminating between different 
classes. However, the main source of misidentification, which was mainly due 
to the confusion of mangroves with all other classes, was identified by 
comparing the classified map and the cross validated map using Pontius’s error 
matrix. The user’ and producer’s accuracies were highly variable for different 
classes. They were remarkably lower for mangrove classes compared to other 
classes, which showed in some cases 100% accuracy especially at the non-
impacted mangrove. This can be explained by the low comparability between 
mangrove and all other classes. 

The accuracy of the classification in this study is constrained by the number of 
spectral bands and the coarser spatial resolution of the Landsat, which can 
produce an improvement of the accuracy as seen in the classification results 
based on Landsat ETM+ and OLI compared to MSS 1984. However, differences 
in the spatial resolution are not necessarily the only explanation for the low 
classification accuracy of mangroves, which can be mostly attributable to a 
number of other factors including: (i) the time during which the Landsat images 
were obtained. Although all of the images were obtained when the water is at 
its lowest level, the variation in light intensity and leaf water content which 
varies from date to date can affect the spectral behavior of mangroves (Adam 
et al., 2010), and thus the classification accuracy; (ii) habitat heterogeneity 
across the study area, where the sparse mangroves represent a very small area 
surrounded by large areas of water and land (Diaz-Gallegos & Acosta-
Velázquez, 2008; Wickham et al., 2010); (iii) mangrove conditions and stress. 
The differences in spectral reflectance resulted from mangrove conditions e.g. 
healthy and poor conditions, which may affect the level of chlorophyll content, 
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nitrogen and water content (Zhang et al., 2012; 2013; Flores-de-Santiago et al., 
2013). In addition, in arid and semi-arid areas where mangroves are under 
considerable stress due to hypersaline conditions, resulting from the climate, 
temporal changes in leaf pigments content can be induced which may affect 
the strength of the reflectance of spectral characteristics of mangroves (Zhang 
et al., 2014). 

2.4.2 Mangrove temporal change 

The mangrove area ranged between 431 and 721 ha. Our estimates of total 
mangrove area indicated a net loss of about 250 ha between 1995 and 2000 
followed by an increase by about 390 ha between 2000 and 2010. Earlier 
estimations of the extent of mangrove cover along the Sudanese coast varied 
between 100 ha (Giri et al., 2011) and 93700 ha (Spalding et al., 1997) as shown 
in Table (2.8). The later estimate is based on an analysis of a map with a scale of 
1:1 000 000, which is too small to provide a reliable estimate. Our estimates of 
mangrove extent are close to the estimates by Wilkie (1995) and Fatoyinbo and 
Simard (2013). However, they varied considerably compared to the estimates 
from other studies listed in Table 2.8. The variation in the estimated areal 
extent of mangroves was most probably due to the wide variation in the used 
assessment methods, measurement scale, classification approaches and 
classification systems, or definition of the true mangrove species.  

Table 2.8. A comparative account of the historical extent of mangrove forest along 
the Sudanese coast reported by various authors 

Year Mangrove 
area (ha) 

Assessment method Author 

1980 605  FAO, 2003 

1990 535  FAO, 2003 

1992 93700 Analysis were based on regional 
sketch map in Sheppard et al.(1992). 
Scale 1:1 000 000 

Spalding et al., 1997 

1995 500 Field combined with satellite imagery Wilkie, 1995 

2000 500  FAO, 2007 

2000 584 Remotely sensed imagery Dawelbait et al., 2006 

2000 1000 Map analysis. Scale 1:200,000 Spalding et al., 2010 

2000 100 Satellite imagery. Giri et al., 2011 

2002 400 Satellite imagery. Fatoyinbo & Simard, 2013 

2005 500  FAO, 2007 

*The estimates from Dawelbait et al., 2006 and Spalding et al., 2010 were based on Africover dataset 
(Landsat(TM), scale: 1:1:100,000 ; FAO, 2003). 

*The estimates from FAO for 1980, 1990, 2000 and 2005 have been calculated applying the FRA 2000 (FAO, 
2001) annual forest cover change rate for 1990-2000 (-1.4 percent) to the most recent, reliable figure. 
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2.4.3. Mangrove fragmentation 

While measures of area are the most common descriptors of habitat 
distribution, other metrics such as edge and shape can be used to describe the 
spatial patterns and the degree of fragmentation of habitats. In general, 
fragmentation of an ecosystem is often characterized by (i) a decline in the 
total area and size of fragments; (ii) increased in number of patches and 
isolation of fragments from similar habitats; and (iii) increased total amount of 
patch edges (Rutledge, 2003). In our study, mangrove fragmentation delineated 
by the measured indices unveils inconsistent patterns over time. As shown by 
the results, mangroves in 1984, despite their lower surface area, were less 
fragmented as compared to the other studied years. However, the results from 
the year 1984 are not comparable to the other years, because the 1984 Landsat 
has a coarser spatial resolution (60 m) compared to other Landsat images used 
in this study. It is well known that the patch indices are greatly related to the 
spatial resolution of the study. Increasing resolution will decrease the smallest 
patch size (e.g. one can detect smaller patches) and probably increase the 
number of patches (Turner et al., 1989). The low image resolution will also 
affect measurement of patch area and patch edge, thus affecting many 
landscape indices, particularly those related to shape (Benson & MacKenzie, 
1995) such as the contagion and the aggregation indices. The aggregated 
analysis of the all measured indices, except for the NP, for the period of 1990 to 
2013 showed consistently lower values in 2005 indicating that the highest 
degree of fragmentation experienced by the Sudanese mangroves during the 
study period was in 2005. The behavior of the indices during the following 
period (2010-2013) revealed a varying degree of recovery, indicating high 
aggregation of these mangroves. However, the results also delineated that the 
Sudanese mangroves are naturally fragmented habitats as clearly shown by the 
low value of the indices throughout the study period. Fragmentation from 
natural causes does not greatly affect mangroves, however, forest fragmented 
by anthropogenic sources is at higher risk of further fragmentation and 
increases their patchiness. For example, mangroves in 2000 had a similar 
fragmentation pattern to mangroves in 1995 and were less fragmented than in 
2005, notwithstanding they were smaller by about 250 ha than in 1995 and 
2005. Mangroves in 2005 were also more fragmented than in 1995 in spite of 
their similar areal extent. This fragmentation pattern has two implications: (i) 
the loss of about 250 ha that occurred in 2000 possibly as a result of the 
drought caused by El Niño-SO, might not necessarily have increased mangrove 
fragmentation as shown by the relatively higher values of the fragmentation 
indices compared to 2005; and (ii) despite the increase in area in 2005 the 
mangroves fragmentation was higher suggesting that the cause of 
fragmentation of mangroves in 2000, which was a natural phenomenon, is 
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different from that in 2005 pointing to the increased human activities in the 
area.  

Habitat loss and fragmentation can have a devastating impact on some 
ecological processes (Goodwin and Fahrig, 2002; Turner, 2005; Laurance et al., 
2008; Obade, 2009; Bennett and Saunders, 2010), and will negatively impact 
the faunal communities associated with these habitats. The differential 
responses to certain disturbances such as clear cutting for timber and loss of 
wetlands (mangroves) will restructure the benthic communities within patches. 
Some changes will result from intraspecific processes responding to changes in 
abiotic conditions. Other changes will result from adjustments in interspecific 
interactions. Examples of abiotic conditions affected by fragmentation include 
light, moisture, wind, and soil regimes (Saunders et al., 1991; Didham, 1998). 
The consequences of fragmentation on biota are based on four intraspecific 
population processes of growth, reproduction, mortality, and dispersal and the 
corresponding interspecific processes (Rutledge, 2003), which will result in a 
decline in biological diversity, change in dominance and the likelihood of 
occurrence, and immigration (O’Neill et al., 1997). For example, the mass 
mortality of mangrove at mersa Ashat as a result of drought associated with El 
Niño 97/98 followed by clear cutting of dry limbs resulted in different values for 
abundance, diversity, dominant species and functional groups of benthic fauna 
compared to intact mangroves in the area (Sabeel et al., 2014; Sabeel and 
Vanreusel, 2014). Similar results on the effect of mangrove loss on macrofauna 
(Alfaro, 2010) and mangrove fragmentation on fish fauna (e.g. Layman et al., 
2004; Valentine-Rose et al., 2007; Abrogueña et al., 2012) were reported 
elsewhere. 

2.4.4. Factors limiting mangrove areal extent and distribution 

2.4.4.1. Climate 

In general, the variability in the areal extent, structural development and stand 
distribution of the Sudanese mangroves can be partly attributed to extreme 
climatic conditions found in arid environments namely the combination of the 
aridity (low rainfall) and extreme higher temperature (Quisthoudt, 2013). In our 
study, no relationship was detected between rainfall or longer periods of 
higher temperature and the mangrove areal extent during the study period. 
However, the loss of mangroves that occurred between 1995 and 2000 could 
be explained by 1997/98 El Niño-SO during which a mass mortality of mangrove 
occurred as a result of the combined effect of low rainfall and longer period of 
high temperature. The improved weather condition, the higher precipitation 
and the low temperature may explain the expansion of mangroves during the 
following periods, which may be related to reduced salinity as a result of 
increased freshwater inputs via runoff. It is expected that since the Sudanese 
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mangroves are marginal, they are fragile, and that any change in their climatic 
setting can seriously affect their distribution. However further evidence is 
required from ground truthing. 

2.4.4.2. Salinity 

The relationship between growth of mangroves and salt concentrations can be 
shown by a classic curve reflecting concentrations which are deficient, 
saturating and toxic to growth (Ball, 1988a,b). The growth of mangroves is 
typically enhanced under low to moderate salinities (Ball, 2002). However, the 
interspecific differences in seedling survival under high or low salinities may 
reflect interspecific differences in requirement for, and tolerance of, different 
salt (NaCl) concentrations (Ball, 1996). As mentioned earlier (in Sec. 2.2.2), the 
Sudanese coastline is characterized by high salinity, due to absence of rivers 
and estuaries, with minimal variation throughout the year. Therefore, 
mangroves developed in high-lying rather than in low salinity areas, but their 
extensive distribution is limited to areas with freshwater flushes such as in the 
mouth of khors. Salt concentration in particular may also explain the low 
diversity of mangroves at the Sudanese coast. A. marina has been reported as 
the only mangrove species growing in the country (Mohammed, 1984; 
Untawale et al., 1992; PRESGA, 2004; Kathiresan & Rajendran, 2005), even 
though older surveys reported the presence of Bruguiera gymnorrhiza and 
Rhizophora mucronata occurring in the south of the Sudanese coastline 
(Andrews, 1950; Kassas & Zahran, 1967). This denotes that Bruguiera and 
Rhizophora, which are less halo-tolerant and unable to withstand hypersaline 
conditions, were replaced either by Avicennia, which is better adapted to high 
salinity (Patela et al., 2010; Reef et al., 2010). 

2.4.4.3. Geomorphology and tidal inundation 

Temperature and salinity are among the most important drivers in mangrove 
establishment and early development (e.g. Ball, 2002; Krauss, 2008). However, 
factors such as geomorphologic setting, suitable substrate and the tidal 
inundation may play an important role in limiting their distribution along the 
Sudanese coast. The Red Sea is, in general, characterized by narrow coastal 
plains and the coastline frequently protrudes out in the form of rocky 
headlands. Furthermore, the coastline and the outlying fringing reefs are 
incised at irregular intervals by creeks. These creeks are typically drowned 
streamed valleys. The beach rock is usually overlain with sediment, even in 
most sheltered areas. Based on the abovementioned geomorphological 
features and the classification by Thom (1984), mangroves along  the Sudanese 
coast are typical drowned bedrock valley mangroves found in creeks, which are 
dominated by terrigenous sediments, and mangroves in carbonate settings, 
which can be seen in oceanic islands, coral reefs and carbonate banks. The 
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mangrove belonging to drowned bedrock valleys can be specifically found at 
the mouth of khors, while the carbonate setting types are found (i) in the fringe 
area of some of the islands, where wave energy and wind speed is less and 
brackish water is present due to mixing of seawater with the margin of the 
freshwater lens, ii) in between two islands, where the water is shallow and 
there is accumulated deposits of sediments, iii) along the borders of a lagoon 
that is connected to the sea, and iv) along the borders of a lagoon that has lost 
connection to the sea but receives seawater periodically. Freshwater enters 
into all these types of mangroves through surface runoff and underground 
seepage. These areas normally receive limited amount of terrestrial sediment 
but they are rich in calcareous sediment or lime mud. 

On the other hand, tidal inundation and surface drainage patterns have often 
been used to describe mangrove development and species zonation. However, 
in Sudan, where mangroves exhibit little topography, tidal inundation is 
ineffective. The Sudanese coast experienced a low range of tidal flooding, 
caused by the local topography form of the Sudanese coast, which is relatively 
flat, and much of the mangrove forested areas are in fringing or basin form. The 
low tidal range is also limiting the encroachment and development of 
mangrove forest further inland. In addition, the typical zonation of mangrove 
trees is mainly linked to the pattern of tidal flooding. The low tidal range is, 
therefore, may partly explain the presence of only monospecific stands of the 
grey mangrove (A. marina) in the area, while Rhizophora mucronata were 
reported in Djibouti, Egypt, Saudi Arabia and Yemen, where the tidal range is 
relatively higher than in Sudan.  

2.4.5. Mangrove change detection 

The high variability of the mangrove area in both the impacted and non-
impacted mangroves can be primarily attributed to the variability in the 
accuracy of classification for different years. The high values of the quantity and 
allocation disagreements indicated that there is some misidentification among 
the different classes. However, the high values of the user’s and producer’s 
accuracies in both mangroves indicate that the misidentification occurred in 
other land-cover classes. This allowed us to proceed confidently with the 
change detection study for the mangroves.  

2.4.5.1. Impacted mangrove 

In addition to the environmental and geomorphological factors that can affect 
the distribution of mangrove, other human related activities and changes in 
land use can be the primarily driving forces for the change in the areal extent 
and fragmentation of mangroves in Sudan. Previous surveys conducted along 
the Sudanese coastline (e.g. Mohammed, 1984; PRESGA, 2004) have reported 
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various human activities such as excessive camel grazing, deforestation and 
felling, shrimp farming, saltpans, freshwater damming, urbanization, oil and 
industrial pollution, coastal construction, and changes in land use, that may 
have adversely affected the extent and health of mangroves. These induced 
effects were mainly through the modifications of the topography of the coastal 
area, dredging and infilling on the shore, increased intrusion of saltwater 
leading to hypersaline habitats, and reception of herbicides, pesticides and 
fertilizers. The overall impact of these practices involves reduction in tree cover 
and mass mortality of mangroves. In general, the negative impact of human 
activities are of higher magnitude than those of natural disturbances and 
appear to synergistically amplify the negative effects of natural disturbances 
(e.g., droughts, storms, El Niño-SO events) thus extending the time for 
ecosystem recovery (Calderon-Aguilera et al., 2012). 

The human impacted site showed a perpetual increase in mangrove coverage 
from 1984-2010. Hence, neither the change in weather conditions nor the 
anthropogenic activities in the surroundings of this mangrove forest resulted in 
a netto decrease of the forest area. The increase can be attributed to changes 
in coastal morphodynamic setting. The increase in mangrove during 1984-2000 
was associated with an increase in muddy soils, and a decrease in saline soil, 
salt marshes, and sandy soils. These changes, especially the decrease in saline 
soil, occurred after establishment of a salt pan in 1987 suggesting that the 
construction of channels to fuel the salt pan has resulted in less accumulation 
of salt on soils adjacent to mangroves. Consequently, the saline soil were 
converted to muddy soil which allowed for further colonization of this new 
established habitat by mangroves. The increase in mangrove during 2000-2010 
was accompanied with an increase in area occupied by other habitat such as 
saline soil, salt marshes, and sand. This condition occurred after the saltpan 
was expanded to include a shrimp farm situated about 1 km far from the 
mangrove forest. The greater expansion of these mangroves with a high 
increment rate (20%) suggests that the effluent from the farm, which often 
disposed directly into the mangrove area, and/or the lower soil salinity possibly 
stimulated mangrove development. Mohammed (2006) investigated the 
production from this shrimp farm at its earliest stages in 2003-2004. He found 
that the amount of phosphate, nitrite and nitrate amount in the discharged 
water from two ponds, stocked with a density of 120000 and 30000 
individuals/ha and fed with artificial feed, are 13.69 µmol/l, 21.69 µmol/l and 
2.14 µmol/l, respectively. Considering the low nutrients concentrations (0.06-
1.0, 1.5-4.0 and 0.1-0.40 μmol/l for phosphate nitrate and nitrite, respectively) 
within the euphotic zone in the northern Red Sea (Dowidar, 1984; Nasr et al, 
1987; Qurban et al., 2014), effluents from the shrimp farm may have enriched 
the water surrounding the mangrove with particulate and dissolved organic and 
inorganic nutrients. This may have enhanced the nitrogen uptake by mangrove 
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and promoted seedling growth and faster mangrove expansion (Gautier, 2002; 
Primavera et al., 2007). Moreover, A. marina is the most tolerant mangrove 
species to large abiotic fluctuations (MacFarlane & Burchett, 2002; Joshi & 
Ghose, 2003) and, therefore, it is not surprisingly that they may sustained the 
chemical content from farm effluent and assimilated the excess nutrient into 
mangrove biomass. Wong et al. (1995), Trott and Alongi (2000) and other 
studies have all concluded that nutrient enrichment can be beneficial for 
mangrove growth and ecosystem health. However, evidence is mounting that 
eutrophication can also have negative consequences for mangrove growth. A 
Red Sea study demonstrated that A. marina grown under sewage pollution 
stress showed stunted morphology and that mortality rates within the effected 
mangrove strand were high, probably due to the loss of pneumatophores and 
soil anoxia (Mandura, 1997). This may partly explain the significant decline in 
this mangrove during 2010-2013 with a rate of -27% from 90 to 66 ha. Nutrient 
enrichment can also increase sensitivity to drought and hyper-salinity because 
nutrient-induced increases in allocation to canopy rather than roots can 
indirectly increase mortality rates due to enhanced susceptibility to water 
deficits (Lovelock et al., 2009). This suggests that nutrient and salt 
concentrations significantly elevated in the effluents, as the farm was expanded 
and the shrimp production was intensified, beyond mangrove tolerance levels 
(Vaiphasa et al., 2007). This adversely affected mangrove growth either due to 
eutrophication (Thomas et al., 2010) or salinization (Primavera, 2006). The later 
condition was observed during the period of 2010-2013 when saline soil was 
increased by 34%, which may indicate that soil contained enough soluble salts 
to interfere with the growth of mangroves. It is also worth to mention that the 
combination of the human activities and the environmental conditions, being 
drier during 2010-2013, may adversely affect the mangroves by decreasing 
their cover. In general, the health of mangrove trees, especially those growing 
along the mainland shore where the effluents from the shrimp farm are 
disposed, appear to be adversely affected over time. This is clearly shown by 
their appearance in the composite image (appendix 5), which changed from 
deep red (1990), suggesting the broad leaf and/or healthier mangrove, to light 
red (2005), signifying sparsely or weak mangrove leaves.  

2.4.5.2. Non-impacted mangrove 

Mangroves at the non-impacted site showed a small areal extent (36-65 ha) 
during the study period. A significant relationship was observed between 
mangroves areal extent in this site and the rainfall. The decrease in mangroves 
between 1995 and 2000 can be explained by the prolonged period of droughts 
caused by 1997/98 El Niño-SO (ENSO; Allan et al., 1996; Drexler & Ewel, 2001), 
during which reductions in rainfall over the central Red Sea are well below 
normal fluctuations (<0.5 mm/day; Hafez & El Rafy, 2008). However, the effect 
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of 97/98 El Niño-SO covered the whole region, i.e. the human impacted site 
was also affected by El Niño-SO, but the magnitude of impact was more 
pronounced in the non-impacted site. The stagnation and absence of 
freshwater combined with high evaporation may have created hypersaline 
conditions, whereby the saline soil area increased 5 times more in 2000 than in 
1995. Decline in rainfall may also have a role in changing coastal 
morphodynamics by increasing the infilling and deposition of sand. Martinho et 
al. (2010) found that dune fields, along the southern coast of Brazil, increase 
their width as the precipitation decreases and the sand supply increases in the 
area. Kitheka et al. (2002) found that heavy supply of terrigenous sediments 
during the El Niño-SO of 1997–1998 led to the huge deposition of sediments in 
mangrove wetland. We found that sand in 2000 increased by 2.5% compared to 
1995, hence, this increase may be due to drought during 1997-1998. Sand 
infilling and sand deposition can inhibit the seedling establishment (Thampanya 
et al., 2002; Balke et al., 2011; 2013), and influence the forest structure 
(Lovelock et al., 2010) by causing a massive destruction of the mangroves 
(Kitheka et al., 2002). Deposition can also obstruct the tidal inlet and channels 
through which tidal flow regularly floods the mangrove forests. Insufficient 
runoff may also cause a decrease in the alluvium and sediment load deposited 
at the mouth of khor Ashat, a seasonal watercourse flow from the nearby 
mountains, at the non-impacted mangrove. All these conditions collectively 
created unfavorable conditions for mangrove growth resulting in shrinkage of 
the area occupied by mangroves. Similar results were found in Puerto Rico 
(Cintron et al., 1978) and Senegal (Isupova & Mikhailov, 2008). This period is 
also characterized by mangrove die back, due to insufficient runoff to 
neutralize the effects of decreased rainfall, followed by expansion of 
mangroves as rainfall increase as observed during the period 2000-2013. During 
this period mangrove were partly regenerated; however, recovery of the 
mangroves did not take place in some parts of the area affected by the mass 
mortality. About 80% of the dry limbs and tree trunks of the mangrove of the 
outer belt (4.68 ha) has been collected by fishermen for fuel wood for 
processing their catch of sea cucumber (Laverdiere, 2009). However, since 2007 
fishing for sea cucumber is prohibited in this area. 

2.5. Conclusion 

This study has described the distribution and temporal change of mangroves 
over the entire Sudanese Red Sea coast during 1984-2013. Two sites, 
representing impacted and non-impacted mangroves, were used to investigate 
the potential effect of human activities in terms of shrimp farming on 
mangroves. To our knowledge this study represents a first attempt to provide 
quantitative assessment on the temporal distribution and change detection of 
mangroves along the Sudanese red sea coast. The spectral angle mapper (SAM) 
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classification method used in this study performed consistently well in the 
classification of mangroves considering the aridity of the area which might 
interfere with the spectral signal strength of this vegetation. However, the 
accuracy of the classification was limited by the lack of systematic ground 
truthing. There was a high variability in mangrove areal extent during the study 
period. A set of landscape metrics was used to assess the fragmentation of 
mangroves during 1984-2013. Apparently, acceleration in fragmentation of 
mangroves occurred during the period 2000-2005, followed by a gradual 
deceleration in fragmentation during the period 2005-2013. The fragmentation 
of an ecosystem is a complex process that acts on a complex system and results 
in a wide arrangement of spatial patterns. The use of landscape metrics to 
describe these patterns is useful, particularly those that result from human 
activities. However, the foundation to derive such metrics must always be in 
harmony with the purpose of relating those metrics with ecological processes 
in order to understand the causes and consequences of spatial heterogeneity 
and how they vary with scale in order to influence management of both natural 
and human dominated habitats. The growth of mangroves appear to be 
positively enhanced after the construction of the salt pan and the shrimp farm, 
while non-impacted mangrove showed mortality and expansion of mangrove 
forests in response to climatic events, such as El Niño-SO and increased rainfall 
in this arid area. We suggest that studies on effluents from the shrimp farm, 
their chemical content and the effect of these chemicals on the survival of 
mangroves in addition to monitoring of the mangrove distribution for 
management purpose should be carried out in the area on a regular basis.  
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Chapter 3 

Assessement of the importance of the 

Sudanese mangroves as a habitat for benthic 

macrofauna 

Adapted from: Sabeel R. A. O., Ingels J., Pape E., Vanreusel A. (2014) 
Macrofauna along the Sudanese Red Sea coast: potential effect of mangrove 
clearance on community and trophic structure. Marine Ecology.doi: 
10.1111/maec.12184 

Abstract 

Mangroves along the Sudanese Red Sea coast are under continuing 
anthropogenic pressure. To better understand the influence of mangrove 
clearance on the intertidal benthic community, we investigated composition, 
biodiversity and standing stock of the macrofauna communities at high-, mid- 
and low-water level in three contrasting habitats: a bare sand flat, a cleared 
mangrove, and an intact mangrove. In addition, a community-wide metric 
approach based on taxon-specific carbon and nitrogen isotope values was used 
to compare the trophic structure between the three habitats. The habitats 
differed significantly in terms of macrofaunal standing stock, community 
composition and trophic structure. The high- and mid-water levels of the intact 
mangroves showed a distinct macrofaunal community characterized by 
elevated densities and biomass, largely governed by higher decapod and 
gastropod abundances. Diversity was similar for cleared and intact mangrove, 
but much lower for the bare sand flat. Community-wide metrics indicated 
highest trophic diversity and community niche breadth in the intact mangrove. 
Differences between the cleared and intact mangroves can be partly attributed 
to differences in sediment characteristics resulting from mangrove clearance. 
These results suggest a significant impact of mangrove clearance on the 
macrofaunal community and trophic structure. This study calls for further 
investigations and management actions to protect and restore these habitats 
and ensuring the persistence of this ecologically valuable coastal ecosystem. 

3.1. Introduction 

Tropical mangroves represent unique and significant productive ecosystems. 
They provide a number of essential services for human wellbeing and survival, 
including food provision, coastal protection, waste absorption, climate 
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regulation, recreation and education (Qureshi, 1990; Nagelkerken et al., 2008). 
Despite their relatively simple forest structure on a macroscale, mangroves are 
believed to play an important role in supporting the estuarine and coastal food 
webs by creating a complex environment on a meso- and micro-scale for a 
variety of mainly, benthic organisms. The biodiversity associated with 
mangroves is important from a functional point of view since mangroves may 
provide food and shelter for different organisms including socio-economically 
important macro-invertebrates and fish species. The benthos plays a vital role 
in mangrove productivity by altering the physical habitat (e.g. increase aeration 
of the sediment as a result of burrowing activities) and by stimulating nutrient 
turnover through organic matter retention and bioturbation activities (Smith et 
al., 1991). In addition, most macrofaunal taxa (>1 mm) may provide a trophic 
linkage to various benthivorous marine consumers entering the mangroves 
during their occasional or regular feeding migrations (Bouillon et al., 2002a,b; 
Lee, 2008). Also dissolved organic carbon (DOC), and dissolved inorganic 
nitrogen (DIN) originating from the excretion and biomass degradation of 
macrobenthos can stimulate bacterio-plankton production (Hutchings, 1998; 
Dittmar et al., 2006). Furthermore, the community composition of the 
macrobenthos can be considered as a biological indicator of the ecosystem’s 
health and functionality because of its response to anthropogenic impacts 
(Brown et al., 2000; Hatje et al., 2008). 

The Sudanese Red Sea coast is characterized by about 19 distinct mangrove 
stands (mainly comprising the grey mangrove tree (Avicennia marina) 
extending from north to south. Despite their fragmented nature and small size 
compared to those from other tropical coasts (PERSGA, 2004), they are 
considered to play similarly important ecological roles (Khalil & Krupp, 1994). 
The total area of mangrove stands along the Sudanese coast was about 605 ha 
in 1980, but according to FAO, has shown an annual loss of 7 ha since then 
(www.fao.org/forestry/mangroves). Most mangrove stands appear to be under 
threat and are very likely to disappear in the coming decade as a result of 
increasing human activity in the coastal area in addition to threats from climate 
change. The main causes of mangrove degradation include over-grazing by 
camels, wood cutting for fuel wood, construction of dams (mainly constructed 
by salt extraction companies) that reduce the flow of fresh water to the 
mangroves, highway construction, and building of dykes to collect fresh water. 
Another cause of the degradation of mangroves in Sudan is linked to the 
activity of fishermen fishing for holothurians, who collect firewood from 
mangrove forests to process their catch (Laverdiere, 2009). The available 
knowledge on the benthic communities of the Red Sea mangroves is scant. 
Therefore, improving our understanding of their ecology, community structure, 
and role in energy flows is of crucial importance in a conservation context. Such 
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studies are imperative to move towards a sustainable management of these 
ecosystems. 

This study examines the spatial variability of the macrofauna in three habitats 
along the Sudanese Red Sea coast: a bare sand flat, a cleared former mangrove 
and an intact mangrove also referred to as relict mangrove. This sampling 
design may help to understand community changes due to mangrove 
clearance. It also allows predicting further assemblage changes if a cleared 
mangrove is, overtime, converted to less complex habitat such as a bare sand 
flat. Despite the lack of replication of habitat types, the comparison can provide 
insight into the potential changes in habitats and associated fauna due to 
clearance, since the sites were chosen based on their similarity in 
environmental properties, notably, the topography. The aim of this study is to 
compare between the three habitats: (i) community structure, abundance, 
biomass and diversity of the macrofauna communities, and (ii) food web 
structure of the macrofauna, in terms of its complexity, based on community-
wide metrics. This study is a first step in the evaluation of the importance of the 
Sudanese mangroves as a provider for temporary or permanent habitat for 
marine fauna. It will also contribute to our understanding of the potential 
impact of mangrove habitat loss on higher trophic levels, since the macrofauna 
is considered to be a direct link in the energy flow between primary producers 
and larger consumers (Edgar & Shaw, 1995). 

3.2. Materials and methods 

3.2.1. Study sites  

The Sudanese Red Sea coast (23°6’N, 35°59’E; 17°59’N, 38°35’E) is about 750 
km long. It is nearly tideless, with a mean spring tide of 0.1 m. Seasonal water 
level changes, being up to 0.5-1.3 m higher in winter as a result of intense 
rainfall, are greater than lunar tidal changes (Musa, 1991). The rainy (winter) 
season is from November to April with mean annual precipitation of 164 mm at 
Suakin city. The present study was carried out at three sites representing three 
different habitats along the Sudanese Red Sea coast. The first two sites, the 
Ashat bare sand flat (site 1) (18° 45’N, 37° 30’E), and the Ashat cleared 
mangrove (site 2) (18° 45’N, 37° 30’E) are located about 40 km south of Suakin 
city (19° 06’N, 37° 20’E); while the Sheikh Ibrahim intact mangrove (S3; 18° 
59’N, 37° 24’E), is located about 30 km south of Suakin (Fig. 3.1a).  
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Figure 3.1. (a) Location of the study sites (S1: bare sand flat habitat, S2: 
cleared mangrove habitat, S3: intact mangrove habitat) sampled along the 
Sudanese coast south of Suakin, and (b) Profile of transect with sampling 
stations (H: high-water, M: mid-water, L: low-water) along the gradient of 
seasonal water level. Source: Flanders Marine Institute (VLIZ). 

The gradual clearance of the outer belt of the mangrove at Ashat is linked to 
fishermen who were fishing for sea cucumbers from the subtidal areas around 
the mangrove, and collecting firewood from mangrove forests to process their 
catch (fishermen personal comments in 2010 and 2011, pers. comm.). Site 3 
(intact or relict mangrove) is characterized by the presence of A. marina stands. 
Three stations were established at each site parallel to each other along a 
water level gradient of about 100 m length (Fig. 3.1b). These stations were 
referred to as: (i) high-water level station (H), which is just below the water line 
mark during the high-water level and about 30-40 m far from the outer edge of 
the mangrove; (ii) mid-water level station (M) without mangrove stand at the 
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bare sand flat habitat but with remnants of mangrove trunks in the cleared 
mangrove habitat, and with mangrove stands in the mangrove habitat, and; (iii) 
low-water level station (L) which is just above the water line mark at lower 
water level and about 10-15 m far from the inner edge of the mangrove at the 
intact mangrove site. Samples were collected between the 19th and 26th of 
December 2010. At the time of sampling, the mean water temperature 
averaged 20 °C at the sand flat and the cleared mangrove, and 22 °C at the 
intact mangrove.  

3.2.2. Sediment characteristics 

Three replicate sediments cores (∅6 cm, 5 cm depth) were taken from each 
water level station at each site to assess grain size distribution and organic 
content. Sediment fractions were analyzed using a Laser Particle Size Analyzer 
(Malvern Mastersizer 2000 laser diffractometer, Malvern Instruments Ltd., UK). 
Median grain size and grain size classes (clay <4 µm, silt (4-63 µm) and sand 
(>63µm) were determined and classified following Wentworth (1922). The 
sorting coefficient and sorting classes were calculated and described after Folk 
and Ward (1957). For the determination of total organic carbon (TOC) and total 
nitrogen (TN) content of the sediment, subsamples of 5 mg of fine-ground 
sediment were analyzed using a CN analyzer (FLASH 2000 Series Nitrogen and 
Carbon analyzer). 

3.2.3. Macrofauna analysis 

3.2.3.1. Community analysis 

A rectangular metal frame (36x20 cm) was used to collect macrofauna in all 
habitats and water level stations. Since the frame could only be inserted down 
to 5 cm sediment depth in the mangrove stand due to the presence of roots, 
this sampling depth was kept in the other habitats. Three replicate samples 
were sieved through a 1 mm mesh and fixed immediately in 4% seawater-
buffered formalin. All individuals were counted, weighed and identified to 
family level. Biomass samples were dried at 60 °C for 48 h, and weighed (dry 
weight). Next, samples were combusted in a muffle furnace for 2 h at 500 °C, 
and re-weighed (ash weight). Individual biomass (g) was determined as ash free 
dry weight (AFDW; dry weight minus ash weight). Total taxon biomass was 
determined as average individual biomass multiplied by the total number of 
individuals per taxon. 

3.2.3.2. Stable isotope analysis 

Samples for carbon and nitrogen isotope measurements for macrofauna taxa, 
identified to family level, were collected from all water levels at all site. One to 



CHAPTER 3 

82 

3 individuals per taxon were used for the analysis. Whole individuals of small 
macrofauna individuals (or pooled individuals of small taxa when the amount of 
dry material of a single specimen was insufficient) and muscle tissue of large 
macrofauna were used for stable isotope analysis, while hard-shelled 
organisms were acidified with diluted HCl (10%) to remove carbonates. As 
acidification may affect δ15N (Bunn et al., 1995; Kolasinski et al., 2008), δ15N 
samples were not acidified. In addition, samples for potential basal resources 
accessible to macrofauna, including fresh mangrove (A. marina) leaves 
collected from the intact mangrove site, seagrass leaves, epiphytes, 
macroalgae, sediment organic matter (SOM) and suspended particulate organic 
matter (SPOM) were also collected from each site. All samples were oven dried 
at 60 °C for 24 hrs to determine δ13C and δ15N isotope signatures. 

C and N isotope analyses were performed using an elemental analyzer 
interfaced to a PDZ Europa ANCA-GSL continuous flow isotope ratio mass 
spectrometer (IRMS) (UC Davis, University of California, USA). Stable isotope 
values were expressed relative to the international standards V-PDB (Vienna 
PeeDee Belemnite) and Air for carbon and nitrogen, respectively, and 
calculated as:  

 

where X is 13C or 15N, and R is 13C/12C or 15N/14N. 

The analytical precision of this method is 0.2‰ for δ13C and 0.3‰ for δ15N. 
Stable isotope samples comprised of 1 individual each. For some taxa, 
replicates were measured.  

3.2.3.3. Measures for trophic structure 

Community-wide indices, characterizing the food web structure based on the 
average isotopic composition of the consumers, were calculated according to 
Layman et al. (2007a). The following indices were computed from δ13C–δ15N bi-
plot space as: (1) δ13C range (CR), which is the horizontal distance between the 
most enriched and most depleted δ13C values, (2) δ15N range (NR), which is the 
vertical distance between the most enriched and most depleted δ15N values; 
(3) total convex hull area (TA), encompassed by all consumers in the bi-plot 
space, indicating the total amount of niche space occupied, (4) the average 
Euclidean distance of each species to the δ13C–δ15N centroid (CD), (5) the mean 
Euclidean distance to each species’ nearest neighbor in the bi-plot space (NND), 
and (6) the standard deviation of the nearest neighbor Euclidean distance 
(SNND), a measure for the evenness of species packing in the bi-plot space. The 
first four metrics are community-wide measures of the total extent of spacing 
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within the δ13C-δ15N bi-plot. Larger NR and CR suggest more trophic levels and 
the presence of multiple basal resources with distinct δ13C, respectively. 
Greater values of TA and CD imply greater spacing of species in the δ13C-δ15N 
bi-plot. The last two metrics (NND and SNND) reflect the relative positions 
within niche space and thus these can be used to estimate the extent of trophic 
redundancy. Smaller NND indicates a larger fraction of species with similar 
feeding strategies, while lower SNND suggests a more even distribution of 
trophic niches. The isotopic ranges of the macrofauna identified by the convex 
hull in each habitat were compared to the theoretical ranges of the benthic 
secondary producers of the theoretical trophic pathways in the estuarine food 
web on the basis of an average 2.5‰ and 3.4‰ of nitrogen isotopic 
fractionation for primary and secondary consumers, respectively (Eggers & 
Jones, 2000; Post, 2002). 

3.2.4. Statistical analysis   

All analyses were conducted in Primer v6 using the PERMANOVA + add-on 
(Anderson et al., 2008). Macrofaunal diversity was expressed as taxon richness 
(S) and Shannon-Wiener taxon diversity (H'), both calculated from raw 
abundance data with the DIVERSE routine (Clarke & Warwick, 2001). 
Differences in macrofaunal communities between and within sites (=habitats) 
and water level stations were tested using a 2-way crossed non-parametric 
permutational ANOVA (PERMANOVA) design with fixed factors Habitat (Ha) and 
Water Level station (WL), and the interaction term Ha x WL. Univariate analyses 
were performed on Euclidean distance-based resemblance matrices of 
untransformed, univariate diversity, abundance and biomass data; multivariate 
analysis was done using the Bray-Curtis distance based resemblance matrices 
of square root-transformed community composition data. Prior to the 
PERMANOVA test, homogeneity of multivariate dispersion was tested for using 
a non-parametric dispersion test (PERMDISP; Anderson et al., 2008) based on 
Bray-Curtis similarity measure on square root transformed data. PERMDISP 
results revealed no difference in dispersion for the density and biomass data 
neither between habitats (F=1.26, P=0.43 and F=1.49, P=0.36; respectively), 
water level stations (F= 0.98, P=0.47 and F= 2.46, P=0.15; respectively), nor for 
the interaction factor Ha x WL (F=5.80, P=0.16 and F=20.99, P=0.07; 
respectively). Thus, the null hypothesis of homogeneity of multivariate 
dispersion was accepted for all factors. Pairwise tests were executed following 
significant interaction or main effects (the latter in case there was no significant 
interaction effect) in the full model. A non-metric multidimensional scaling 
(MDS) on square root transformed taxon abundance data was carried out to 
visualize spatial variability in macrofaunal community composition (Clarke, 
1993; Clarke & Warwick, 2001). A 2-way crossed SIMPER (similarity percentage 
analysis) routine was run (Clarke, 1993; Clarke & Warwick, 2001) to determine 
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taxon contributions to compositional differences within and between habitats 
and water level stations.  

Principal components analysis (PCA) was performed to compare environmental 
variables between sites and water level stations. Distance-Based Linear 
Modeling (DISTLM) was used to analyze and model the relationship between 
environmental variables and macrofaunal community attributes. This routine 
allows for predictor variables (here: silt, clay, sand, sediment sorting, median 
grain size, TN, TOC, and C/N) to be fitted on ordination axes based on biological 
data to test and quantify the variation explained by one or more environmental 
variables. Predictor variables were selected based on draftsman plots and 
Pearson correlation coefficients. Variables with a correlation coefficient of ≥ 0.9 
were considered collinear and so only one of these was retained in the analysis 
(Anderson et al., 2008). The fitting of the best model was done using a step-
wise selection procedure and adjusted R² as a selection criterion. The model 
was visualized in multi-dimensional space using Distance Based Redundancy 
(dbRDA) analysis.  

3.3. Results 

3.3.1. Sediment characteristics 

Sediment characteristics for all habitats and water level stations are presented 
in Table 3.1 and visualized in Fig. 3.2. Overall, the intact mangrove (site 3) had 
finer, more poorly sorted sediments with higher C/N ratios and higher TOC and 
TN values compared to the other habitats. Results of the univariate 
PERMANOVA indicated a significant interaction effect between sites and water 
levels for all sediment characteristics, except for C/N (P < 0.05, Table 3.2). The 
pairwise tests showed that significant differences were between the intact 
mangrove site and the other two sites, and between the bare sand flat and the 
other two habitats. However, these differences depended on the water level 
considered. At the high-water level, the bare sand flat had a significantly lower 
mud content, sediment sorting, TN and TOC, but median grain size was higher 
compared to the intact and cleared mangrove. The intact mangrove showed a 
significantly higher mud content and sediment sorting coefficient at the mid-
water station, while the cleared mangrove had a significantly higher median 
grain size, and the bare sand flat had lower TOC values. At the low-water level 
station, the sorting coefficient and TN were higher in the intact mangrove, 
while sediments were on average coarser at the cleared mangrove site (P < 
0.05, Table 3.2). 



 

 

 

Table 3.1. Mean±SE values for sediment environmental variables at the different water level stations (H: high-water level, M: mid-water level, L: 
low-water level) in each habitat. 

site Water level Clay (%) Silt (%) Sand (%) Median grain size (µm) 
Sediment sorting 

Coefficient 
TOC (%) TN (%) C/N 

Bare sand 

flat 

HW 3.7±0.4 22.3±2.7 74.0±2.6 273.0±10.1 MS 1.3±0.1 PS 0.1±0.0 0.00±0.0 3.9±3.9 

MW 3.6±0.3 16.8±1.1 79.6±1.3 310.0±6.3 MS 0.9±0.0 MS 0.2±0.0 0.01±0.0 8.7±4.4 

LW 6.0±1.2 36.3±7.4 57.7±8.5 230.0±22.1 FS 3.1±0.2 VPS 3.9±0.6 0.10±0.0 65.6±20.4 

Cleared 

mangrove 

HW 17.6±2.0 69.8±1.2 12.7±2.7 27.0±3.8 MSi 2.6±0.0 VPS 0.8±0.1 0.04±0.0 21.0±2.5 

MW 3.0±1.1 19.5±7.1 77.5±8.1 183.0±32.9 FS 1.1±0.1 PS 1.0±0.2 0.03±0.0 52.6±21.3 

LW 4.9±0.1 34.0±1.5 61.1±1.6 90.0±3.7 VFS 1.5±0.1 PS 1.7±0.2 0.02±0.0 90.1±10.6 

Intact 

mangrove 

HW 11.8±1.3 59.6±6.1 28.6±7.1 49.0±6.0 CSi 3.0±0.1 VPS 0.6±0.1 0.04±0.0 16.4±2.2 

MW 16.4±3.6 66.1±5.4 17.6±8.9 30.0±6.5 MSi 3.0±0.1 VPS 3.4±1.0 0.20±0.1 20.0±1.6 

LW 6.6±0.6 30.4±2.7 63.1±3.3 196.0±20.0 FS 4.9±0.1 EPS 8.7±0.5 0.90±0.0 97.2±21.0 

MSi: medium silt; CSi: coarse silt VFS: very fine sand; FS: fine sand; MS: medium sand; PS: poorly sorted. MS: moderately sorted. VPS: very poorly sorted. EPS: extremely poorly sorted; 
TN: total nitrogen, TOC: total organic carbon,. C/N: carbon nitrogen ratio. 
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Figure 3.2. Principal component analysis (PCA) ordination of water level 
stations (filled circle: high-water level, open circle: mid-water level, open 
square: low-water level) and habitats (B: bare sand flat, C: cleared 
mangrove, I: intact mangrove). Eigenvectors (environmental variables) 
were superimposed (TN: total nitrogen, TOC: total organic carbon, C/N: 
carbon-nitrogen ratio). 

3.3.2. Macrofauna 

3.3.2.1. Abundance 

Total macrofaunal densities varied greatly between and within the three habitats 
(Fig. 3.3a). Highest average abundances were recorded at the low-water level of 
the cleared mangrove. Generally, numbers increased towards the sea at the bare 
sand flat and at the cleared mangrove site, whereas the opposite trend was 
observed for the intact mangrove. PERMANOVA results indicated a significant 
interaction effect of water level and habitat on macrofaunal abundance (P < 0.05, 
Table 3.2). Pairwise tests showed that at the high-water level, the intact mangrove 
area exhibited higher densities than the cleared mangrove and the bare sand flat (P 
< 0.05). At the mid-water level, the intact mangrove harboured significantly greater 
macrofaunal density than the bare sand flat, whilst the opposite was observed for 
the low-water level stations (P < 0.05; Table 3.2). 
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3.3.2.2. Biomass 

Overall, macrofaunal total biomass averaged 9.19±1.49 g (AFDW)/m2
, with highest 

biomass recorded at the mid-water level station of the intact mangrove habitat 
(Fig. 3.3b). PERMANOVA results revealed a significant interaction between habitat 
and water level station (P < 0.05, Table 2). Pairwise tests indicated no general 
significant differences between water levels in all habitats, except for the low-
water station at the bare sand flat where biomass was significantly higher 
compared to the low-water level station at the cleared and intact mangrove site (P 
< 0.05, Table 3.2).  

 
Figure 3.3. Mean values (±SE) for macrofaunal (a) abundance and (b) 
biomass at each water level (H: high-water, M: mid-water, L: low-water) 
within the three habitats. Values were averaged over replicates (n≤1-6). 



 

 

Table 3.2. Results of the Univariate PERMANOVA analyses to test for differences in sediment characteristics (TN: total nitrogen, TOC: total organic carbon,  C/N: carbon-
nitrogen ratio) and macrofaunal characteristics (total abundance, total biomass, taxon richness (S), Shannon-Wiener taxon diversity (H’), δ13C and δ15N) for factors 
Habitat (B: bare sand flat, C: cleared mangrove, I: intact mangrove) and Water Level (H: high-water, M: mid-water, L: low-water), and the interaction between Habitat 
and Water Levels (significant P values (<0.05) in bold italic). NS: not significant. 

Variable Main tests Pair-wise test 
Habitat Water level Habitat x Water level 

Habitat WL Ha x WL (Site factor) 
Ha x WL (Station 

factor) df F P df F P df F P 

Sediment environmental variables 

Mud Content 2 27.08 0.0001 2 13.88 0.0006 4 22.18 0.0001 I>C>B H>M, L 
H C,I>B 1 NS 
M I>C,B 2  H>M,L 
L NS 3 L<H,M 

Median grain size 2 428.07 0.0001 2 45.00 0.0001 4 89.38 0.0001 B>C,I H<M, L 
H B>I> C 1 M>L 
M C>B> I 2 M>L>H 
L I,B> C 3 L>H>M 

Sediment sorting 
coefficient 

2 23.32 0.0001 2 11.20 0.0014 4 4.91 0.0064 I>B,C L>H>M 
H B<C<I 1 L>M 
M I>C,B 2 H>M,L 
L I>C 3 L>H,M 

TN 2 7.76 0.002 2 2.66 0.0855 4 3.44 0.0227 I>B,C NS 
H B<I,C 1 NS 
M NS 2 H>L 
L I>C 3 L>H 

TOC 2 46.38 0.0001 2 77.65 0.0001 4 17.98 0.0001 I>B,C L>H,M 
H B<I,C 1 L>H,M 
M B<I,C 2 L>H,M 
L I>B>C 3 L>M>H 

C/N 2 3.84 0.0384 2 25.80 0.0001 4 0.75 0.5773 B<C L>H,M NS NS 

Macrofauna community attributes 

Total Density 2 0.86 0.4454 2 3.91 0.0305 4 4.04 0.0145 NS M<H,L 
H I>B>C 1 L>H,M 
M B< I,C 2 NS 
L I<C,B 3 H>M,L 

Total Biomass 2 29.99 0.061 2 0.91 0.423 4 32.53 0.041 NS NS 
H NS 1 L>M>H 
M NS 2 NS 
L B>I,C 3 NS 

Community 
composition 

2 6.3724 0.0001 2 6.4958 0.0001 4 3.6882 0.0001 B≠C≠I H=M, L≠H,M 
H B=C, IM≠ B, C 1 H=M, L≠H,M 
M C≠I, B=C,I  2 H=M, L≠H,M 
L B=C, I≠B,C 3 H≠M≠L 

Taxon richness (S) 2 1.45 0.2499 2 13.89 0.0002 4 4.19 0.0108 B<C,I L>H,M 
H I >B 1 L>H,M 
M I> B 2 NS 
L B>I 3 NS 

Shannon-Wiener 
diversity (H)’ 

2 6.55 0.0072 2 13.79 0.0001 4 7.84 0.0003 B<C,I L>H,M 
H I,C>B 1 L>H,M 
M I>B 2 NS 
L B>C 3 H,M,L 

Macrofauna trophic attributes 
δ13C 2 3.167 0.0455 2      I>C      
δ15N 2 0.9454 0.3946 2      NS      
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3.3.2.3. Taxon diversity and community composition 

A total of 31 macrofauna families belonging to 4 phyla and 7 classes were 
identified (Table 3.3). Figure 3.4 shows the relative abundance of each taxon at 
the different water level stations in each habitat. Polychaetes were most 
abundant in the cleared mangrove, whereas decapods and gastropods were 
most common in the intact mangrove. The bare sand flat was mostly 
dominated by bivalves and poriferans. Amphipods were found only at the low-
water level station at the cleared mangrove site.  

Table 3.3. List of the taxa found in each station (H: high water-level, M: mid water-level, and L: low 
water-level) within the three habitats (i.e. intact mangrove, cleared mangrove and bare sand flat) 
sampled along the Sudanese Red Sea coast. Numbers indicate the average density of individuals 
identified per sample (ind./713 cm²) 

Taxa Bare sand flat Cleared Mangrove Intact mangrove 

 
H M L H M L H M L 

Porifera 3 2 6 3 3 4 3 5 1 
Bivalvia 
Mytilidae 0 0 21 2 1 8 5 1 1 
Tellinidae 0 0 11 0 0 3 0 0 1 
Semelidae 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 4 
Mactridae 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Veneridae  0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Cardiidae 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 
Petricolidae 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
Solemyidae 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
Cultellidae 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 
Gastropoda 
Batillaridae 0 0 17 3 1 9 73 6 2 
Cancellaridae 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 1 
Trochidae 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Marginellidae 0 0 4 1 1 2 3 2 0 
Decapoda 
Diogenidae 0 0 3 0 0 3 5 3 1 
Leucosiidae 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 
Grapsidae 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 
Ocypodidae 0 0 1 3 3 1 1 1 1 
Amphipoda 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 
Polychaeta 
Opheliidae 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
Nereididae 0 0 9 0 3 93 0 0 1 
Chaetopteridae 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
Spionidae 0 0 1 1 1 14 0 0 0 
Cirratulidae 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 
Phyllodocidae 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
Lumbrineridae (Eunicidae)  0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 
Serpulidae 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 
Aphelochaeta 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Oweniidae 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 
Maldanidae (Euclymene ) 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 
Orbiniidae (Scoloplos) 0 0 1 3 9 2 0 0 0 
Others 7 4 0 2 4 30 2 6 1 

http://www.google.be/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&frm=1&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&sqi=2&ved=0CB8QFjAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fen.wikipedia.org%2Fwiki%2FVeneridae&ei=wPbyVMyXD-Gf7gag9oGwDw&usg=AFQjCNG9bvNjBV0OUGc217Owqts_D8hl4Q&sig2=l_WfOylB1Aattxlur2DnMw&bvm=bv.87269000,d.ZGU
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Figure 3.4. Relative abundance of macrofaunal taxa at each water level station 
(H: high-water level, M: mid-water level, L: low-water level) in each habitat. 

Although the MDS (Fig. 3.5) did not show a clear separation of habitats or 
water levels, the main PERMANOVA test revealed a significant interaction effect 
between habitats and water levels (P < 0.0001). Results from the SIMPER routine 
indicated that the average dissimilarity (based on abundance data) was highest 
between the intact mangrove and the degraded mangrove habitats, i.e. the 
bare sand flat and the cleared mangrove (88.94% and 84.75%). The average 
dissimilarity between water levels was highest between the low- and both the 
high-and mid-water levels (90.84% and 87.76%). The taxa that contributed 
most to the differences observed between habitats and water levels are listed 
in the table provided in Appendix 5. 

 
Figure 3.5. Non-metric multidimensional scaling (MDS) ordination of square-
root transformed macrofauna abundances. Symbols indicate water level 
(filled circle: high-water level, open circle: mid-water level, open square: low-
water level); letters indicate habitats (B: bare sand flat, C: cleared mangrove, 
I: intact mangrove). 
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Taxon richness (S) and Shannon Wiener taxon diversity (H’) varied greatly 
between and within habitats. PERMANOVA results revealed a significant 
interaction effect of habitat and water level on both H’ and S (P < 0.05, Table 
3.2). The pairwise test showed significantly higher S values at the high- and 
mid-water level of the intact mangrove compared to the bare sand flat, but the 
opposite was observed for the low-water level station (P < 0.05, Table 3.2). H’ 
followed a similar trend, being elevated at the high- and mid-water level 
stations in the intact and cleared mangrove, and being lower at the low-water 
level of the cleared mangrove site compared to the bare sand flat (P < 0.05; 
Table 3.2). The analysis failed to detect any significant differences in H’ 
between the intact and cleared mangrove. The intact mangrove is on average 
richer in taxa (higher values of S), but less diverse (lower values of H’) than the 
cleared mangrove for the high-water level station. The opposite is true for the 
low- and mid-water level with lower S, but higher H’ values in the intact 
mangrove relative to the cleared mangrove (Table 3.2).  

3.3.2.4. Trophic structure 

Ranges of the δ13C and δ15N values of the potential macrofauna food sources 
are shown in Figure 3.6. There was no significant variability between and 
among sites in the δ13C and δ15N values of potential basal sources (t-test; P > 
0.05). 

 
Figure 3.6. Plot of δ13C and δ15N (Mean±SD) values of different macrofauna food sources, 
represented by different colours (green: mangrove leaves (ML), orange: seagrass (SG), 
white: epiphytes (EP), black: macrophytobenthos (MP), violet: macroalgae (MA), blue: 
suspended particulate organic matter (SPOM), red: sediment organic matter (SOM)), 
sampled in the three habitats (square: bare sand flat, circle cleared mangrove, diamond: 
intact mangrove). 
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The δ13C values of the macrofauna taxa collected in the three habitats ranged 
between -18.5 and -8.7‰, whilst the δ15N ranged between 2.1 and 11.6‰ 
(Appendix 6). Taxa sampled in the intact mangrove showed a wider range of 
δ13C and δ15N values compared to the cleared mangrove and the bare sand flat 
(Fig. 3.7). The univariate PERMANOVA on the other hand showed significant 
differences between habitats in terms of δ13C (P < 0.05, Table 3.2), but not in 
terms of δ15N. Pairwise comparisons indicated that these differences were 
primarily due to the difference in macrofaunal isotopic signature between the 
cleared and intact mangrove (P < 0.05, Table 3.2). The inspection of mean 
values of δ15N indicated that the intact mangrove had higher values compared 
to the cleared mangrove. In the intact mangrove, bivalves and polychaetes 
were the most depleted in 15N and 13C, indicating that they are probably 
detritivores. Decapods were most enriched in 15N, implying these taxa have a 
higher trophic position (Fig. 3.7).  

 
Figure 3.7. δ13C and δ15N of macrofauna collected from the three different habitats, i.e. bare sand flat 
(a), cleared mangrove (b), and intact mangrove (c). Each point represents the mean value of δ13C and 
δ15N of each measured taxon (see graph legend). The polygons represent the convex hulls used to 
calculate total area (TA). The convex hulls also delineate the extent of the consumers’ trophic 
pathways as represented by the range of δ15N. Note the different scaling of the axes. 
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The community-wide metrics for the three habitats are shown in Table 3.4. 
Compared to the cleared mangrove and the bare sand flat, the intact mangrove 
has a much higher trophic diversity as suggested by the higher values of the 
community-wide indices. The intact mangrove is characterized by more trophic 
levels (NR), more basal resources with distinct δ13C signals (as illustrated by 
both the resource δ13C data shown in the table in Appendix 6, and by CR), and 
more divergent feeding strategies (TA, CD) which are more equally divided over 
the different macrofaunal taxa (NDD, SDNDD). TA and NR are higher in the 
cleared mangrove than at the bare sand flat, whilst the opposite is true for NDD 
and SSND.  

Table 3.4. Community-wide metrics for macrofaunal trophic structure in the three 
habitats. NR: δ15N range, CR: δ13C range, TA: total area, CD: mean distance to 
centroid, NDD: mean nearest neighbor distance, SDNDD: standard deviation of 
nearest neighbor distance 

3.3.3. Relationship between environmental variables and macrofaunal 
communities  

Percentages of clay, silt, sand, and median grain size were strongly correlated 
(R≥0.9), and consequently clay and sand were omitted from the sequential 
tests, but they were retained in the marginal tests of the DISTLM analyses. The 
marginal DISTLM tests (Appendix 7) indicated that the variability in 
macrofaunal taxon composition and taxon Shannon-Wiener diversity (H’) was 
strongly correlated to all environmental variables, except for TN in case of 
composition and for silt, clay, sand in case of diversity (H’), which individually 
explained between 8.3-43.9% (P < 0.05). The marginal tests further showed 
that median grain size alone could explain 10.9% of the total variation in 
macrofauna total biomass. Median grain size explained also most of the 
variability in taxon richness (S) followed by C/N (27.5 and 19.7%, P < 0.01). 
None of the environmental variables could individually explain a significant part 
of the variation in total macrofauna abundance.  

The sequential DISTLM tests (Appendix 6) revealed that the variation in total 
macrofaunal abundance could be partly explained by TOC (13.5%, P < 0.05), 
while the variability in total macrofauna biomass could be explained by median 
grain size (10.9%, P = 0.05). The total variation in macrofaunal diversity (H’) and 

Habitat NR CR TA CD NDD SDNDD 

Bare sand flat 4.16 5.08 15.02 0.83 1.09 0.61 

Cleared mangrove 5.07 4.65 24.99 1.10 0.49 0.54 

Intact mangrove 9.30 16.84 80.78 1.76 0.87 0.63 
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taxon richness (S) was largely explained by median grain size (43.9 and 27.5%, P 
< 0.01). Median grain size also contributed the most to total compositional 
variation (17.6%), followed by C/N (12.0%) and TOC (6.8%) (P < 0.01; Appendix 
6). 

A dbRDA ordination plot was constructed to visualize the variability in 
macrofauna composition in relation to environmental variables (Fig. 3.8). This 
plot illustrates the importance of TOC and C/N to distinguish between the low-
water level, on the one hand, and the mid- and high-water level stations, on 
the other hand. For the mid- and high-water levels, a separation can be seen 
between the intact mangrove and the other two habitats (i.e. the bare sand flat 
and cleared mangrove), which seems to be mainly driven by silt content and 
median grain size. 

 

Figure 3.8. Distance based redundancy analysis (dbRDA) ordination of the 
fitted model of the macrofaunal community composition in relation to 
environmental variables (TN: total nitrogen, TOC: total organic carbon, C/N: 
carbon-nitrogen ratio). Symbols indicate water level (filled circle: high-
water, open circle: mid-water, open square: low-water), whilst letters 
indicate habitats (B: bare sand flat, C: cleared mangrove, I: intact 
mangrove). 
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3.4. Discussion 

3.4.1. Relationship between environmental variables and macrofauna 
community attributes 

Our results suggest that the difference in macrofaunal communities between 
the three habitats can be linked to the divergent environmental conditions. 
Sediment grain size and biogeochemical sedimentary characteristics differed 
significantly between habitats and water levels. Both types of abiotic 
characteristics are known to be related to the spatial distribution of 
macrofaunal assemblages (Snelgrove & Butman, 1994; Chapman & Tolhurst, 
2007). The intact mangrove showed higher mud and organic matter content 
than the bare sand flat and the cleared mangrove. This suggests that finer silt 
particles were retained better in the mangrove stand, indicating a fine 
sediment-retention effect of mangrove trees. It is therefore likely that 
differences in macrofauna between the intact and the cleared mangrove 
habitats (i.e. the cleared mangrove and the bare sand flat) can be attributed 
indirectly to the presence/absence of mangroves (Granek & Ruttenberg, 2008; 
Alfaro, 2010).  

Deposition of organic detritus may be expected in areas with reduced water 
flow, and hence in areas where finer sediments dominate. The high total 
organic carbon (TOC) values in the intact mangroves, particularly at the lower 
water level, may have resulted from the decomposition of mangrove foliage 
and other vegetative remains in the sediments (Ramanathan, 1997), although 
terrestrially derived and suspended organic inputs cannot be excluded. 
However, the low carbon-nitrogen (C/N) ratio at the mid-water level station in 
the intact mangrove, compared to the cleared mangrove, may indicate that 
sediment detritus in the former habitat is richer in nitrogen mainly due to the 
enhanced nutritional value of the mangrove leaves as a result of fragmentation 
by crabs (Lee, 2008). Therefore, our study is, in that respect, in general 
agreement with previous studies (e.g. Pearson & Rosenberg, 1978; Mannino & 
Montagna, 1997; Ysebaert & Herman, 2002; Ramey & Snelgrove, 2003; 
Chapman & Tolhurst, 2007), which have suggested that sediment 
characteristics are important in structuring the macrofauna. 

3.4.2. Macrofauna standing stock 

Alongi (1989) suggested that mangrove macrofauna is much less abundant 
compared to the fauna associated with other coastal habitats. However, other 
studies (e.g. Schrijvers et al., 1995a; Bosire et al., 2004) reported much higher 
macrofaunal densities in mangrove forests compared to adjacent bare areas. 
The variation in spatial distribution of macrofauna in the intertidal is linked to 
various factors like the presence of microalgae (Connor & Edgar, 1982), grain 
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size composition and quality of the organic content of the sediments (Dauwe et 
al., 1998; Lee, 1999), sediment stability and carbohydrates (Underwood & 
Paterson, 1993), in addition to tidal dynamics (Barry & Dayton, 1991; Peterson, 
1992).  

Along the Sudanese Red Sea coast, the macrofaunal densities in the intact and 
recently cleared mangrove site were higher than those reported for various 
other tropical intertidal habitats (Alongi, 1989, 1990; Dittmann, 2002, Schrijvers 
et al., 1995a; Bosire et al., 2004). Also average total biomass of macrofauna 
recorded in the present study was similar or even higher than that reported 
from other tropical estuaries and lagoons (Alongi, 1990; Ricciardi & Bourget, 
1999). The high densities recorded at the high- and mid-water level of the 
intact mangrove and at the low-water levels of the cleared mangrove 
compared to the other two habitats are consistent with Fondo & Martens 
(1998) and Alfaro (2010). The biomass at the high- and mid-water levels 
followed a similar trend as densities, being higher in the intact mangrove, 
which can be linked to the presence of some larger Grapsid crabs. The high 
macrofaunal standing stock at the high- and mid-water level in the intact 
mangrove may be further attributed to the higher availability of high quality 
food in the sediment as indicated by the lower C/N ratios, the moderate 
concentrations of sediment organic matter (Pearson & Rosenberg, 1978; 
Dauwe et al., 1998), and the high sedimentary mud content (Ysebaert & 
Herman, 2002; Thrush et al., 2003; Anderson, 2008). The high levels of organic 
matter associated with fine sediments may fuel detritivores in mangrove 
sediments (Dye, 1986; Bouillon et. al., 2003; Bouillon et. al., 2008). Some larger 
macrobenthic detritivores have developed the ability to consume refractory 
mangrove leaf litter, turning it into a form that is more conducive to further 
consumption by themselves and other animals (Lee, 2008). Grapsid crabs shred 
and consume large amounts of fresh mangrove litter, and consequently 
produce faecal material with an increased surface area to volume ratio, which 
facilitates microbial colonisation (Lee, 1997; Werry & Lee, 2005). In contrast, 
the lower macrofaunal density at the mid-water level station in the cleared 
mangrove may be ascribed to the lower mud content and low food quality. The 
lower mud content at this water level station is most likely the result of the 
removal of finer sediment particles and organic matter by accelerated erosion. 
In addition, sediment coarsening due to mangrove clearance can result in lower 
sediment stability with subsequent changes in the associated benthic 
communities (Probert, 1984; Underwood & Paterson, 1993; Defew et al., 
2002). Although sediment and food quality at the high-water level station of 
the cleared mangrove are still comparable to that in the intact mangrove, 
macrofauna standing stock is lower at the former site. These findings suggest 
that the above mentioned environmental drivers do not work independently 
from other processes like disturbance due to clearing. Possibly, the disturbance 
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is not yet reflected in environmental characteristics such as sediment 
composition and food input (Probert, 1984; Thrush & Dayton, 2002). 

The relatively low densities and biomass of the macrofauna at the low-water 
level of the intact mangrove are possibly linked to the elevated sedimentary 
TOC levels (8.7% at the intact mangrove versus 1.7 and 3.9% at the cleared 
mangrove and the bare sand flat, respectively). Mangrove leaf litter is a rich 
source of carbon but is poor in nitrogen (evidenced by the high C/N ratio). 
Furthermore, a high concentration of TOC and mangrove-derived organic 
matter may depress species richness, abundance and biomass owing to the 
production of toxic substances, such as tannins, from mangrove roots and leaf 
litter (Pearson & Rosenberg, 1978; Alongi, 1987). Hyland et al. (2005) 
quantified the relationship between TOC and species richness and showed that 
TOC values exceeding 3.5%, as observed for the low-water level station in the 
intact mangrove, can impair benthic assemblages.  

3.4.3.  Macrofauna composition and diversity  

Compared to most other tropical intertidal habitats, mangrove forests are 
characterized by low species richness (Dittmann, 2002). A total of 31 families 
were recorded in this study, which is similar to values recorded for mangroves 
worldwide (Ditmann, 2000; Schrijvers et al., 1995a; Bosire et al., 2004). The 
cleared mangrove harboured more taxa (24 taxa) than the bare sand flat (20 
taxa) and the intact mangrove (16 taxa). The low taxon richness of mangrove 
fauna is not only linked to the poor nutritional quality of the leaf litter, but also 
to other factors, including the age of the mangrove stand (Morrisey et al., 2003; 
Alfaro, 2006), elevation and salinity (Lui et al., 2002), the negative effects of 
polyphenolic acids (tannins) derived from trees, low microphytobenthos 
densities, and the harsh physical conditions induced by tidal cycles of exposure 
and inundation (Alongi & Christoffersen, 1992). Mangrove macrofauna 
assemblages are therefore dominated by a few species that are adapted to 
these conditions (Lee, 2008). 

The fauna composition in the intact mangrove, especially at the high- and mid-
water level station, diverged significantly from that in the other habitats. This 
divergence was governed by the gastropods and decapods, which tended to be 
dominant in or restricted to the intact mangrove habitat. Several studies (e.g. 
Ashton et al., 2003; Skilleter & Warren 2000) have proposed the use of the 
mangrove crab or gastropod community structure as an indicator for the status 
of the mangrove forest, as these species do not move over large distances and 
several crab species are relatively long-living. In our study, Batillaridae 
gastropods were dominant at the high-water levels of the intact mangroves 
where the sediment was muddier. The Grapsidae (decapods), which are known 
to be common in mature mangrove forests (Sasekumar & Chong, 1998), and 
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which feed on mangrove leaves (May, 1999) or scavenge on different types of 
organic matter (Alfaro, 2006), were restricted together with Solemyidae 
(bivalves) to the intact mangrove. Both taxa can survive high organic matter 
concentrations and low oxygen levels, and their spatial distribution reflects 
their tolerance to the prevailing harsh environmental conditions. The elevated 
densities of polychaetes in the cleared mangrove relative to the intact 
mangrove are likely related to the high food quality, as indicated by the lower 
C/N values, and sediment properties, notably the coarser sediment and lower 
mud fraction (Dittmann, 2000; Sarkar, 2005). The distribution of the bivalve 
families Tellinidae and Semelidae in all low-water level stations is in agreement 
with several other studies on the distribution and zonation of soft-sediment 
fauna along tropical shores (Sasekumar, 1974; Warwick & Ruswahyuni, 1987; 
Schrijvers et al., 1995a; Dittmann, 2000), and was probably linked to the high 
sand content. The presence of Diogenidae (hermit crabs) in the high- and low-
water level at the cleared and intact mangrove site suggests that the spatial 
distribution of this taxon is driven by the preference for fine sediment over 
sandy bottoms (Lowery & Nelson, 1988) or for sediment with high organic 
content (Mantelatto et al., 2004).  

In general, faunal composition in the three habitats seems to rely not only on 
sediment characteristics, such as sediment grain size and food quality, but it 
also reflects a complex association of physico-chemical factors and biological 
interactions between members of the community operating over time (Pearson 
& Rosenberg, 1978; Snelgrove & Butman, 1994). 

3.4.4. Macrofaunal trophic structure 

Most studies so far that have investigated the impact of mangrove clearance on 
the benthic ecosystem were based on faunal community analyses, such as 
taxonomic diversity indices or dominance analysis (Macintosh et al., 2002; 
Bosire et al., 2004, 2008). The usage of community-wide metrics based on 
stable isotopes is an alternative tool which may help to comprehend the 
structural and functional heterogeneity within an ecosystem. This approach 
differs from traditional food web metrics by providing different information on 
the food web structure as well as by facilitating the link with species richness 
and ecosystem function measures (Layman et al., 2007a).  

In the present study, we examined the food web structure of the three habitats 
by calculating six community metrics for macrobenthos based on carbon and 
nitrogen stable isotopes. The isotope signatures of the dominant taxa varied 
strongly between habitats. Most of the taxa from the bare sand flat and the 
cleared mangrove were at the base of the food web, while the intact mangrove 
showed a more complex food web in terms of basal resource utilization and 
trophic diversity. 
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The macrofauna displayed a great range of δ13C values (between -18.5 and -
8.7‰), which exceeds the average of the potential primary food sources, when 
δ13C fractionation is considered, indicating the importance of different basal 
resources to these consumers (Layman et al., 2007a). The very similar CR in the 
bare sand flat and the cleared mangrove (0.43‰, Table 3.4) indicates that a 
similarly wide range of resources are utilized by benthic consumers in both 
habitats. In contrast, the intact mangrove displayed a wider CR range (i.e. 
16.84‰, Table 3. 4) which reflects the inclusion of additional food sources with 
distinct isotope signatures for consumers (detritivores or predators) at the 
basal and higher trophic levels. Thus, a higher degree of niche differentiation 
(Layman et al., 2007b) was observed in this site due to the presence of taxa 
which are more depleted in 13C like bivalves (e.g. Semelidae) and more 
enriched in 13C, such as decapods (e.g. Grapsidae)  

The intact mangrove displayed highest trophic diversity as shown by the 
greater total area (TA) and δ15N range (NR), resulting in a clear separation 
between major trophic pathways. The TA and NR in the cleared mangroves are 
higher than those in the bare sand flat pointing to more energy transfer to 
higher trophic levels (higher trophic diversity), mainly because of the presence 
of taxa like decapods (e.g. Ocyptidae) and polychaetes (e.g. Opheliidae and 
Nereididae) which have high δ15N values. However, the decrease in NDD and 
SNND suggests that the elevated trophic diversity in the cleared mangrove as 
compared to the intact mangrove is only due to an increase in trophic 
redundancy i.e. an increase in the number of species at different trophic levels 
that utilize different proportions of an existing basal food source in both 
habitats (Layman et al., 2007a). This can be explained by an increased 
abundance of grazers, filter feeders, or omnivores which utilize different parts 
of macroalgae or suspended organic matter. 

Furthermore, observations based on the NR and the average fractionation of 
the food sources indicated that the intact mangrove is characterized by the 
presence of several taxa showing different trophic niches and a more distinct 
trophic position (at least 4 different trophic groups), compared to the cleared 
mangrove (2 trophic groups: deposit feeders and filter feeders) and the bare 
sand flat (1 trophic group: filter feeders). This is directly related to the presence 
of detritivore and predator groups which are missing from the other systems. 

Hence, it can be expected that the removal of mangroves has an effect on the 
trophic structure of the associated fauna. In agreement, the removal of salt 
marshes resulted in a significant shift in the associated benthic communities 
because of their role in regulating algal and animal communities (Whitcraft & 
Levin, 2007). Layman et al. (2007b) even reported the collapse in niche width of 
a top predator resulting from modified physicochemical conditions and nutrient 
cycles. The collapse was mainly due to the reduction in the basal resources 
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supporting the food web, as well as to the variation of trophic level among 
organisms. 

3.5. Conclusion 

This study has shown that macrofauna can be a sensitive indicator of changes 
in dynamic intertidal ecosystems resulting from human disturbance. Clearing 
mangroves may alter sediment characteristics, possibly resulting in reduced 
macrofaunal standing stock. Habitat change is generally recognized as a major 
threat to biodiversity, and the removal of mangroves may also result in the loss 
of trophic complexity and functional attributes inherent to mangroves through 
the loss of higher trophic levels. These results provide valuable information on 
the ecological importance of the mangroves along the Sudanese coast despite 
their small size. Therefore, management units need to consider better tools for 
mangrove conservation and restoration. 
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Chapter 4  

Assessement of the importance of the 

Sudanese mangroves as a habitat for benthic 

meiofauna 

Adapted from: Sabeel R. A. O. and Vanreusel A. (Submitted) Determining the 
potential impacts of mangrove clearing on community structure and functional 
traits of meiofauna along the Sudanese coast. Journal of marine biological 
association UK. 

Abstract  

Meiofauna was investigated in three contrasting sites along the Sudanese coast 
with the aim of identifying to what extent meiofauna of natural mangrove 
stands are different from cleared mangrove and bare sand flat habitats. 
Differences in meiofauna taxa and nematode genera assemblages among and 
within sites were evaluated using various quantitative and qualitative 
measurements for structural and functional attributes. The physical and 
biogeochemical composition of the sediment significantly varied between 
habitats in association with significant differences in characteristics of the 
meiofauna community. As compared to the intact mangrove, the cleared 
mangrove showed elevated meiofaunal and nematode abundances. The 
meiofauna taxa Acari and Copepoda, and the nematode genera Onchium, 
Terschellingia, Haliplectus, Syringolaimus, Spirinia and Sphaerolaimus were 
absent in the sediment of the cleared mangrove, whereas Daptonema, 
Theristus and Ethmolaimus occurred with largely highest abundances in this 
site. The structural and functional diversity estimates were lower in the cleared 
mangrove compared to the intact mangrove. Differences in community 
composition between the cleared and intact mangrove are at least partly 
explained by differences in sediment characteristics. These results highlighted 
that variation in the characteristics of the meiobenthic community between the 
intact mangrove and the other habitats, when assessed by various taxonomic 
and functional attributes, concomitant with changes in sediment properties, 
can be helpful in understanding the ecological value of this habitat. 

4.1. Introduction 

Mangrove ecosystems are important transitional environments which act as a 
buffer between the land and the sea. They are characteristic of tropical regions, 
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subject to the action of tides, and consist of woody tree species adapted to 
fluctuations in salinity. Although mangroves make up less than 1 percent of 
tropical forests and less than 0.4 percent of the global total forest, they are a 
valuable ecosystem that also fulfils many important ecosystem services 
(Kathiresan, 2012). Mangroves form the foundation of a complex marine food 
chain by providing sources of food and shelter for a diverse animal community 
that inhabits both the forest interior and the adjacent coastal waters (Odum & 
McIvor 1990; Middleton & McKee, 2001). Other ecological benefits of 
mangroves include creation of critical habitats for fisheries and coastal bird 
populations by providing nurseries, hatcheries and roosting sites, stabilization 
of the sediment and protection of shorelines from erosion, and reduction of 
pollutant concentrations and preservation of water quality (e.g. Nagelkerken et 
al., 2008; Kathiresan, 2012).  

Mangrove ecosystems are susceptible to a variety of disturbances whether they 
are natural, such as storms, tsunamis and fluctuations in precipitation and 
temperature, or human induced resulted from climate change, pollution, 
organic enrichment and clearing (Alongi, 2002; Gilman et al., 2008 and 
references therein). In general, disturbance can directly disrupt the affected 
ecosystem, community, or population structure, but its effect can also be 
indirect by changing the food resources and substrate availability, or the 
physical and biochemical properties of the sediments (Zajac & Whitlatch, 1982; 
White & Pickett, 1985; Suding & Hobbs, 2009; Thrush et al., 2009; Hooper et 
al., 2012). In the case of mangroves, disturbances can directly affect the forest 
composition and structure by the removal of trees or by changing physico-
chemical conditions of the sediment required for tree regeneration (Hauff et 
al., 2006; Alongi & de Carvalho, 2008; Obade et al., 2009). The extent of 
damage and the speed of recovery are function of the intensity, frequency, 
periodicity of forest disturbance, and the type of forest (Jiménez et al., 1985; 
Sousa, 2001). Apart from their damaging effects on the vegetation, 
disturbances are also considered an important source for temporal and spatial 
heterogeneity in the structure and dynamics of the associated fauna, such as 
the benthos living in mangrove sediments (e.g. Probert, 1984; Sousa, 1984; 
Hall, 1994). Mangroves along the Sudanese coast face various human practices, 
such as cutting of trees, camel grazing and removal of mangrove stands for 
coastal development, in addition to other climatological effects, such as El 
Niño/Southern Oscillation (ENSO), which cause mangrove degradation and may 
threaten their existence.  

Meiofauna are the numerically dominant metazoans that occupy sediments of 
a variety of habitats. It has an important ecological role in estuarine sediments 
as they are closely associated with physical and biochemical characteristics of 
the sediment, which makes them a good bioindicator of anthropogenic 



IMPORTANCE OF SUDANESE MANGROVES TO MEIOFAUNA 

105 

disturbance in aquatic ecosystems (e.g. Schratzberger et al., 2004a,b; Steyaert 
et al., 2007; Moreno et al., 2008a,b). In any ecosystem, it is difficult to detect 
the effect of disturbances on community structure because of the temporal and 
spatial variability in natural communities. In addition, it requires data on the 
nature of the community before and after disturbance, which are usually 
unavailable. Although before-after-control-impact (BACI) approaches are highly 
recommended, they are often not possible due to the lack of pre-impact data. 
This problem can only be partly overcome by using after-control/impact 
designs (ACI), which have been widely used in environmental impact studies 
(Chapman et al., 1995, Roberts 1996, Lardicci et al., 1999, Guidetti et al., 2002). 
When using ACI, it is generally not possible to attribute causation to any 
particular event, therefore, this approach can only detect the effect of human 
interventions by simultaneously examining differences between disturbed and 
undisturbed control locations, takin into account the limitation that the 
observed differences may partly be due to other factors (Underwood, 1992; 
1993; 1994).  

In this study, meiofauna was investigated in three contrasting sites along the 
Sudanese Red Sea coast. Sites were selected based on their similarity in general 
topography, with respect to water level, while they represent different stages 
of mangrove clearance: an intact mangrove, a cleared mangrove, and a bare 
sand flat (Sabeel et al., 2014). By comparing these sites, we tested the null 
hypothesis that meiofauna and nematode assemblages, including measures for 
the ecological quality status (EQS), do not differ between habitats. The aims of 
the present study were to: (1) describe the spatial variability in 
meiofauna/nematode community structure and functional traits among the 
three different habitats; (2) describe links between environmental variables 
and variation in meiofaunal/nematode community structure, (3) provide an 
insight into how mangrove clearing potentially affects the structure and 
function of the benthos. 

4.2. Material and Methods 

4.2.1. Study Site 

The study was conducted at the southern part of the Sudanese coastal line. The 
area is characterized by a semi-arid climate with a mean annual precipitation of 
164 mm, and a mean daily temperature of 29 °C in winter and 42 °C in summer 
(El Tom, 1991; Musa, 1991). Tides in the area are unusual with a mean spring 
tide of 0.1 m. The seasonal variation in water levels are up to 0.5-1.3 m higher, 
results from intense rainfall during winter months (Musa, 1991). Three sites 
representing three different habitats were sampled for meiofauna (Fig.4.1a), 
(Sabeel et al., 2014). Site 1 is a bare sand flat, site 2 is an area gradually cleared 
from mangrove trees, over a period of 3 to 5 years before sampling in 2010, 
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and site 3 is an intact mangrove (Avicennia marina) stand. Distance between 
site 1 & 2 is about 1.2 km, while distance between site 1 & 3 is 8.8 km, and 
between site 2 & 3 about 26 km. Three stations corresponding to different 
seasonal water levels were established at each site. These stations were 
referred to as: (i) high-water (HW), which is just below the water line mark 
during the high-water level; (ii) mid-water (MW) with remnants of mangrove 
trunks in the cleared mangrove habitat, and with mangrove stands in the 
mangrove habitat, or in the middle part of the bare sand flat; and (iii) low-
water (LW), which is just above the water line mark at lower water level. The 
width of each zone from high to low water was about 40 m, 45 m and 15 m, 
respectively. 

 

 
Figure 4.1. (a) Location of the three sampling sites S1: bare sand flat habitat, S2: cleared 
mangrove habitat, S3: intact mangrove, south of Suakin city, Sudanese Red Sea coast and 
(b) Profile of transect with sampling stations(H: high-water, M: mid-water, L: low-water) 
along the seasonal water level gradient. Source: Source: of the map Flanders Marine 
Institute (VLIZ). 
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4.2.2. Sampling methods 

For meiofauna analysis, a maximum of 3 sediment samples were collected at 
each station at all sites using cylindrical hand corers with an internal diameter 
of 5.64 cm (25 cm² surface area) to a sediment depth of 5 cm. The complete 
sediment columns were immediately fixed in 4% neutral formaldehyde filtered 
seawater solution. In the laboratory, organisms were extracted from the 
sediment by centrifugation with Ludox (Heip et al., 1985). All animals passing a 
1mm sieve and retained by a 32 µm mesh were stained with Rose Bengal of 1% 
concentration, counted and sorted into the major taxa under a 
stereomicroscope. At each water level, 3 additional core samples were taken 
for granulometry and organic matter analysis. Sediment fractions were 
analyzed using a Laser particle size analyzer (Malvern Mastersizer 2000 Laser 
difractometer, Malvern Instrument Ltd., UK), while the determination of the 
sedimentary total organic matter (TOC), and total nitrogen (TN) was done using 
a CN analyzer (FLASH 2000 Series Nitrogen and Carbon analyzer). 

4.2.3. Nematode community analysis  

The abundance of nematodes was determined by counting all nematodes in 
each sample, using a stereomicroscope with 100x magnification, and converted 
to abundances per 10 cm². A total of one hundred nematodes per sample (or 
all if less than 100 present) were picked out randomly, transferred to glycerol 
through two series of ethanol-glycerol solutions and mounted in glycerin slides 
(De Griesse, 1969). Nematodes were subsequently identified to genus level 
under a compound microscope (1000× magnification) using the pictorial key to 
nematode genera (Warwick et al., 1998), and the NeMys online identification 
key (Vanaverbeke et al., 2015).  

To assess the structural diversity at each sampling station, nematode diversity 
indices (taxa richness (S), evenness (Pielou index, J') and the Shannon-Wiener 
diversity index (H')) were calculated using PRIMER v6.0 software (Clarke & 
Gorley, 2006). All diversity indices were determined at nematode genus level. 
In addition, all individuals were assigned after Wieser (1953) to one of the four 
trophic groups: selective deposit feeders (1A), non-selective deposit feeders 
(1B), epistrate (diatom) feeders (2A), and predators/omnivores (2B). The 
trophic diversity (ITD) was then calculated as the value of trophic index 
according to the formula given by Heip et al. (1985):  
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Where θ is the relative contribution of the number of individuals of each 
trophic group to the total number of individuals, and n is the number of trophic 
groups. ITD ranges from 0.25 (highest trophic diversity; i.e. each of the four 
trophic guilds account for 25% of the nematode density) to 1.0 (lowest 
diversity; i.e. one trophic guild accounts for 100% of nematode density).  

The life history strategy or the maturity index (MI) was computed as the 
weighted average of the individual genus c–p values according to the following 
formula (Bongers, 1990; Bongers et al., 1991; 1995):  

 

 

Where v(i) is the c-p value of the taxon i and f(i) is the frequency of that taxon 
in a sample. By placing nematode on a c-p scale ranging from 2 (originally 1) for 
“colonisers” to 5 for “persisters”, the MI allows to measure the impact of 
disturbance and to monitor the structural and functional changes of nematode 
communities in disturbed habitats. Genera classified as colonisers have short 
lifecycles, high reproduction rates, high colonisation ability and are tolerant 
against various types of disturbance (r-strategist). Genera classified as 
persisters have comparatively long lifecycles, low colonisation ability, few 
offsprings and are more sensitive to disturbance (K-strategists). The MI varies 
from 2, under extremely disturbed conditions, to ≥3 under undisturbed 
conditions. 

The ecological quality status (EQS) of the studied sites was assessed using the 
approach proposed by Moreno et al. (2011), in which different nematode-
based indices are compared to threshold values as recommended by Long et al. 
(1995) and Marin et al. (2008). The values obtained for different taxonomical 
and functional diversity indices were compared to the proposed thresholds 
values, which allowed assigning different sites/stations to one of the 
predefined 5 quality classes (high-good-moderate-poor-bad). 

4.2.4. Data analysis 

All data analyses were performed using the software package PERMANOVA + 
add in PRIMER 6 (Anderson, 2005; Anderson et al., 2008). To test for the spatial 
heterogeneity of sediment and biological data (for meiofauna higher taxa and 
nematode genera) between sites and between stations, non-parametric 
univariate and multivariate permutational ANOVA analyses (PERMANOVA; 
Anderson, 2005; Anderson et al., 2008) were performed. This required a two-
way crossed design (factor “site” with 3 levels, fixed: bare sand flat, cleared 
mangrove, intact mangrove and factor “water level” with 3 levels, fixed: HW, 
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MW, LW). Euclidean distance-based resemblance matrices on untransformed 
data were used for univariate analysis and Bray-Curtis similarity-based 
resemblance matrices on square root-transformed data.  

To test for the pattern of dispersion of meiofauna and nematode samples, a 
non-parametric multivariate dispersion test (PERMDISP; Anderson et al., 2008) 
based on a Bray-Curtis similarity matrix on square root-transformed abundance 
data was performed. The results revealed no difference in dispersion between 
habitats in terms of both meiofauna and nematodes in the factors site (F = 
2.2375, P = 0.1067 and F = 1.1672, P =0.404), water level (F = 0.70334, P = 
0.6015 and F =2.1675, P = 0.1927) or the interaction factor (F = 2.3958, P = 
0.839 and F = 2.6654, P = 0.6769). When required, the main-factor test was 
followed by pair-wise comparisons to investigate significant interaction effects 
in the full-model test. Multidimensional scaling plot (MDS) derived from Bray-
Curtis similarity matrices on square root-transformed data was used to visualize 
the differences in the structure of meiofauna and nematode communities 
following the procedure described by Clarke and Warwick (1994). A two-way 
crossed similarity percentages (SIMPER) analysis (factors: site and water level) 
was performed to identify the main taxa of meiofauna and nematode genera 
responsible for the observed multivariate community patterns. 

A detailed description of the collection, analyzing procedures and the results of 
the sediment environmental variables, Including clay, silt, sand, median grain 
size, sediment sorting, total organic carbon (TOC) and total nitrogen (TN), are 
presented in Sabeel et al. (2014); Chapter3. These data were used  as well to 
test for their relationship with data from meiofauna taxa and nematode genera 
assemblages, using Distance-Based Linear Modeling (DISTLM) routines based 
on coupled individual cores, as also described in Sabeel et al.(2014). The fitting 
of the best explanatory environmental variables in the DISTLM models were 
constructed using step-wise as selection procedure and adjusted R² as a 
selection criterion. 

4.3. Results 

4.3.1. Meiofaunal community composition 

Average total meiofauna densities are shown in Table 4.1. Results revealed a 
significant interaction effect of site and water level on meiofauna community 
(PERMANOVA, P < 0.001;Table 4.2). Total abundances of meiofauna were 
significantly higher in HW and MW at the cleared than at the intact mangrove, 
but abundance was still higher at the intact mangrove compared to the bare 
sand flat. At LW abundances were significantly higher at the intact mangrove 
compared to the other habitats (P < 0.05). 
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Table 4.1. Mean±SE values for meiofaunal density (ind./10 cm²) and diversity indices (S: 
taxa richness, J': taxa evenness, H': Shannon- Wiener diversity) measured in different 
water levels (HW: high-water, MW: mid-water, LW: low-water) at each site. 

Site Water 

level 

Total 

density 

S J' H' 

Bare sand flat HW 18.0±9.5 3.0±0.0 0.26±0.02 0.29±0.02 

MW 86.4±15.5 4.0±0.0 0.25±0.00 0.34±0.00 

LW 69.0±32.5 6.0±1.0 0.54±0.02 0.95±0.06 

Cleared mangrove HW 372.0±71.1 4.0±0.0 0.08±0.01 0.12±0.02 

MW 281.1±41.8 6.0±0.6 0.40±0.03 0.70±0.04 

LW 309.2±54.4 6.7±0.3 0.41±0.05 0.76±0.07 

Intact mangrove HW 268.4±32.9 10.0±0.0 0.21±0.02 0.49±0.05 

MW 173.8±25.4 10.7±0.5 0.51±0.03 1.20±0.06 

LW 420.4±55.8 12.0±0.0 0.55±0.02 1.37±0.05 

A total of 15 major taxa were found in the three sites, with 15, 11 and 6 taxa 
counted in the intact mangrove, the cleared mangrove, and bare sand flat sites, 
respectively. Nematodes were the dominant taxon at all sampling sites (40– 
98%) followed by Copepoda Including nauplii (2– 33%), Polychaeta and 
Turbellaria (1-14%) (Fig. 4.2). The contribution of both Acarina and Ostracoda 
did not exceed 6% each, whereas the remaining taxa including Oligochaeta, 
Holothuroidea, Gastrotricha, Gastropoda, Gnathostomulida, Amphipoda and 
Isopoda represented collectively about 2-13% of the total meiofauna. Results 
indicated a significant interaction effect on meiofauna composition and taxon 
richness (PERMANOVA, P < 0.01 and 0.05; respectively). Meiofauna composition, 
based on abundance data, was significantly different (Fig. 4.3) and taxon 
richness was significantly higher at all water levels of the intact mangrove 
compared to the cleared mangrove and the bare sand flat (PERMANOVA, P < 0.05; 
Table 4.2). 
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Table 4.2. PERMANOVA results for total meiofauna abundances, taxa composition, taxa 
richness (S), taxa evenness (J'), and taxa diversity (H') measured in different water level 
station (WL) at each site (S). HW: high-water, MW: mid-water, LW: low-water and BSF: 
bare sand flat, CM: cleared mangrove, IM: intact mangrove. Significant values of the P-
values obtained by permutation are indicated in bold italic. 

Meiofaunal 

characteristic 
Factor 

Main test 
Pair-Wise comparison 

df Pseudo-F P 

Total abundance S 2 101.81 0.0003 BSF<IM=CM 

WL 2 10.42 0.0027 M<H, L 

S × WL 4 10.39 0.0007 HW: CM>IM>BSF 

MW: CM>IM>BSF 

LW: IM>CM>BSF 

Taxa composition S 2 101.63 0.0001 BSF≠ IM≠ CM 

WL 2 55.93 0.0001 HW≠ MW≠ LW 

S × WL 4 42.65 0.0385 HW: IM≠CM≠BSF 

MW: CM≠IM≠BSF 

LW: IM≠CM≠BSF 

Taxa richness (S) S 2 89.51 0.0001 IM> CM> BSF 

WL 2 11.23 0.0017 HW < MW< LW 

S × WL 3 75.83 0.004 HW: IM>CM>BSF 

MW: IM> CM  

LW: IM> CM=BSF 

Taxa evenness (J') S   6.2028 0.019 IM> BSF > CM 

WL  17.748 0.0003 LW> HW=MW 

S × WL  1.6953 0.2119 NS 

Taxa diversity (H') S 2 23.094 0.0002 IM> CM=BSF 

WL 2 10.316 0.0009 LW> HW=MW 

S × WL 3 1.8058 0.1918 NS 
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Figure 4.2. Percentage contribution of taxa to the total meiofauna 
abundance found at each water level (HW: high-water, MW: mid-water, 
LW: low-water) at the three sites 

 

Figure 4.3. Non-metric multidimensional scaling (nMDS) ordination of square 
root transformed meiofauna abundance data. Symbols indicate different 
water level (filled triangle: high-water, filled circle: mid-water, open triangle: 
Low-water) at different sites; BSF: bare sand flat, CM: cleared mangrove, IM: 
intact mangrove. Lines represent similarity at 60%. 

The SIMPER analysis identified the taxa that are responsible for the differences in 
community structure between and within different sites (Appendix 8a). Among 
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the taxa causing dissimilarities, Acarina, Gastrotricha and Gnathostomulida 
were confined to the intact mangrove, while Ostracoda and Copepoda were 
more abundant in the intact mangrove than in the other two sites. Gastropoda 
was found in low abundances in the intact and cleared mangroves, while 
Turbellaria and Polychaeta were relatively more abundant in these sites than in 
the bare sand flat. Values of taxon evenness (J'), and Shannon-Wiener diversity 
(H') were in general low and increased from HW to LW levels (Table 4.1). 
Results showed that values for both indices were significantly different 
between sites and water levels (Table 4.2). The values of J' and H' were 
significantly higher in the intact mangrove than in the cleared mangrove 
(PERMANOVA, P ≤ 0.05). Comparing the stations, only LW showed significantly 
higher values of these indices compared to HW and MW (P ≤ 0.01). 

4.3.2.  Nematode Community Analysis 

4.3.2.1. Abundance and community composition 

Significant differences in total nematode abundances were detected for the 
interaction between site and water level (PERMANOVA, P < 0.05, Table 4.3). This 
can be explained by significantly higher nematode abundances found at HW 
and MW stations of the cleared mangrove compared to the intact mangrove 
and the bare sand flat, while abundances at the LW were only different 
between the cleared mangrove and the bare sand flat (PERMANOVA, P < 0.05, 
Table 4.3, Fig. 4.4).  

A total of 35 nematode genera belonging to 20 families were identified (Table 
4.4). The most abundant families were Xyalidae, Ethmolaimidae, Linhomoeidae 
and Microlaimidae. Results from main and pair-wise tests on community 
composition revealed a significant effect for the interaction factor between 
sites and water levels (PERMANOVA, P = 0.0001 and P < 0.05, respectively; Table 
4.3). The MDS plot, based on abundance data of nematode genera, visually 
reflected the spatial distribution of nematode assemblages in sites and along 
the water level gradient (Fig. 4.5). Nematode communities at each site were 
separated and within each site clear shifts in community composition for 
different water levels were observed. 
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Table 4.3. PERMANOVA results for total nematode abundances, assemblage 
composition, genera richness (S) genera evenness (J'), genera diversity (H'), maturity 
index (MI), and trophic diversity (ITD) measured in different water levels (HW: high-
water, MW: mid-water, LW: Low-water) at the three sites (BSF: bare sand flat, CM: 
cleared mangrove, IM: intact mangrove). The P-values obtained by permutation and 
significant values are indicated in bold italic. 

Nematode 
characteristic 

Factor 
Main test 

Pairwise comparison 
Df Pseudo-F P 

Total 
abundances 

S 2 48.43 0.0001 CM>IM>BSF 
L 2 4.23 0.0399 HW> MW, LW 
S × WL 4 3.41 0.0425 HW: CM>IM>BSF 

MW: CM>IM>BSF 
LW: CM>IM 

Genera 
composition 

S 2 28.31 0.0001 BSF≠IM≠CM 
WL 2 9.95 0.0001 HW≠MW≠LW 
S × WL 4 7.69 0.0001 HW: IM≠CM≠BSF 

MW: IM≠CM≠BSF 
LW: IM≠CM≠BSF 

Genera richness 
(S) 

S 2 5.60 0.0005 IM> CM, BSF 
WL 2 2.00 0.0022 HW < MW, LW 
S × WL 3 2.90 0.0002 HW: IM>CM, BSF 

MW: IM>CM, BSF 
LW: NS 

Genera 
evenness (J’) 

S 2 7.90 0.0022 IM> CM, BSF 
WL 2 1.30 0.0174 LW>HW, MW 
S × WL 3 2.70 0.0098 HW: IM>CM, BSF 

MW: IM> CM 
LW: NS 

Genera diversity 
(H') 

S 2 17.11 0.0001 IM>CM, BSF 
WL 2 3.12 0.0001 HW< MW, LW 
S × WL 3 5.2 0.0003 HW: IM>CM, BSF 

MW: IM>CM, BSF 
LW: NS 

Maturity index 
(MI) 

S 2 15,59 0.0004 CM<RM, BSF 
WL 2 6,35 0.0102 MW< HW, LW 
S × WL 4 5,01 0.0131 HW: NS 

MW: IM>CM 
LW: IM, BSF>CM 

Index of  tropic 
diversity (ITD) 

S 2 13.80 0.0034 IM<CM<BSF 
WL 2 0.65 0.6887 NS 
S × WL 3 1.61 0.0726 NS 
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Figure 4.4. Mean nematode abundance assessed in each water level (HW: high-water, 
MW: mid-water, LW: Low-water) at different sites. Error bars denote the SE of mean 
abundance values per water level station. 

Dissimilarity in genus composition, based on SIMPER analysis, was highest 
between the intact mangroves and both the cleared mangrove and the bare 
sand flat (70 and 86%), while dissimilarity between water levels was highest 
between the HW and both the MW and LW stations (63 % and 67%) (Appendix 
8b). The genus Chromadorina was only found in the bare sand flat, while the 
genera Onchium, Spirinia, Haliplectus, Synonchium, and Sphaerolaimus were 
confined to the intact mangrove. The genera Aegialoalaimus, Axonolaimus, 
Procamacolaimus, Molgolaimus, Draconema, Epsilonema, Dolicholaimus, 
Leptolaimus, Prooncholaimus, Oxystomina¸ and Halalaimus occurred at very 
low abundances exclusively in the cleared mangrove. The genera Daptonema 
and Theristus were found nearly throughout all water levels at the three sites. 

 



 

 

Table 4.4. Family, genus, abundance (ind./10 cm²), c-p values and feeding group for all nematode genera collected at the three sampling sites. Generic frequency is 
expressed as percentage of occurrence. Family and genus abundances are expressed as percentage of total numbers. 

Family Genus c-p value Feeding grup 
Bare sand flat Cleared mangrove Intact mangrove Frequency (%) Genus (%) 

HW MW LW HW MW LW HW MW LW   

Aegialoalaimidae Aegialoalaimus 4 1A 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 5 0.27 
Axonolaimidae Axonolaimus 2 1B 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 5 0.11 

Camacolaimidae 
Onchium 3 2A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 5 0.27 
Procamacolaimus 3 2A 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 14 0.27 

Chromadoridae 
Chromadora 3 2A 0 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 14 0.29 
Chromodorina 3 2A 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0.09 
Spilophorella 2 2A 0 0 3 3 7 19 0 0 0 41 2.21 

Cyatholaimidae Paracyatholaimus 2 2A 0 3 0 0 18 0 0 15 0 27 2.14 

Desmodoridae 
Desmodora 2 2A 0 0 0 0 23 30 0 5 11 36 4.53 
Molgolaimus 3 2A 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 5 0.22 
Metachromadora 2 2A 0 0 0 9 0 0 13 0 0 23 1.57 

Draconematidae Draconema 3 1A 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 68 0.08 
Ethmolaimidae Ethmolaimus 3 2A 0 3 4 192 15 0 33 5 0 5 17.72 
Epsilonematidae Epsilonema 3 1A 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 32 0.29 
Haliplectidae Haliplectus 2 1A 0 0 0 0 0 0 52 7 26 5 5.24 

Ironidae 
Dolicholaimus 4 2B 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 50 0.22 
Syringolaimus 2 2B 6 10 13 0 0 0 15 12 0 14 2.99 

Leptolaimidae Leptolaimus 3 1A 0 0 0 7 0 7 0 0 0 45 0.99 

Linhomoeidae 
Terschellingia 2 1A 0 2 1 0 0 0 18 15 28 27 3.5 
Metalinhomoeus 3 1B 0 4 0 0 8 12 0 0 0 9 1.65 
Spirinia 4 2A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60 5 2.84 

Microlaimidae 
Microlaimus 2 2A 0 0 0 0 16 33 28 2 0 45 5.6 
Bolbolaimus 3 2A 0 0 0 0 0 11 18 2 0 27 2.16 

Monhysteridae Monhystrella 2 1B 0 44 2 6 1 11 19 4 0 59 5.07 

Oncholaimidae 
Viscosia 3 2B 0 0 2 0 0 11 8 10 9 55 2.35 
Prooncholaimus 2 2B 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 9 0.6 
Oncholaimus 4 2B 0 0 5 10 0 0 0 8 6 32 1.66 

Oxystominidae 
Oxystomina 4 1A 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 5 0.22 
Halalaimus 4 1A 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 5 0.3 

Selachinematidae Synonchium 3 2B 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 5 0.08 
Sphaerolaimidae Sphaerolaimus 3 2B 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 0 14 0.26 

Xyalidae 

Daptonema 2 1B 8 3 10 111 100 77 49 21 26 100 27.37 
Theristus 2 1B 1 2 4 22 24 12 21 2 0 77 6.04 
Stylotheristus 2 1B 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 9 14 0.52 
Paramonhystera 2 1B 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 0 9 0.28 
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Figure 4.5. Non-metric multidimensional scaling (MDS) ordination plot of square root 
transformed abundance data of nematode genera sampled at each water level station. 
Symbols indicate different water levels (filled triangle: high-water, filled circle: mid-water, 
open triangle: Low-water) at different sites; BSF: bare sand flat, CM: cleared mangrove, IM: 
intact mangrove. Lines represent similarity at 60%. 

Figure 4.6 illustrates the feeding group distribution in all water levels at the 
sampled sites. Proportion of selective deposit feeders (1A), epistrate feeders 
(2A) and non-selective deposit feeders (1B) showed a significant interaction 
effect between sites and water levels, while the proportion of 
predators/omnivores (2B) was only significantly different between sites 
(PERMANOVA, P < 0.05, Table 4.3). The intact mangrove exhibited significantly 
higher proportions of 1A and lower proportions of 1B at all water levels as 
compared to the cleared mangrove, whereas the HW in the cleared mangrove 
showed significantly higher proportions of 2A than in the intact mangrove (P < 
0.05). The proportion of 2B was significantly lower in the bare sand flat as 
compared to the intact and cleared mangroves. 

 
Figure 4.6. Relative abundance (%) of nematode feeding groups in different 
water levels; HW: high-water, MW: mid-water, LW: low-water, at each site. 
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4.3.2.2. Taxonomic and functional diversity 

Univariate tests for differences in diversity indices detected a significant 
interaction effect based on nematode genera on all diversity indices 
(PERMANOVA, P ≤ 0.05; Table 4.3). As compared to the intact mangrove, the HW 
and MW station at the cleared mangroves exhibit significantly lower genus 
richness, diversity H' and the least even distribution of abundances among 
nematode genera, as shown by Pielou’s evenness (P < 0.05; and Table 4.5). No 
significant differences in these indices were detected at the LW of all sites. 
Values for the maturity Index (MI) were significantly lower in the MW and LW 
at the cleared mangrove compared to the other sites indicating the dominance 
of colonizers at this site. The pair-wise comparison revealed significantly lower 
values of ITD in all water levels of the intact mangrove, indicating the higher 
trophic diversity at the intact mangrove as compared to the cleared mangrove 
(P < 0.05; Table 4.3 and 4.5).  

Table 4.5. Mean values (±SE) for nematode diversity indices (averaged over replicates) 
calculated for different water-levels (HW: high-water, MW: mid-water, LW: low-water) in 
all sites. 

Site 
Water 

level 

Genus 

richness (S) 

Genera 

evenness (J') 

Genera 

diversity (H') 

Maturity 

Index (MI) 

Index of Trophic 

Diversity (ITD) 

Bare Sand 

Flat 

HW 3.00±0.00 0.76 ± 0.04 0.84±0.05 2.88±0.35 0.53±0.03 

MW 8.00±0.00 0.64 ± 0.08 1.33±0.16 2.34±0.13 0.61±0.12 

LW 10.50±0.50 0.87 ± 0.00 2.06±0.05 2.76±0.02 0.54±0.06 

Cleared 

Mangrove 

HW 7.00±0.71 0.60 ± 0.09 1.18±0.22 2.54±0.14 0.53±0.08 

MW 10.00±0.71 0.81 ±0.04 1.77±0.08 2.1±0.03 0.42±0.03 

LW 9.00±1.41 0.86 ±0.03 1.97±0.08 2.23±0.03 0.38±0.02 

Intact 

Mangrove 

HW 12.00±0.00 0.91 ± 0.01 2.25±0.03 2.58±0.06 0.33±0.01 

MW 12.00±0.50 0.93 ±0.01 2.36±0.08 2.6±0.04 0.25±0.03 

LW 8.00±1.00 0.89 ±0.0 1.83±0.11 2.71±0.01 0.31±0.01 

4.3.3. Relation between meiofauna and nematode community 
characteristics, and environmental variables 

The marginal DISTLM test showed that meiofaunal composition, richness, and 
diversity were explained by all environmental variables, except clay and sorting, 
in addition to CN in case of richness and median grain size in case of diversity 
(H'). Meiofauna total abundances was explained only by median grain size and 
sorting, while taxa evenness was explained only by TOC and C/N. (P <0.05; 
Appendix 9). In terms of nematodes, clay, silt, sand and TN contributed 
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significantly in explaining variability in total abundances, whereas organic 
matter (TOC, TN, C/N) and sorting could explain the variability in composition. 
The variability in nematode functional diversity could be partly explained by 
sediment sorting, while none of the environmental variables could explain the 
variability in genera richness, evenness, diversity H' or ITD. (P < 0.05; Appendix 
9).  

The sequential DISTLM test showed that meiofauna composition and evenness 
was explained by TOC, C/N, silt in addition to median grain size in case of 
composition, and TN in case of evenness (appendix 9). TOC and C/N explained 
74.9 % of the variation in diversity, while only TN and median grain size 
explained the variation in richness and abundance (51.3% and 28.0%, P < 0.05). 
silt and TOC explained the variability in nematode total abundance (25.7% and 
12.7%, P ≤ 0.05), while sorting explained the variability in MI (36.9 %, P< 0.01). 
Variability in nematode genera richness, evenness, Shannon Wiener and 
trophic diversity could be partly explained by C/N (14.9%), TOC (13.9%), sorting 
(13.3%) and silt (20%), respectively. Sediment sorting alone explained 36.9% of 
the total variation in MI (P < 0.01). 

4.3.4. Ecological quality status (EQS) 

The results of EQS using nematode-based indices (Tables 4.6 and 4.7) suggested 
that the intact mangrove in general had a high/good EQS with the lowest 
variability between stations, while the cleared mangrove and the bare sand flat 
displayed a moderate/poor EQS, with the cleared mangroves showing a very 
high within habitat variability (Table 4.7).  



 

 

Table 4.6. Thresholds for the evaluation of the ecological quality status after Moreno et al. (2011). 

Status 
Namatode Genera 

richness (S) 

Maturity 

index (MI) 
c-p 

Diversity 

index (H’) 

Index of 

trophic 

diversity (ITD) 

Sensitive/Tolerant genera (>10%) 

High >12 >2.8 c-p 2 ≤ 50% and c-p 4 > 10% >4.5 0.25 Desmoscolecidae, Microlaimus, Richtersia, 

Oncholaimus, Pomponema, Epacanthion 

(sensitive group to chemicals and organic 

enrichment)  

Good 2.8 ≤ MI < 2.6 c-p 2 ≥ 50% and c-p 4 > 10% 3.5 < Hʹ < 4.5 0.25 < ITD ≤ 

0.4 

Halalaimus, Setosabatieria, Ptycholaimellus 

(sensitive genera) 

Moderate 4–12 2.6 ≤ MI < 2.4 c-p 2 ≥ 50% and 3 < c-p 4 < 10% 2.5 < Hʹ < 3.5 0.4 < ITD ≤ 0.6 Anticoma, Desmodora, Spirinia, Marylynia, 

Prochromadorella 

Poor <4 2.4 ≤ MI < 2.2 c-p 2 > 60% and c-p 4 < 3% 1 < Hʹ ≤ 2.5 0.6 < ITD ≤ 0.8 Daptonema/Theristus, 

Paralongicyatholaimus, Parodontophora, 

Odontophora (tolerant to reduced and 

oxygen-depleted sediments). 

Bad ≤2.2 c-p 2 > 80% 0 < Hʹ ≤ 1 1 Paracomesoma, Terschellingia, Sabatieria 

(Tolerant group to high organic matter)  
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Table 4.7. Results of EQS evaluated in different stations (HW: high-water, MW: mid-water, LW: low-water) at different sites (BSF: bare sand flat, 
CM: cleared mangrove, IM: intact mangrove). 

 Genera richness Average MI c-p H' ITD Sensitive/Tollerant genera (>10%) 

Bare Sand Flat 

Overall Site 7.2 2.7   1.4 0.6 Terschellingia, Oncholaimus, Daptonema, Theristus 
HW 3.0 2.9   0.8 0.5 Daptonema, Theristus 
MW 8.0 2.3   1.3 0.6 Terschellingia, Daptonema, Theristus 
LW 10.5 2.8   2.1 0.5 Oncholaimus, Daptonema, Theristus 

Cleared 
Mangrove 

Overall Site 8.3 2.3   1.6 0.4 
Desmodora, Microlaimus, Oncholaimus, Halalaimus, 
Daptonema, Theristus 

HW 6.5 2.5   1.2 0.5 Oncholaimus, Daptonema, Theristus 
MW 9.5 2.1   1.8 0.4 Desmodora, Microlaimus,  Daptonema, Theristus 

LW 9.0 2.2   2.0 0.4 
Desmodora, Microlaimus, Halalaimus, Daptonema, 
Theristus 

Intact 
Mangrove 

Overall Site 11.3 2.6   2.1 0.3 
Desmodora, Spirina, Terschellingia, Microlaimus, 
Oncholaimus, Daptonema, Theristus 

HW 12.0 2.6   2.3 0.3 Terschellingia, Microlaimus, Daptonema, Theristus 

MW 12.0 2.6   2.4 0.3 
Desmodora,  Terschellingia, Microlaimus, Oncholaimus, 
Daptonema, Theristus 

LW 10.0 2.7   1.8 0.3 
Desmodora, Spirina, Terschellingia, Oncholaimus, 
Daptonema, Theristus 

High= dark green, good= light green, moderate = yellow; poor = orange; bad = red (A color for the sites was assigned if two of the three stations have fallen 
into this category) 
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4.4. Discussion 

Mangroves usually exhibit a degree of stability, being resilient to certain natural 
perturbations and human disturbances, while the inhabiting fauna may be 
tolerant to certain degrees of disturbances (Alongi, 2009). However, mangrove 
clearance causes major changes in the physical and biochemical habitat of the 
associated endofauna, with possible major consequences for the structural and 
functional composition of the benthos. In this study, we report on the potential 
consequences of mangrove clearance in the Sudanese Red Sea coast by 
comparing three different habitats. Within each habitat, three different water 
levels were also investigated to estimate the variability within sites. Our study 
was limited by the possible regional and local differences due to varying 
distances between sites and the lack of replication of habitat types at different 
locations, which may limit the certainty of the effect of clearing and may not 
allow these results to be generalized. However, the comparison of these sites, 
since they were chosen for their similarity in topography, which is expected to 
affect other environmental factors such as sediment grain size and nutrients 
available for benthos, provided an insight into the potential changes in habitats 
and associated fauna by linking differences in the present benthic communities 
to well established environmental drivers (e.g. Alfaro, 2010). The comparison of 
sites also allows predicting assemblage changes when a mangrove is cleared by 
natural processes or human activities and if a cleared mangrove is further 
converted over time to a less complex habitat such as a bare sand flat 
(Gladsone & Schreider, 2003; Bosire et al., 2004; Mutua et al., 2014; Sabeel et 
al., 2014).  

Although mangrove forests have great influence on coastal ecosystems, only 
few studies have reported on the consequences of their clearance on abiotic 
and biotic processes including the increase in the sedimentation rate at the 
seaward side as a result of the increased amount of fine-grained (<63 µm) 
sediment load, but also the shift of the sediment from a muddy to a sandier 
nature, the decrease in organic content, the increase in light intensity and 
temperature, and the increase in algal biomass and generic richness (Granek & 
Ruttenberg, 2008; Alfaro, 2010; Ellegaard et al., 2014). Our results indicated 
that the measured environmental variables significantly varied between sites 
suggesting that sediment characteristics at the cleared mangrove were 
modified as a result of mangrove clearance (Sabeel et al., 2014). Evidence for 
this modification was most pronounced at the mid-water station, which 
showed an intermediate situation between the bare sand flat and the intact 
mangrove. Mangroves are generally known for being depositional sites for 
sediment and associated carbon and nutrients (Alongi & de Carvalho, 2008; 
Yang et al., 2014). Above-ground root systems and stems enhance sediment 
deposition by increasing friction and reducing tidal current velocities, which 
results in settling of fine sediments (Yang et al., 2014). Removing mangrove 
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forests will, thus, alter this process and fine sediments will be removed. The 
presence or absence of mangroves likely explains the differences in 
environmental variables, which in turn may affect meiofaunal and nematode 
assemblages by changing their structure and community composition. Results 
from DISTLM analysis showed that the investigated sediment variables, 
especially silt and median grain, contributed with varying degree, to the total 
variation in meiofauna and nematode community characteristics and 
composition. Sediment grain size is a primary factor for determining the 
abundance and species composition of meiofauna in general and nematodes in 
particular (Heip et al., 1985; Steyaert et al., 1999; Vanaverbeke et al., 2002; 
Raes et al., 2007; Semprucci et al., 2010, Fonseca et al., 2014). Sediment grain 
size affects the burrowing and the interstitial behavior of organisms directly, 
but also indirectly by affecting the physico-chemical properties of the sediment 
(Vanaverbeke et al., 2011).  

Meiofaunal abundances at the intact mangrove were lower than those recently 
recorded from mangroves in the north of the Red Sea (Pusceddu et al., 2014) 
and from other regions worldwide (Sahoo et al., 2013, and the references 
therein). However, abundances reported from the cleared mangrove site are 
comparable to those found in an earlier study from similar habitats, including 
partially cleared and cleared-cut mangroves, at the Sudanese Red Sea coast 
(Khalil, 2001). The higher abundances in the HW and MW of the cleared 
mangrove compared to the intact mangrove are not unexpected. Previous 
studies have shown that sediments of disturbed mangrove forests, e.g. by 
trampling or removal of mangrove trees, have higher benthic abundances 
relative to undisturbed forests possibly due to increased ability of species to 
exploit resources such as space and food, resulting from loss of the root mat, or 
due to change in the properties of the sediment(e.g. Dye, 2006; Alfaro, 2010; 
Sabeel et al., 2014). This observation suggests that other environmental factors 
are strongly associated with the increase in abundances among which: (i) 
resource availability and quality (De Troch et al., 2006), (ii) local biochemical 
conditions such as oxygen availability (Vanreusel et al., 1995a; Steyaert et al., 
2007) or tannin concentrations (Alongi, 1987), (iii) organic enrichment 
associated with a higher silt/clay composition (Ansari et al., 2014), and (iv) 
species interactions such as facilitation or the lack of competition or predation 
by species from the macrobenthos (Van Colen et al., 2009; Braeckman et al., 
2011; Maria et al., 2011; Ingels et al., 2014). Our study suggests that the lack of 
interference or competition with the macrofauna and the availability of 
resources may explain the increased abundances in the cleared mangroves. 
Schrijvers et al. (1995b) showed by means of exclusion experiments that, when 
macrofaunal epifauna was excluded, the abundance of the most common 
predatory and microalgae-feeding nematodes tended to increase in the surface 
layers, together with the amount of detritus and pigment concentrations. A 
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study on the macrofauna from the same sites and stations (Sabeel et al., 2014) 
showed significantly lower abundances of macrofauna, especially decapod 
crabs and gastropods, in the cleared site compared to the mangrove, 
supporting our suggestion that the lower interaction with the macrofauna is an 
important factor in structuring the nematode community especially in the HW 
and MW stations of the cleared mangrove, where higher meiofauna densities 
were found. The decrease in mangrove-derived tannin, resulting from the 
removal of mangrove trees, may also be important in the increase of 
meiofauna in the high and mid water stations at the cleared mangrove by 
reducing the negative effect of tannin on meiofauna (Alongi, 1987, Sahoo et al., 
2013). However, the higher meiofauna abundances at the cleared mangrove 
can also be explained by the increased availability of high quality food 
resources, which is possibly resulting from higher microalgal and cyanobacterial 
biomass (Moens & Vincx, 1997) primarily due to greater light penetration 
compared to the intact mangrove (Granek & Ruttenberg, 2008). The low 
abundances at the bare sand flat is associated with coarser sediments and low 
TOC values pointing to low food input. An interesting finding is that Turbellaria 
was numerical dominant in the intact and cleared mangrove in agreement with 
Alongi (1989) who found that they made up 60% of all meiofauna in mangrove 
sediment, while in exposed sand and mud the species number decrease, but 
their abundance remain relatively high. Their relatively high abundance may be 
related to the rich food supply such as diatoms and bacteria. 

The difference in meiofauna composition between sites is attributed to the 
lower abundance or absence of some meiofaunal groups such as Acarina, 
Ostracoda, and Gastropoda in the cleared mangrove. Similarly nematode 
composition in the cleared mangrove showed three major differences in 
nematode diversity and community structure compared to the intact 
mangrove. Firstly, several genera present in the intact mangrove of this study 
such as Onchium, Terschellingia, Haliplectus, Syringolaimus, Spirinia and 
Sphaerolaimus, some known as characteristic for mangrove sediments (e.g., 
Gee & Somerfield, 1997; Khalil, 2001; Zhou, 2001; Torres Pratts & Schizas, 
2007; Pinto et al., 2013), were absent from the cleared mangrove. Secondly, 
some genera which occurred in all sites, such as Ethmolaimus, Daptonema, and 
Theristus, showed elevated abundances in the cleared mangrove. Finally, 
several genera from the cleared mangrove site, although present in low 
abundances, were not found in the other two sites, e.g. Aegialoalaimus, 
Axonolaimus, Procamacolaimus, Molgolaimus, Draconema, Epsilonema, 
Dolicholaimus, Leptolaimus, Prooncholaimus, Oxystomina, and Halalaimus. 
Moreover, meiofauna taxa and nematode genera were more diverse in the 
intact mangrove compared to the cleared mangrove. In general, our results did 
not confirm the expected positive relationship between sediment grain size and 
diversity (Heip et al., 1985; Giere, 1993), since the communities from the 
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muddy mangrove sediments were more diverse than those from the other sites 
with coarser grain sediment. There is also high variability in diversity among 
stations with a similar grain size (e.g., the HW in the cleared and intact 
mangrove) supporting previous observations that other factors which are co-
varying with the sediment granulometry such as food and oxygen availability, 
and organic enrichment are also important in structuring meiofauna and 
nematode communities (Fonseca et al., 2014). 

Differences in nematode community composition also resulted in shifts in 
functional attributes of the nematodes, as reflected in the feeding type 
distribution. The cleared mangrove showed a remarkably lower abundance of 
the selective deposit feeders at all three stations, and a higher abundance of 
the epistrate feeders at the HW station when compared to the intact 
mangrove. The reduced proportion of the selective deposit feeders (1A) in the 
cleared mangrove is associated with the absence of Terschellingia and 
Haliplectus. The abundance of Terschellingia is known to be considerably 
affected by physical and biological disturbance (Austen et al., 1998; 
Schratzberger & Warwick, 1998; Schratzberger et al., 2009), and mangrove 
clearance (Khalil, 2001). Moreover, Terschellingia and Haliplectus were found 
to be abundant in mangroves worldwide. Haliplectus is more abundant in 
mangrove leaf litter (Alongi, 1987; Torres Pratts & Schizas, 2007), whereas 
Terschellingia is typical for anoxic, organically enriched soft sediments 
(Schratzberger et al., 2000; Steyaert, 2007). Therefore, a decrease of selective 
deposit feeders and the increase in non-selective deposit feeders might be 
partly attributed to the lower organic matter concentrations (detritus and the 
increase in diatoms and algal mats (Moens & Vincx, 1997) when mangroves 
were cleared. 

The index of trophic diversity was significantly higher at the cleared mangrove 
and the bare sand flat suggesting that the feeding type diversity and, thus, the 
trophic complexity, in these two habitats was lower as compared to the intact 
mangrove. The higher trophic diversity in the intact mangrove was mainly due 
to increased proportions of the selective deposit feeders (1A) such as 
Terschellingia, which are classified as bacterial feeders. They are highly 
abundant in silt and clay sediments due to their physiological characteristics 
and ability to tolerate the excessive organic content and the adverse conditions 
of mangrove sedimentary environment, and the plasticity of their diet, which 
allows them to consume different food items of various sizes. On the other 
hand, the low trophic diversity in the cleared mangrove was primarily due to 
increased dominance of the opportunistic genera such as non-selective deposit 
feeders (1B), which are adapted to rapidly recolonize disturbed areas and 
establish a large population within a relatively short time. The lower trophic 
diversity at the cleared mangrove is also associated with the high density of 
feeding type 2A, which may be the result of the observed overgrowth of 
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diatoms and cyanobacteria especially at the high-water station (personal 
observation). Environmental variables, such as water depth, granulometry, 
distance from the source of pollution (Maurer et al., 1999), and factors related 
with physical disturbance of the seabed (Schratzberger et al., 2009) have been 
reported to significantly influence the ITD. Similar effects might be expected 
when mangroves are cleared which results in a change in sediment 
granulometry, from finer to coarser as observed in the mid-water station, low 
bacterial biomass and altered chemical conditions. The life history 
characteristics as presented by the maturity index (MI) showed an opposite 
pattern to ITD, especially in the cleared mangrove, confirming the dominance 
of trophically similar genera with low c-p value (mainly colonizers). About 50% 
of genera present in the cleared mangrove were indeed classified as 
‘‘colonizers’’ or “opportunistic” (c-p = 2). Generally, under disturbed conditions, 
the abundance of opportunistic species is expected to increase (Ferris et al., 
2001). Their abundance is also expected to respond positively after the increase 
of green algal blooms at the soil surface. Similarly, the increased supply of 
resources to the food web through direct herbivory is indicated by the increase 
in the more r-selected plant-feeding nematodes (Ferris & Bongers, 2006). A 
close look in the relationship between the feeding type and the MI, showed a 
significant increase in the dominance of the non-selective deposit feeders (1B, 
about 1-3 fold) and low MI values in the cleared mangrove compared to the 
intact mangrove. This may in general imply that the disturbances that cause a 
low MI will result in the high abundance of the 1B feeding type. On the 
contrary, a stable environment that shows higher MI may show a higher trophic 
diversity. 

The EQS approach based on different nematode-based indices was used to 
evaluate the ecological quality of the studied habitats following Moreno et al. 
(2011). The indices S, MI, c-p values and ITD resulted in different EQS categories 
for the different sites. In agreement with Alves et al. (2013) and Moreno et al. 
(2011), the percentage composition of c-p values highlighted the different 
environmental conditions and, thus, allowed for better classification of the 
habitats, than MI. In contrast to what was observed by the aforementioned 
authors, ITD allowed for a clear separation of the intact mangrove (classified as 
good EQS) from the cleared mangrove (classified as moderate). It is noteworthy 
that it makes no sense to reserve the classification of “high quality” based on a 
single specific value (for instance based on the ITD criterion) which has only a 
very small chance to occur. We, therefore, propose, based on studies on 
mangroves, to use a range of values between 0.25-0.3 as a threshold for the 
“high quality” classification. If this range is applied, then the mid water station 
of the intact mangrove will fall within this category. The remaining indices did 
not allow for a classification of the sites especially the diversity index (H'), 
despite the higher values in the intact mangrove compared to the cleared 
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mangrove and the bare sand flat, and the sensitive/tolerant genera, which 
classified the intact mangrove to have a poor EQS. However, when sites’ EQS 
were evaluated using the H' thresholds values as recommended by Marin et al. 
(2008), small differences in the classification of the sites was noted, with the 
intact mangrove classified as having a moderate EQS, the cleared mangrove as 
moderate/bad, and the bare flat classified as bad. This indicates that the range 
of the threshold values of H' suggested by Moreno et al. (2011) are too narrow 
to detect any differences between sites. Moreover, the sensitive/tolerant 
genera classified the intact mangrove to have a poor/bad EQS due to the 
dominance of the genera Daptonema/Theristus and Terschellingia, which are 
naturally present in the mangrove as they are more tolerant to stressful 
conditions, such as anoxia, that occurred in the mangrove sediments. The 
selection of the reference thresholds for diversity (H’) and species richness 
were based on the extended data matrices available for the Eastern 
Mediterranean ecosystems, while the selection of the sensitive/tolerant genera 
was based on the correlation with the sedimentary TOM concentration. Most 
of the studies on nematode diversity in mangroves from different places in the 
world have reported H’ values ranging between 0.47 and 4.34 (e.g. the present 
study; Olafsson, 1995; Schrijvers, 1996; Xuan et al., 2007 and the references 
therein; Pinto, 2013). These values are lower than the range proposed by 
Moreno et al. (2011) for both the high and bad quality categories. Since the 
diversity in mangrove sediments is low compared to other intertidal habitats 
due to adverse environmental conditions we also suggest that the threshold 
values of diversity (H’) for the high quality category should be lowered to e.g. 
>4.0. Therefore, we argue that the EQS approach developed by Moreno et al. 
(2011) can be applied as such to mangrove ecosystems provided that other 
indicative genera are identified. In addition, sand flats are naturally disturbed 
ecosystems and, therefore, falsely classified as poor. This showed that EQS 
concept is too context-specific to be of any use for making generalizations and 
is of limited relevance in areas where it has not been developed for. Different 
ecosystems should therefore be evaluated differently which, however, reduces 
the strength of the EQS approach. 

4.5.  Conclusion 

This study illustrates differences in sediment characteristics and associated 
meiobenthic communities when comparing three contrasting sites, including 
cleared and intact mangroves in addition to a bare sand flat. The intact 
mangrove habitat was characterized by low abundances, but diverse 
meiobenthic communities. The after-control/impact approach (ACI) used in this 
study, though more limited in establishing cause-effect relationships between 
mangrove clearance and responses of meiofauna populations, was useful in 
detecting the consistent and significant differences in sediment characteristics 
(Sabeel et al., 2014), and in the structural and functional diversity of the 
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meiofauna community between the different sites. Application of functional 
trait indices combined with sufficient taxonomic information may deliver 
additional ecological information related to the effect of mangrove disturbance 
(clearance) and thus, to ecosystem health if modified for mangrove system.
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Chapter 5  

The use of nematode biomass and biomass 

spectra for the assessment of disturbance in 

Sudanese mangroves  

Adapted from: Sabeel R. A. O. and Vanreusel A. (2015) Potential impact of 
mangrove clearance on biomass and biomass size spectra of nematodes along 
the Sudanese Red Sea coast. Marine Environmental Research, 103, 46-55.  

Abstract 

The potential effect of mangrove clearance on total nematode assemblage 
biomass, Nematode Biomass spectra (NBS) and abundance/biomass curves 
(ABC) was investigated by studying three sites, each representing a different 
degree of mangrove clearance. Results revealed significant differences 
between the three sites in sediment and nematode characteristics. Although 
both the cleared and intact mangrove sites had comparable total nematode 
biomass values, clear differences in biomass size spectra and abundance 
biomass curves were observed. The results suggested that the variation in the 
sediment characteristics affected the nematode community composition and 
biomass spectra. In contrast to the unimodal nematode biomass size spectra 
that were found at the intact mangrove and the bare sand flat site, the cleared 
mangrove site showed a bimodal biomass size spectrum, owing to higher 
numbers of smaller-bodied opportunistic non-selective deposit feeding 
nematodes, but at the same time large epistratum feeders and 
omnivores/predators were present too. The ABC method classified the cleared 
mangrove as moderately to grossly disturbed.  

5.1. Introduction 

Mangrove forests constitute 0.7% of tropical forest areas (Giri et al., 2011). 
They are ecologically important as they provide habitat for a rich biodiversity 
(Nagelkerken et al., 2008). However, during the past century they experienced 
massive destruction from natural disturbances, including cyclones and other 
storms, lightning, tsunami and floods, and human disturbances such as wood 
harvesting, trees felling, aquaculture and pollution. The estimated world’s 
original mangrove forest is less than half of what it once was (Spalding et al., 
2010), primarily due to human disturbance (Field et al., 1999). 
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As a pristine habitat, mangroves are generally considered well-structured 
ecosystems inhabited by species representing a wide range of ecological 
strategies, but when this habitat is disturbed, a deviation from balanced 
conditions and pronounced changes in the ecosystem usually may occur. A 
variety of human disturbances, notably clearing of mangrove for agriculture, 
aquaculture, and urban and coastal development (Alongi, 2002; Giri et al., 
2008), can devastate and profoundly affect mangroves, by changing the 
average environmental conditions and eventually altering the associated faunal 
and floral communities. Consequently, they reduce mangrove habitat 
complexity (Dye, 2006) and diminish their values as a provider of a number of 
ecosystem services, such as feeding and nursery habitats for benthic 
invertebrates and fish, maintaining biodiversity, carbon export/sequestration, 
recycling nutrients, filtering pollutants, and assimilating waste (Barbier et al., 
2011; Lee et al., 2014). 

Meiofauna represent an important component of the benthic ecosystem. They 
play an important role in ecosystem processes, by stimulating organic matter 
degradation and nutrients recycling (Austen, 2004), and by linking the smaller 
(e.g. bacteria) and larger organisms (e.g. macrofauna) in the marine benthic 
food web (Moens et al., 2005; Danovaro et al., 2007; Giere, 2009). Their unique 
characteristics, being small in size, highly diverse, with high turnover rates, and 
the absence of larval dispersion (Heip et al., 1985; Higgins & Thiel, 1988) 
allowed for their use as biological indicator of anthropogenic disturbance (Heip 
et al., 1988; Warwick, 1988; Moreno et al., 2008a). Nematodes in particular are 
more sensitive and able to respond rapidly to disturbances of varied nature, 
frequency and quantity (Schratzberger & Warwick, 1998; 1999) making them a 
useful tool to detect changes in marine sediments. They have been used as an 
early indicator of the changing in environmental conditions, reflecting the 
effects created by natural or anthropogenic disturbance (e.g. Schratzberger et 
al., 2004; Steyaert et al., 2007; Moreno et al., 2008b; Liu et al., 2011) and to 
assess the overall system quality (e.g. Marin et al. 2008; Moreno et al., 2011, 
Alves et al., 2013, Semprucci et al., 2013).  

In addition to a number of taxonomic and trait-based indices, such as 
taxonomic diversity, maturity index and trophic diversity (e.g. Bongers et al., 
1991; Heip et al., 1985), non-taxonomic approaches, such as the comparison of 
abundance-biomass curves (ABC) and biomass spectra (BS) were developed to 
study the structural and functional biological response to changes in the 
environment (Schwinghamer, 1981; Warwick, 1986; Warwick et al., 1987). The 
latter have especially been presented as advantageous over other methods and 
are widely used to describe the structure of marine ecosystems. Biomass 
spectrum were investigated including all benthic size classes (Schwinghamer, 
1981; Warwick, 1984; Drgas et al., 1998), or exclusively within the meio- or 
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macrofauna, or even on selected taxa such as nematodes (Vanreusel et al., 
1995b; Vanaverbeke et al., 2003). In addition, many authors have tested 
whether or not BS of benthic communities comprising all sizes from bacteria to 
macrofauna conformed to a bimodal pattern (Schwinghamer, 1981; Warwick, 
1984; Drgas et al., 1998; Duplisea, 2000), and to what extent a bimodal 
distribution pattern can be explained by abiotic factors such as sediment grain 
size (Duplisea & Drgas, 1999; Duplisea, 2000; Leaper et al., 2001). Biomass 
spectra are highly recommended for monitoring changes in ecosystems 
particularly because of their relation to metabolism and energy transfer 
through the community and because of their relative simplicity (Turnbull et al., 
2014). According to Vanaverbeke et al. (2003), nematode biomass spectra 
(NBS) is a valuable tool to assess functional changes in nematode communities 
as a result of a changing environment, since this is less time consuming and can 
be performed by non-specialists. 

The ABC method is based on the comparison of abundance and biomass 
distributions of the present species within a size category or taxon in a sample 
(Warwick, 1986; Warwick et al., 1987) and may illustrate the differential 
performance of those distributions in response to specific environmental 
conditions (Warwick, 1986; McManus & Pauly, 1990; Meire & Dereu, 1990; 
Warwick & Clarke, 2001). Therefore, this method may allow identifying to what 
extent communities are affected by disturbances. With increasing disturbance, 
it is expected that slow-growing species cannot cope with the change, while the 
system is increasingly dominated by r-selected species (fast-growing, small, 
opportunistic). Consequently, the biomass curve will be lower than the 
abundance curve. An advantage of the method is that it does not require a 
spatial or temporal control against which to compare the index (Clarke & 
Warwick, 2001). 

Despite the potential ecological importance of Sudanese mangroves, they face 
a number of threats including, but not limited to, mangrove clearing. In 
addition to the limited information on their ecology, there is a lack of 
understanding on how specific activities such as clearing can impact specific 
components of these ecosystems. By relating nematode biomass structure, and 
environmental variables at three different coastal habitats, including an intact 
and a cleared mangrove, and a bare sand flat, valuable information on the 
conditions of at least part of the benthic ecosystem regarding disturbance may 
be drawn.  

The specific aims of this study were to: (i) compare  the patterns of nematode 
biomass, NBS and ABC curves in three different habitats along the Sudanese 
coast; and (ii) evaluate the relationships between environmental properties 
and patterns in nematode biomass. The resulting assessment may be useful for 
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detecting the ecological change using nematode biomass as a descriptor of 
anthropogenic disturbance (including clearance) on mangrove ecosystems. 

5.2. Material and Methods 

5.2.1.  Study Site 

The study was performed at the southern part of the Sudanese coastal line. The 
area is characterized by a semi-arid climate with a mean daily temperature of 
29 °C in winter and 42 °C in summer. Annual rainfall averages 164 mm. Tides in 
the area are unusually small with a mean spring tide of 0.1 m. The seasonal 
variation in water levels is up to 0.5-1 m higher, as a result from intense rainfall 
during winter months (Musa, 1991). Three sites representing varying degrees of 
mangrove clearance were sampled for nematodes at 3 water levels (Fig. 5.1a). 
The granulometric properties of the sediment measured in all sites and water 
levels are shown in Chapter 2, Table 3.1. and discussed in detail in Sabeel et al. 
(2014). Site 1 is a bare sand flat, characterized by a high sand content (57-80%), 
larger median grain size (87-122 µm), and moderately to very poorly sorted 
sediments. Site 2 is recently cleared from mangrove trees (3-5 years before 
sampling event). The sediment has a sand content of 12-77%, a median grain 
size between 19-138 µm, and poorly to very poorly sorted sediments. Site 3 is 
an intact mangrove, with Avicennia marina stands. It has a high mud content 
(37-82%), a finer median grain size (23-125 µm), and very poorly sorted 
sediments. Distance between site 1 and 2 is about 1.2 km, while the distance 
between site 2 and 3 is about 26 km. To include the spatial variation within 
sites related to seasonal water levels, three stations corresponding to these 
water levels were established at each site (Fig. 5.1b). These stations were 
referred to as: (i) high-water (HW), which is just below the water line mark 
during the winter high-water level; (ii) mid-water (MW) without mangrove 
stand in the bare sand flat habitat, with remnants of mangrove trunks in the 
cleared mangrove habitat, and with mangrove stands in the intact mangrove 
habitat; and (iii) low-water (LW), which is just above the water line mark at 
summer low water level. The width of each zone from high to low water was 
about 40 m, 45 m and 15 m, respectively. (Figure 1b). Sites were chosen based 
on their topographic similarity to facilitate the comparison between sites. 

5.2.2. Sampling and sample processing 

In each water level at each site, a maximum of three sediment samples to a 
depth of 5 cm were collected using cylindrical hand corers (5.64 cm Ø, 25 cm² 
surface area). The complete sediment columns were immediately fixed in 4% 
neutral formaldehyde filtered seawater solution. Nematodes were extracted 
from the sediment by centrifugation with Ludox (Heip et al., 1985). All 
nematodes retained by a 32 µm sieve were stained with Rose Bengal of 1% 
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concentration. At each water level 3 additional core samples coupled with the 
samples of nematodes were taken for sediment properties. Detailed 
description of the collection and the analysis procedures of the environmental 
data are presented in Sabeel et al. (2014) (Chapter 3).  

 

Figure 5.1. (a) Location of the three sampling sites (S1: bare sand flat, S2: 
cleared mangrove, S3: intact mangrove) at the Sudanese Red Sea coast, and 
(b) Profile of transect with sampling stations (H: high-water, M: mid-water, L: 
low-water). along the seasonal water level gradient (From Sabeel et al., 2014) 

Nematodes were sorted and identified to genus level at high magnification 
under a binocular stereomicroscope (Leica DLMB, magnification 100x) and a 
compound microscope (1000 × magnification) using the pictorial key to 
nematode genera (Warwick et al., 1998), and the NeMys online identification 
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key (Vanaverbeke et al., 2015). The abundance of nematodes was determined 
by counting all nematodes in each sample and converted to abundances per 10 
cm². Nematode dry biomass (dwt) was calculated by measuring the maximum 
length (L), excluding the filiform tails, and the maximal body width (W) of 
nematodes using an image analyser (Leica DMR compound microscope and 
Leica LAS 3.3 imaging software). Individual biomass was then calculated using 
Andrassy’s formula for body mass (Andrássy, 1956) with the adaptation of 
Feller & Warwick (1988) assuming a dry to wet weight ratio (r) of 0.25 and 
specific gravity (sgr) of 1.13. 

 

Nematode total biomass for each water level was then calculated as the 
product of averaged individual genus biomass, and the total number of 
nematodes per sample, and their corresponding average abundances.  

In addition, all individuals were assigned after Wieser (1953) to one of the four 
trophic groups, selective deposit feeders (1A), non-selective deposit feeders 
(1B), epistrate (diatom) feeders (2A), and predators/omnivores (2B); and placed 
on a c-p scale ranging from 2 (originally 1) for “colonisers” to 5 for “persisters” 
(Bongers, 1990; Bongers et al., 1991; 1995). 

5.2.3. Construction of nematode biomass spectra (NBS) 

The biomass size spectra (NBS) were constructed using log2 grouping of 
nematode dry weight (µg) on the x-axis and the total dry weight biomass (µg) 
per size class on the y-axis. Each log2 size class represents the sum of the dry 
weight of all organisms within that class, e.g. size class 0 represents the sum of 
the biomass of all organisms in the dry weight range ≥20 to <21, which means a 
biomass ≥ 1 to < 2 µg (Vanaverbeke et al., 2003). The NBS were constructed 
after pooling biomass measurements of all replicates for each water level 
station. 

5.2.4.  Construction of the abundance/biomass comparison plots (ABC) 

The ABC plots were constructed for each water level (after pooling replicates) 
as proposed by Warwick (1986). This method involves the plotting of separate 
k-dominance curves for species abundances and species biomasses on the 
same graph and making a comparison of the forms of these curves. The species 
are ranked in order of importance in terms of abundance or biomass on a 
logarithmic scale (x-axis) against percentage dominance on a cumulative scale 
(y-axis). The relative position of these curves has been suggested as a measure 
of the degree of disturbance. In an undisturbed environment, the biomass 
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curve overlies the abundance curve for its entire length as an indication of the 
dominance of a few large species (K-selected species). In a disturbed 
environment, the abundance curve overlies the biomass curve as a result of 
numerical dominance of a few species with small body sizes (r-selected 
species). The degree and direction of the separation of these curves, which is 
represented by the area between the two curves is given by the W-statistic 
(Clarke, 1990) and expressed as: 

 

Where Bi is the relative biomass of the ith-species, Ai is the relative abundance 
of the ith-species, and S is the number of species. The W-statistic can show 
values in the range of -1 to 1 with W close to 1 for undisturbed conditions. It 
points to equal abundances across species while the biomass is dominated by 
K-selected species. Therefore, the biomass curve lies above the abundance 
curve. When W is close to -1, mainly k-selected species declined, whereas 
smaller r-selected species became dominant, both numerically and in terms of 
biomass. Therefore, the biomass curve lies below the abundance curve 
suggesting a more disturbed community. The W values close to zero are 
considered to characterize a moderately disturbed community. 

5.2.5. Data analyses 

To investigate the differences in nematode biomass (mean individual and total) 
and composition (using biomass values per taxonomic group) between sites 
and water levels, non-parametric univariate and multivariate permutational 
ANOVA analyses were performed based on a two-way crossed design (factor 
“site” (3 levels, fixed) and the factor “water level” (3 levels, fixed)). Euclidean 
distance based resemblance matrices on untransformed nematode biomass 
data were used for univariate analysis, and Bray-Curtis similarity resemblance 
matrices based on fourth root transformed biomass data were used for 
multivariate analysis. The patterns of dispersion (variability), by testing the null 
hypothesis of no effect of dispersions of samples on small scale (within sites) 
and large scale (among sites), were examined using a non-parametric 
multivariate dispersion test (PERMDISP; Anderson, 2008) based on the Bray–
Curtis similarity measure on the fourth-root transformed data. The test 
revealed no dispersion effect in the factor site (F = 3.4509, P = 0.0896) and the 
interaction factor (site × station; F =19.173, P =0.0695). However, significant 
differences in dispersion for the factor station were detected with greater 
variability in nematode assemblages observed between the mid- and the low-
water stations. Thus, the null hypothesis of the homogeneity of dispersions was 
retained only for the factors site and interaction (site × station). When 
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significant effects were detected by PERMANOVA (P < 0.05) for these factors, 
differences between levels within groups were identified comparing all possible 
pair combinations (i.e. post-hoc pair wise comparisons). Multidimensional 
scaling plots (MDS) derived from Bray-Curtis similarity matrices on transformed 
biomass data were used to visualize the differences in the structure of 
nematode assemblages following the procedure described by Clarke and 
Warwick (1994). All the above mentioned analyses were performed using 
software package PRIMER 6+ PERMANOVA (Anderson, 2005; Anderson et al., 
2008). To test for significant differences in the distribution of NBS in each of the 
water levels at each site, a Chi-square (χ²) goodness-of-fit test was computed in 
STATISTICA (StatSoft Inc., 2004).  

The relationship between environmental variables (namely: silt, median grain 
size, sediment sorting, TN, TOC, and CN) and nematode biomass (total, 
individual and composition) was tested using Distance-Based Linear Modeling 
(DISTLM) routines, based on sediment cores coupled with cores for nematode 
analysis. This test was performed using the software package PRIMER 6+ 
PERMANOVA (Anderson, 2005; Anderson et al., 2008). DISTLM models were 
constructed using a step-wise selection procedure and adjusted R² as a 
selection criterion to enable the fitting of the best explanatory environmental 
variables in the model.  

5.3. Results 

5.3.1. Nematode biomass  

Mean individual nematode biomass ranged between 0.34 µg dwt/10 cm² in the 
HW at the bare sand flat and 4.67 µg dwt/10 cm² in the HW at the intact 
mangrove, and the total nematode biomass ranged from 2.16 to 66.13 µg 
dwt/10 cm² (Table 5.1). Results revealed significant differences in mean 
individual biomass for the interaction factor between sites and water levels, 
with higher values in the MW of the intact mangrove than in the cleared 
mangrove and the bare sand flat (PERMANOVA, P < 0.05; Table 5.2). Mean total 
nematode biomass was only significantly different between sites (PERMANOVA, P 
< 0.01; Table 5.2), with higher biomass values noted in the intact and cleared 
mangroves compared to the bare sand flat (PERMANOVA, P < 0.05; Table 5.2). 



 

 

Table 5.1. Total biomass (µg dwt/10cm²) per nematode genus, c-p values (Bongers,1990) and feeding groups (Wieser, 1953) assignments for all nematode genera 
averaged per station (HW: high water, MW: mid water, LW: low water) at the three sampling sites. 

Family Genus c-p values 
Feeding 
group 

Bare sand flat Cleared mangrove Intact mangrove 

HW MW LW HW MW LW HW MW LW 

Aegialoalaimidae Aegialoalaimus 4 1A 0 0 0 0 0 0.25 0 0 0 
Axonolaimidae Axonolaimus 2 1B 0 0 0 1.3 0 0 0 0 0 
Camacolaimidae Onchium 3 2A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3.65 

Procamacolaimus 3 2A 0 0 0 0.02 0.02 0.02 0 0 0 
Chromadoridae Chromadora 3 2A 0 0 0.17 0 0.4 0 0 0 0 

Chromodorina 3 2A 0 0 0.17 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Spilophorella 2 2A 0 0 0.16 0.49 1.3 5.52 0 0 0 

Cyatholaimidae Paracyatholaimus 2 2A 0 4.25 0 0 2.06 0 0 8.05 0 
Desmodoridae Desmodora 2 2A 0 0 0 0 7.15 6.98 0 0.82 1.96 

Molgolaimus 3 2A 0 0 0 0 0 0.19 0 0 0 
Metachromodora 2 2A 0 0 0 0.43 0 0 7.56 0 0 

Draconematidae Draconema 3 1A 0 0 0 0 0.22 0 0 0 0 
Ethmolaimidae Ethmolaimus 3 2A 0 0.13 0.43 27.48 2.15 0 5.34 0.2 0 
Epsilonematidae Epsilonema 3 1A 0 0 0 0 0 0.57 0 0 0 
Haliplectidae Haliplectus 2 1A 0 0 0 0 0 0 3.5 0.49 1.89 
Irononidae Dolicholaimus 4 2B 0 0 0 0 0 0.23 0 0 0 

Syringolaimus 2 2B 0.97 1.37 0.9 0 0 0 0.53 0.74 0 
Leptolaimidae Leptolaimus 3 1A 0 0 0 0.7 0 0.37 0 0 0 
Linhomoeidae Terschellingia 2 1A 0 0.07 0.07 0 0 0 2.38 0.61 3.21 

Metalinhomoeus 3 1B 0 0.1 0 0 0.39 0.69 0 0 0 
Spirina 4 2A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 29.73 

Microlaimidae Microlaimus 2 2A 0 0 0 0 0.81 1.43 0.3 0.04 0 
Bolbolaimus 3 2A 0 0 0 0 0 0.89 0.69 0.03 0 

Monhysteridae Monhysterilla 2 1B 0 1.07 0.07 0.34 0.02 0.22 0.79 0.14 0 
Oncholaimidae Viscosia 3 2B 0 0 2.91 0 0 5.4 13.36 4.39 3.33 

Prooncholaimus 2 2B 0 0 0 0 3.05 0 0 0 0 
Oncholaimus 4 2B 0 0 12.33 16.01 0 0 0 12.98 8.65 

Oxystominidae Oxystomina 4 1A 0 0 0 0 0 0.16 0 0 0 
Halalaimus 4 1A 0 0 0 0 0 0.1 0 0 0 

Selachinematidae Synonchium 3 2B 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.79 0 0 
Sphaerolaimidae Sphaerolaimus 3 2B 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.06 9.9 0 
Xyalidae Daptonema 2 1B 1.12 1.73 1.7 16.13 24.11 14.52 8.71 3.2 4.31 

Theristus 2 1B 0.07 0.3 0.57 2.86 1.59 0.84 1.51 0.35 0 
Stylotheristus 2 1B 0 0 0 0.37 0 0 0 0 2.37 
Paramonhystera 2 1B 0 0 0 0 0 0.15 0.12 0 0 

Average individual biomass per station 0.34 1.32 2.63 1.59 1.20 1.54 2.91 4.67 1.56 
Average total biomass per station  2.16 9.03 19.48 66.13 43.06 38.53 45.62 41.94 59.09 
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Table 5.2. PERMANOVA results for mean individual biomass, mean total nematode biomass, and assemblage composition based on biomass data 
measured in different water levels (HW: high-water, MW: mid-water, LW: low-water) at the sampled sites (BSF: bare sand flat, CM: cleared 
mangrove, IM: intact mangrove). The P-values obtained by permutation and significant values are indicated in bold italic. 

Nematode 
characteristic 

PERMANOVA main test PAIR-WISE TESTS 

Source df SS MS 
Pseudo-

F 
P(perm) Site/water level 

P(per
m) 

Average 
individual 
biomass 

Site 2 12.1 6.0 5.6 0.0158 IM>CM, BSF  ≤0.05 
Station 2 2.2 1.1 1.0 0.3868 NS   
Sitexstatio
n 

4 13.9 3.5 3.2 0.0478 H NS  
M IM>CM, BSF <0.05 
L NS  

Total biomass Site 2 6563.1 3281.6 9.0 0.004 CM,IM>BSF  <0.05 
Station 2 237.62 118.8 0.3 0.7265 NS   
sitexstatio
n 

4 1695.1 423.8 11.7 0.3672 NS   

Community 
composition 

Site 2 16582.0 8290.9 20.5 0.0001 IM≠CM≠BSF  
≤0,00
1 

Station 2 10503.0 5251.7 13.0 0.0001 
HW≠MW≠L
W 

 
≤0,00
1 

sitexstatio
n 

4 11622.0 2905.5 71.901 0.0001 H IM≠CM≠BSF <0.01 
M IM≠CM≠BSF <0.05 
L IM≠CM≠BSF <0.05 
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Significant spatial differences in nematode composition based on  biomass per 
genus were detected for the interaction between sites and water level 
(PERMANOVA, P =0.0001; Table 5.2). A clear spatial segregation of the three sites 
with also a clear shift in community composition for different water levels were 
observed (Fig. 5.2).  

 
Figure 5.2. Non-metric multidimensional scaling (MDS) ordination of square root 
transformed nematode biomass data from different water levels as indicated by 
symbols (filled triangle: high-water, filled circle: mid-water, open triangle: low-
water) at different sites (BSF: bare sand flat, CM: cleared mangrove, IM: intact 
mangrove). The continuous and dotted lines represent similarity at 60 and 80%, 
respectively. 

5.3.2. Relationship between nematode biomass and environmental 
variables 

The best fitted models, based on environmental variables that explain the 
individual and total biomass per station, as well as the community composition 
based on biomass data are shown in Table 5.3. Result from marginal DISTLM 
test showed that individual and total nematode biomass were explained by 
clay, silt and sand content contributing between 24.4% and 29.1% (P < 0.05). All 
tested environmental variables, except median grain size (MGS), contributed 
individually to the total variation in nematode composition by explaining 
between 7.4% and 14.8% each (P < 0.05). 

The sequential DISTLM test indicated that part of the variation in mean 
individual biomass could be explained by silt content (29.18%, P < 0.01). Silt and 
median grain size contributed significantly to the variation in mean total 
biomass by 25.95 % and 21.62%, respectively (P < 0.05). The variation in 
nematode composition based on biomass was explained by sediment sorting 
(14.76 %, P < 0.001), C/N (12.28 %, P < 0.01), and median grain size (10.60 %, P 
< 0.01).  



 

 

Table 5.3. Results of Distance-based linear modeling (DISTLM) testing for relationships between selected sediment characteristics (MGS: median 
grain size, Sort: sediment sorting, TOC: total organic carbon content, C/N: total carbon-nitrogen ratio) and nematode community attributes patterns 
in marginal tests (variation explained by single variables) and in sequential tests (variation explained by adding new variable each time to get the 
optimum fit criterion) using the stepwise selection procedure: on the basis of the adjusted R² selection criterion (significant P values in bold italic). 

Nematode 
characteristic 

MARGINAL TESTS SEQUENTIAL TESTS 

Variable 
SS 

(trace) 
Pseudo- 

F 
P 

Proporti
on (%) 

Variable 
Adjusted 

R² 
SS 

(trace) 
Pseudo-F P 

Propo
rtion 
(%) 

Cumulati
ve (%) 

Average 
individual 
biomass 

Clay 10.87 7.12 0.0136 26.24 +Silt 0.26 12.09 8.2392 0.0063 29.18 29.18 
Silt 12.09 8.24 0.0083 29.18 +MGS 0.31 3.54 2.6073 0.1206 8.55 37.72 
Sand 12.07 8.22 0.0071 29.13        
MGS 6.81 3.93 0.0636 16.43        
Sort 2.87 1.49 0.2432 6.92        
% TOC 0.44 0.21 0.6754 1.05 

       
C/N 0.00 0.00 0.9966 0.00 

       

Total biomass Clay 3233.30 6.48 0.0193 24.48 +Silt 0.22 3427.40 7.0096 0.0161 25.95 25.95 
Silt 3427.40 7.01 0.0151 25.95 +MGS 0.42 2855.30 7.8352 0.0096 21.62 47.57 

Sand 3458.00 7.09 0.0177 26.18 +C/N 0.44 571.84 1.6205 0.2227 4.33 51.90 

MGS 1324.50 2.23 0.1531 10.03        
Sort 1503.90 2.57 0.1229 11.39        
% TOC 753.31 1.21 0.2993 5.70 

       
C/N 425.32 0.67 0.4341 3.22 

       

Community 
composition  

Clay 5391.10 2.20 0.0281 9.93 +sort 0.10 8015.50 3.4631 0.0004 14.76  14.76 
Silt 5588.90 2.29 0.0183 10.29 +C/N 0.19 6667.10 3.197 0.0035 12.28 27.04 
Sand 5599.60 2.30 0.0217 10.31 + MGS 0.27 5758.10 3.0605 0.0054 10.60 37.64 
MGS 4034.50 1.61 0.1182 7.43 +Silt 0.30 3224.00 1.7887 0.0955 5.94 43.58 

Sort 8015.50 3.46 0.0005 14.76 +TOC 0.33 3037.50 1.7606 0.1004 5.59 49.17 

% TOC 7103.90 3.01 0.0047 13.08 
       

C/N 6942.80 2.93 0.0025 12.79 
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5.3.3. Nematode biomass spectra (NBS) 

NBS for the different water levels in each site are shown in Figure 5.3. Water 
levels and sites differed in shape and modi of the NBS. The bare sand flat and 
intact mangrove showed mainly a unimodal distribution, while CM showed a 
bimodal distribution of NBS at all water levels. In the HW, the bare sand flat 
showed a very low biomass without any noticeable peak, while in the intact 
mangrove the spectrum peaked at class -3 with a total biomass of 25.06 µg 
dwt. In the MW and LW stations, the bare sand flat showed an abrupt increase 
in biomass, which peaked at class 0 with a total biomass of 11.44 µg dwt and 
8.80 µg dwt, respectively; whereas at the intact mangrove, the spectra peaked 
at class -1 with a total biomass of 7.71 µg dwt and 20.88 µg dwt, respectively. 
At the cleared mangrove, biomass in the HW and MW peaked at -3 with a total 
biomass of 16.23 µg dwt and 12.83 µg dwt, respectively, while in the LW the 
spectrum peaked at class -2 with a total biomass of 10.58 µg dwt. After these 
initial peaks, biomass in the cleared mangrove dropped rapidly each time, but 
showed also a second peak at size class 2 for the HW with a total biomass of 
5.24 µg dwt, and at size class 0 for the MW and LW with a total biomass of 7.64 
and 16.39 µg dwt, respectively. Results from the chi-square test indicated 
significant differences in size class distribution between sites, except for the 
HW at the cleared and the intact mangroves, and within sites except between 
the HW and both MW and LW levels at the bare sand flat, and between the 
MW and both HW and LW levels at the cleared mangrove (P < 0.01, Table 5.4). 
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Figure 5.3. Nematode biomass size spectra of different water level 
stations at different sites: The continuous lines represent the bare sand 
flat, the dotted lines represent the cleared mangrove and the dashed 
lines represent the intact mangrove. 
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Table 5.4. Results from Chi-square for the differences in nematode biomass size classes 
between water level station (HW: high-water, MW: mid-water, LW: Low-water) and 
sites(BSF: bare sand flat, CM: cleared mangrove, IM: intact mangrove). df indicates 
thedegrees of freedom and P indicates the P-values, significant P-values are indicated in 
bold italic 

Comparison Chi-Square Df P 

Site High-water BSF, CM 1082.51 10 0.0001 

BSF, IM 2512.56 10 0.0001 

CM, IM 11.62 10 0.3112 

Mid-water BSF, CM 1013.55 10 0.0001 

BSF, IM 138.35 10 0.0001 

CM, IM 25.73 10 0.0041 

Low-water BSF, CM 217.98 9 0.0001 

BSF, IM 151.75 9 0.0001 

CM, IM 41.01 10 0.0001 

Water Level  Bare sand flat HW, MW 1.02 10 0.9998 

HW, LW 16.58 9 0.0557 

MW, LW 29.31 9 0.0002 

Cleared mangrove HW, MW 13.89 10 0.178 

HW, LW 76.49 10 0.0001 

MW, LW 40.14  10 11.555 

Intact mangrove HW, MW 33.57 10 0.0002 

HW, LW 283.76 10 0.0001 

MW, LW 99.81 10 0.0001 

5.3.4. Nematode abundance biomass curve (ABC)  

ABC curves obtained for all stations at all sites, together with the associated W 
values are presented in Figure 5.4. All water levels, except for HW at the 
cleared mangrove, showed a more even distribution of abundance than of 
biomass as indicated by the positive W values. According to the model, the HW 
station at the cleared mangrove is classified as grossly disturbed due to a 
negative W value, resulting from the fact that the abundance curve is lying 
largely above the biomass curve and that both curves are crossing. The LW 
station at the bare sand flat and both the HW and MW stations at the intact 
mangrove can be classified as undisturbed based on the fact that the biomass 
curve always lies above the abundance curve resulting in higher W values. The 
remaining stations are classified as moderately disturbed, as reflected by the 
low, but still positive values and by the coinciding biomass and abundance 
curves. 
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Figure 5.4. ABC curves and W values obtained for each water level (HW: high-water, MW: 
mid-water, LW: low-water) at each sampling site (BSF: bare sand flat, CM: cleared 
mangrove, IM: intact mangrove). Lines with filled diamonds represent abundance; lines 
with open circles represent biomass. 

5.4. Discussion 

The results of the different analyses clearly demonstrate the high variability 
between sites with regard to both univariate and multivariate comparisons of 
nematode biomass indicating the distinct nematode assemblages inhabiting 
these sites. Total and individual biomass, and also nematode biomass spectra 
significantly differed between sites, whereas ABC curves showed different 
patterns. Also the analysis of the sediment characteristics (Sabeel et al., 2014) 
indicated a clear spatial heterogeneity between sites but also between the 
stations for each site. Both the intact and cleared mangroves showed an 
elevated individual and total biomass as compared to the bare sand flat. It is 
well known that nematode biomass is largely a function of food availability and 
physical properties of the sediment (e.g. Schwinghamer, 1983; Udalov et al., 
2005; Schratzberger et al., 2008). In our study, the variation in the total and 
individual biomass can be explained by the different content of silt and median 
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grain size as shown by the results from the DISTLM analysis. Total biomass 
increases with increasing percentage of silt, in agreement with Quang et al. 
(2014), while the individual biomass was lower in the sediment with higher 
percentage of sand, as reported by Tita et al. (1999). On the other hand, the 
variation in nematode composition is mainly attributed to the spatial variation 
in sediment sorting, grain size and C/N. Sediment grain size is a primary factor 
for determining nematode genera composition by affecting the burrowing and 
the interstitial behavior of organisms directly or indirectly, but also by affecting 
the sediment related environmental characteristics such as quality of organic 
matter, which may also play an important role in the functional structure of 
nematode assemblages (Schratzberger et al., 2007). In general, the fauna 
burrows in sediments with a mean particle size of <125 µm, whereas sediment 
with larger grain sizes tend to be dominated by interstitial fauna (Coull, 1999).  

The IM and the BSF in general showed single NBS peaks, while the CM showed 
a bimodal spectrum with a shift towards smaller and larger size classes, 
especially compared to the intact mangrove. The presence of a relatively high 
unimodal spectrum in the MW and HW at the bare sand flat, despite the lower 
biomass values, indicates that the community is dominated by few size classes, 
in comparison to the intact mangrove spectrum shape which was more gradual, 
suggesting a better distributed community among the various size classes. The 
cleared mangrove showed a bimodal distribution of the NBS indicating the 
presence of both small and large bodied specimens. Many authors have 
attempted to interpret the variation in nematode body size in relation to grain 
size distribution, especially in terms of interstitial space, and nematode life 
style (e.g. Schwinghamer, 1981; Heip et al., 1985; Giere, 1993; Tita et al.; 1999; 
Udalov et al., 2005). In general, large nematodes dominate silty anoxic 
sediments, while in sandy sediments with large interstitial space smaller 
nematodes prevail, although also long and slender nematodes inhabit these 
coarse sediments. This interpretation may partly explain the pattern noted in 
the HW and LW at the bare sand flat, where sediments are coarser compared 
to the sediments in the other sites. However, this did not fully conform to the 
pattern noted in the other sites, especially at the cleared mangrove, implying 
that the change in size spectrum seems not equivocally related to sediment 
composition (e.g. Duplisea & Drgas, 1999; Duplisea, 2000; Leaper et al., 2001) 
and may interrelate with other biogeochemical conditions of the sediments, 
such as oxygen availability, organic load and its quality, which are extremely 
critical and only indirectly related to granulometry, suggesting that the 
variation in the size spectra is mainly attributed to the functional adaptation of 
nematodes to the changing environmental conditions (Vanaverbeke et al., 
2003). 
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The bimodal distribution of the NBS in the cleared mangrove, where fine sand 
sediments with significant portions of silt are dominant as compared to other 
habitats, resulted from the presence of few larger omnivores/predators 
(Oncholaimus, Prooncholaimus, Viscosia) and epigrowth feeders (e.g. 
Desmodora), the higher proportional abundances of a small-bodied non-
selective deposit feeder (Daptonema), and a lower abundance of the selective 
deposit feeders, mainly Terschellingia and Haliplectus, which belong to size 
class -3. The alteration in nematode community composition can be attributed 
to changes in sediment characteristics as a result of mangrove removal. 
However, it is difficult to relate these changes to a single factor. While Williams 
(1972) relates the distribution of nematode species directly to pore-space, 
more recent studies suggest that the shift in size class is more likely the 
response of organisms to other sediment-related chemical and physical factors 
such as oxygen concentration (Snelgrove & Butman 1994; Steyaert et al. 2007), 
abundance of microalgal biomass (Schwinghamer, 1983) and sediment 
disturbance (Vanaverbeke et al., 2003). Since the cleared mangroves showed 
the presence of opportunistic nematodes species, such as Daptonema, which is 
considered as colonizers i.e. individuals that show rapid growth, and early 
reproduction (Vanaverbeke et al., 2003), but also large sized 
omnivores/scavengers resulting in a bimodal size spectrum, this may point to 
consequence of disturbance resulting from mangrove clearance. However, 
further experimental evidence is required. 

According to the ABC method, the cleared mangrove was moderately to highly 
disturbed from LW to HW. This is in contrast to the intact mangrove which was 
only moderately disturbed at the LW station, while the bare sand flat was 
moderately disturbed at the HW and MW stations. The ABC method is based on 
the assumption that increasing disturbance shifts communities from a 
dominance by large bodied species with low turnover rates toward dominance 
by small-bodied species with high turnover rates, the so called opportunistic or 
r-strategist species, represented by a large numbers of individuals. This appears 
to be confirmed in this study, as a shift in composition of life-history strategy 
towards the dominance of smaller nematodes (colonizers and intermediate 
with c-p 2 and 3) was observed in the cleared mangrove as compared to the 
intact mangrove, possibly pointing to a higher stress level. The increase in 
number of colonizers (opportunistic genera) was more pronounced in the 
cleared mangrove and is probably associated with the increase in the 
availability of high quality food, pointing to the higher levels of algal growth 
(pers. obser.) most likely as a result of mangrove clearance which allows for 
greater light penetration in the cleared than in the intact mangrove (Granek & 
Ruttenberg, 2008).  

 

5 
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5.5. Conclusion 

Our results indicate clear spatial variability in biomass, biomass size spectrum 
and abundance-biomass curves of nematode assemblages at different sites. 
The cleared mangrove showed a bimodal mode of NBS distribution, and was 
classified as moderately to grossly disturbed based on the ABC conditions as 
compared to the intact mangrove. Nematode biomass and size spectra seem 
strongly influenced by sediment characteristics such as grain size composition 
suggesting that the differences in nematode community parameters resulted 
from changing sediment conditions following clearing. The graphical 
representation of nematode assemblage biomass size spectra and the 
abundance biomass comparison method showed a promising tool for detecting 
the impact of clearance on mangrove and thus identifying its effect on the 
benthos
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Chapter 6 

General Discussion 

Introduction 

The ecological role of Sudanese mangrove has been acknowledged by several 
authors since mid of the 20th century (e.g. Andrews, 1950; Kassas, 1957; 
Zahran, 1965; Kassas & Zahran, 1967; Mohammed, 1984). Nevertheless, these 
mangroves face a number of natural and anthropogenic threats that interfer 
with their ecological functions. Among these threats, mangrove clear cutting 
and removal has the most devastating effect on both the mangroves and the 
adjacent coastal habitats. The development of management strategies in 
response to the public opposition to mangrove conservation is, however, 
hindered by the lack of supportive scientific data that highlight the physical and 
the ecological consequences of their removal. The increase of the local human 
populations and the ongoing coastal development in  the proximity of 
mangroves will inevitably further increase their loss if no immediate action is 
taken. This study aimed to investigate the temporal distribution of mangroves 
along the Sudanese coast and assess their importance as a habitat provider for 
benthic faunal communities. The following sections outline and integrate the 
key findings from each chapter discussed within the context of this  PhD thesis. 

6.1. Mangrove benthic fauna  

Mangrove macrofauna and meiofauna are important components of mangrove 
ecosystems because of the important role they play in recycling nutrients and 
preserving the energy in the form of carbon and nitrogen mainly through 
breaking down leaf litter (Nordhaus et al., 2009). The burrowing activities of 
macrofauna enhance the sediment properties and biochemical processes by 
increasing the porosity and water flow through the sediment, assisting in 
flushing toxic substances, and promoting nutrient recycling (e.g. Kristensen et 
al., 2008). Meiofauna, on the other hand, are the most abundant fauna in 
mangrove sediments, and are also suggested to play an important role in litter 
degradation and thus in nutrient recycling. Furthermore, studies suggest that 
some taxa are part of  the diet of commercially important fish (Coull et al., 
1995) and crustaceans (Dittel et al., 1997). To our knowledge, there are no 
adequate studies that have been undertaken on the benthic assemblages and 
species of mangrove forests in Sudan. Here, benthic macro-and meiofauna, 
with special reference to nematodes, were studied in three different habitats 
representing a vegetated site (intact mangrove) and two non-vegetated sites 
(bare sand flat and cleared mangrove) along the Sudanese coast.  
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The initial aim of the study was to investigate the impact of mangrove 
clearance and the response of benthic communities to this disturbance. The 
ideal design to study such an impact is to apply a Before After Impact Control 
design (BACI), which was not possible to be implemented in our study because 
the clearance of the mangrove was not planned and took place about 5 years 
before sampling. Therefore, the sampling design adopted in this study was 
based on the after impact control design, which is limited by the lack of 
replication of the habitat type, in addition to temporal replication. Other 
factors than habitat type may be responsible for the observed differences 
between sites. Furthermore, mangrove clearance is a complex process that 
involves various stages of changes in physical characteristics of the sediment. In 
addition, it is not unusual for benthic communities to exhibit temporal variance 
in different locations, while temporal interactions among places are also not 
uncommon (Underwood, 1994). Therefore, the applied design is more 
subjective and only allows for highlighting the difference in sediment 
characteristics and benthic communities between the studied habitats since 
the sites were chosen for their similarity in topography. Considering the 
patchiness typical for mangrove sediments (Todd, 2001) the number of 
replicate samples taken (maximum 3 replicates) was rather small. Despite the 
aforementioned constrains and the limited logistics in the study area, this study 
can still provide a valuable insight into the variability of benthic communities 
between habitats as we identified a significant part of the local variation by 
sampling three stations per site. 

6.1.1. Global comparison of the habitats 

A global comparison of the vegetated and non-vegetated habitats in terms of 
benthic fauna characteristics, and therefore an integration of Chapter 3, 4 and 
5, is discussed below. Overall, the cleared mangrove had the highest faunal 
abundances for both meio- and macrofauna. The intact mangrove, on the other 
hand, had higher meiofaunal and nematode abundances, and similar 
macrofauna abundances as compared to the bare sand flat. Previous studies on 
abundances of mangrove macrofauna (Schrijvers et al., 1998; Dittmann, 2001; 
Alfaro, 2006) and meiofauna, particularly nematodes (Alongi, 1990), have 
reported assemblages with lower or similar densitiest than the adjacent 
habitats such as seagrass meadows and open sand/mudflats. However, higher 
meiofauna densities than usually found in mangrove (500 ind./10 cm²; Alongi, 
1989) have been recorded in some African tropical mangroves (e.g. Dye, 1983; 
Vanhove et al., 1992; O´lafsson, 1995; O´lafsson et al., 2000). The intact 
mangrove in Sudan encompasses a number of structurally and functionally 
distinct benthic assemblages and diverse phyla, as compared to the adjacent 
intertidal habitats, which is in agreement with other mangrove systems (Skov et 
al., 2002; Lee, 2008; Nagelkerken et al., 2008). In terms of the composition, the 
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intact mangrove was dominated by decapod crabs (macrofauna), copepods and 
nematodes (meiofauna), and more specifically the nematode genera 
Haliplectus (Haliplectidae), Terschellingia and Spirina (Linhomoeidae), and 
Daptonema (Xyalidae), which are in general associated with mangrove habitats. 
The cleared mangrove was dominatedby polychaetes (macrofauna) and the 
nematode genera Desmodora (Desmodoridae), Ethmolaimus (Ethmolaimidae), 
Microlaimus (Microlaimidae), Daptonema and Theristus (Xyalidae), while the 
bare sand flat was dominated by bivalves (macrofauna) and the nematode 
genera Monhystrella (Monhysteridae), and Syringolaimus (Irononidae). The 
structural diversity in the intact mangrove showed a more even distribution of 
the benthos, and a higher Shannon Wiener diversity (H’) and taxa/genera 
richness, except for macrofauna, compared to both other habitats. Most 
invertebrate groups within a given mangrove forest area are represented by 
only a few to ≤50 species (Alongi & Sasekumar, 1992) with the highest diversity 
most often found among the crustaceans (Kathiresan & Bingham, 2001). 
Studies on mangrove macrobenthos have generally reported assemblages with 
lower species richness than the adjacent coastal habitats such as open 
mud/sand flats. This may be explained by the trophic limitation of mangroves, 
being of poor nutritional quality, together with the physical environmental 
stresses which may have limited the proliferation of benthic species. The 
benthos is therefore dominated by larger populations of only a few species that 
are adapted to these limitations (Lee, 2008). In term of biomass, the intact 
mangrove had higher macrofaunal total biomass and nematode individual 
biomass, and similar total nematode biomass as compared to the cleared 
mangrove habitat (Chapter 3 and 5). The nematode biomass spectra (NBS) 
differed significantly between habitats and mainly demonstrated a unimodal 
distribution in the intact mangrove (at smaller size classes) and the bare sand 
flat (at bigger size classes), while a bimodal distribution of NBS was observed in 
the cleared mangrove (Chapter 5).  

Food webs have already been studied widely in several mangrove ecosystems, 
with respect to trophic biodiversity, community composition and dynamics, 
food chain length or predator-prey interactions (e.g. Sheaves & Molony, 2000; 
Lepoint et al., 2000; Abrantes & Sheaves, 2009). Stable isotope analysis has 
been used to study the incorporation of different carbon sources into benthic 
food webs in a variety of ecosystems, on the condition that there is a 
sufficiently large difference in the isotopic composition of the different primary 
carbon sources (Bouillon et al., 2004a). In our study, trophic diversity was 
assessed using different methods for macrofauna (stable isotope analysis and 
community wide metrics approach) and nematodes (feeding groups and index 
of trophic diversity). As compared to the non-vegetated habitats, the intact 
mangrove is characterized by the highest trophic diversity for macrofauna, as 
indicated by more trophic levels (higher range of δ15N), more basal resources 
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(higher range of δ13C) and more divergent feeding strategies (higher TA and CD) 
which are more equally divided over the different macrofaunal taxa (lower NDD 
and higher SDNDD) (Chapter 3). Nematodes in the intact mangrove had also 
more even proportions of the 4 trophic groups and thus higher trophic diversity 
(lower ITD). However, mangrove litter as such was far less important as a food 
source for both benthic communities. The range of values of δ13C and δ15N in 
the bare sand flat and cleared mangrove are smaller, indicating that 
macrofauna in both habitats are less diverse with lower trophic levels (2-3) as 
compared to the intact mangrove. When a variety of food sources are 
available, mangrove fauna shows a remarkable diversity in their resource 
utilization patterns of the different sources, with different faunal groups 
occupying each a different trophic niche (Bouillon et al., 2002b). On the other 
hand, the length of the food chain is determined by a number of factors such as 
ecosystem size and species richness, and can help to quantify trophic structure 
(Vander Zanden et al., 1999; Post et al., 2000; Vander Zanden & Fetzer, 2007). 
We identified 4 trophic levels in the intact mangrove, in agreement with 
Bouillon et al. (2002a) and Abrantes and Sheaves (2009), and 2 to 3 trophic 
levels in the cleared mangrove and the bare sand flat. 

Some of the differences in benthic communities between habitats were partly 
attributed to the variability in sediment characteristics. The differences in 
sediment characteristics between the intact and the cleared mangrove in 
particular, may have resulted from removal of mangrove trees. The intact 
mangrove had sediment that on average was predominated by a high mud 
content, finer particles, very poorly sorted sediment and was more enriched in 
terms of organic content as shown by the higher percentage of TOC; however, 
the organic matter is of low quality as the C/N ratio is very high. This was 
expected since the main source of organic matter in mangroves is the leaf litter 
which is a rich source of carbon while the nitrogen is nutritionally poor. The 
sediment of the bare sand flat on the other hand is characterized by a high 
sand content, coarse particle sizes, poorly sorted sediment and high quality of 
the organic matter present as indicated by the low C/N values, although of low 
quantity as indicated by the low TOC values. The cleared mangrove habitat 
showed intermediate sediment characteristics between the bare sand flat and 
the intact mangrove, especially in terms of sediment grain size with equal mud 
and sand content, poorly sorted sediment, and low quantity and quality of 
organic matter. The high mud content in the intact mangrove is mainly due to 
the presence of the root systems which assist in the slow water flow, 
facilitating the deposition of terrigenous sediment carried by freshwater runoff. 
When this feature is absent, mangroves lose their buffering capacity against 
erosion and the fine sediment will be carried further to the adjacent shallow 
water, resulting in a higher sand content in the sediment. The high organic 
content in the intact mangrove resulted from the accumulation of organic 
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matter from leaf litter. In contrast, the cleared mangrove site lacks the 
mangrove cover, resulting in resuspension of organic matter which 
subsequently is washed away by tidal currents  leaving the area with low 
organic content. The removal of the vegetation cover also can increase the light 
penetration leading to higher algal growth which may explain the higher C/N in 
this site. 

In agreement with other studies, our results suggest that the differences 
between the investigated ecosystems are at least partly linked to mangrove 
clearance, which are largely resulting from the loss of biological functions due 
to the alteration of physical and biological processes commonly associated with 
mangrove forests (e.g. Granek & Ruttenberg, 2008; Alfaro, 2010; Ellegaard et 
al., 2014). It is well known that benthic fauna are highly dependent on the 
sedimentary biotopes. Sediment type and organic matter may influence 
meiofauna, especially nematode assemblages, through the availability of food 
resources via the detrital food web, where sediment infauna feed on the 
microflora associated with decomposing detrital material (Skilletter & Warren, 
2000), while grain size and percentage of TOC may influence both meio-and 
macrofauna. The availability of leaf litter provides enhanced resource 
availability, but it may also increase the amount of toxic material such as 
tannins which adversely affect macrofaunal communities by decreasing their 
taxa richness. Although temperature, salinity and temperature were not 
measured in this study, it is expected that sediment in the cleared mangrove 
would have higher temperature and salinity as a result of the higher 
evaporation rate than in the intact mangrove. Both temperature and salinity 
may be strongly related to pattern in the benthic communities; salinity in 
particular acts as a limiting factor in the distribution of living organisms and its 
variation caused by dilution and evaporation is likely to influence the 
distribution of macrofauna by reducing their diversity and composition 
(Sasekumar, 1994). The spatial variation in meiofauna or nematode 
assemblages on the other hand may also be linked to salinity. Changes in 
meiofauna community structure relating to salinity in tropical mangroves has 
been reported by Somerfield et al. (1998) and Alongi (1987b). However, the 
influence of some other factors such as temperature and granulometry (e.g. 
Xuan Quang et al., 2013) can override the effect of salinity (Austen & Warwick, 
1989). Micro-algal biomass may increase, when mangroves are cleared, 
possibly as a result of change in temperature and light intensity (Granek & 
Ruttenberg, 2008). This impact was not actually quantified in this study; 
however, the presence of micro-algal mats was observed in the cleared 
mangrove, but not in the intact mangrove. In terms of benthic fauna, mangrove 
clearance has caused remarkable changes in the standing stock of macrofauna 
and nematode. In agreement with Alfaro (2010) and Sweetman et al. (2010), 
the study also suggest that community structure of benthic fauna, sediment 
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characteristics, and carbon dynamics in the habitats where mangroves have 
been cleared can remain fundamentally different from intact mangrove and the 
bare sand flat until at least 5 years after clearance.  

6.1.2. Benthic fauna as bioindicator of mangrove disturbance 

Benthic invertebrates are useful bioindicators, providing a more accurate 
understanding of changing aquatic conditions than chemical and 
microbiological data (Ravera, 1998; Vaghela et al., 2010). Therefore, they are 
used in monitoring to determine whether the community is changing over time 
due to natural- or human-caused impacts. Their community characteristics such 
as abundance, biomass, richness, diversity, evenness, and community 
composition in aquatic ecosystems can be influenced due to anthropogenic 
disturbances (e.g. Schrijvers et al., 1995; Gray, 2000; Geetanjali et al., 2001; 
Simboura & Zenetos, 2002; Schratzberger et al., 2004a; Ikomi et al., 2005; 
Steyaert et al., 2007; Cannicci et al., 2009; Semprucci et al., 2010; Vaghela et 
al., 2010; Alves et al., 2013). In our study, the differences in the patterns of 
benthic fauna between the cleared and intact mangroves, as assessed by 
different multivariate analyses and diversity indices, suggest the usefulness of 
the benthic fauna as a potential tool to study the effect of disturbance on 
mangroves in Sudan. Removal of mangrove trees resulted in a decreased 
amount of leaf litter and an increase in the availability of other food sources for 
macro- and meiofauna, such as microalgae (Granek & Ruttenberg, 2008). This 
caused a shift in the trophic composition which is a good indicator for changes 
in ecosystem functions. For example as shown in (Chapter 2), Ocypodidae 
(decapods) had similar δ13C signature in the cleared and intact mangrove 
indicating that they feed on the same food sources in both sites. Their 
abundance, however, was higher in the cleared mangrove which may indicate 
that there was a higher quantity of food available for them in the cleared than 
in the intact mangrove. On the other hand, the Nereididae (polychaete) 
showed more enriched δ13C as well as higher abundances in the cleared 
mangrove than in the intact mangrove, signifying a shift in their role as 
primarily substrate feeders (bacteria and detritus) in the intact mangrove to 
more enriched food sources (probably benthic microalgae) in the cleared 
mangrove (Amaral et al., 2009; Geist et al., 2011). An interesting observation is 
that the isotopic signature of Diogenidae (decapods) in the intact mangrove 
showed more depleted δ13C values in the mid-water station (-16.7‰) and more 
enriched δ13C values in the low water station (-15.0‰). However, in the cleared 
mangrove Diogenidae were only found in the low water with individuals having 
a δ13C value similar to those in low water of the intact mangrove (-14.4‰ and 
4.3‰). This may indicate that the disappearance of Diogenidae in the mid 
water locations at the cleared mangrove is related to low availability of food as 
a result of mangrove clearance.  
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6.1.3.  Impact of clearance on mangrove ecosystem functioning 

Mangrove ecosystems provide a wide range of ecological services that are 
widely recognized (e.g. Rönnbäck, 1999; Kathiresan & Bingham, 2001; 
Kathiresan, 2012; Lee et al., 2014). They are known as highly productive 
intertidal forests (Borges et al., 2003; Dittmar et al., 2006; Alongi, 2007; 
Bouillon et al., 2008; Kristensen et al., 2008; Donato et al., 2011) that provide a 
feeding and foraging habitat for a wide range of fauna. The litter from trees, 
the subsurface root growth, and probably a range of other sources, such as 
autochthonous production by benthic or epiphytic micro-/macroalgae and 
phytoplankton provide significant inputs of organic carbon to mangrove 
sediments (Bouillon et al., 2004a; Kristensen, 2007). The plant material that is 
not exported by tidal action enters the local sediment and significantly 
contributes to the sedimentary organic carbon after being decomposed 
(Kristensen et al., 2008). The spatial distribution of nutrients as such is 
controlled by external and internal loadings, whereas vertical distribution is 
largely driven by the in situ microbial activities (Prasad et al., 2008). Moreover, 
mangroves enhance sediment accretion by damping currents, attenuating 
waves and altering patterns of water flow. The structure of mangrove trees, 
especially the presence of the aerial roots, reduces the water velocity and 
encourages the settling of fine silts, clays and organic-rich sediments, which are 
either transported into the system or produced in situ from the mangrove 
plants (Furukawa et al., 1997).  

Given that most of the above mentioned ecological roles have not yet been 
sufficiently studied in the Sudanese mangroves, many services including their 
function as a feeding ground and habitat for a variety of terrestrial and benthic 
marine fauna, have been hypothetically ascribed to Sudanese mangroves. In 
the arid Red Sea region, there is no permanent flow of fresh water to the sea. 
The leaf litter and detritus brought to the marine ecosystem by tidal flushing of 
coastal mangrove areas, where these exist, is the only source of nutrients from 
the terrestrial zone during the dry season. This further magnifies the role of 
mangroves in the marine food web. In Sudan, such a role is considered to be a 
crucial function of the narrow mangrove fringe found along parts of the Red 
Sea coast (Wilkie, 1995). 

Benthic macrofauna and meiofauna are important components of mangrove 
ecosystems because of their role in the recycling of the organic matter within 
the mangrove ecosystem. The number and composition of these faunal 
components play a crucial role in the functioning of a system (e.g., Hooper et 
al., 2005), while trophic structure is one of the factors that drives the 
functioning of benthos in an ecosystem. Our study gave an insight into the 
trophic and benthic community structure in Sudanese mangroves (Chapter 3 
and 4). Mangrove ecosystems have detritus-based food webs, based on 
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decaying plant tissue, and the direct consumption of mangrove litter by few 
taxa appear to be an exception. In general, mangrove-derived material 
contribute to complex food webs and important energy transfers by making a 
localized contribution to the food web, with little exportation of organic matter 
to adjacent habitats (Meziane &Tsuchiya, 2002; Kieckbusch et al., 2004; Alfaro 
et al., 2006), through the direct utilization of mangrove detritus by benthic 
fauna. The Sudanese mangroves are not different and have also detritus-based 
food webs, based on decaying plant tissue (leaf litter and coarse woody debris). 
Overall, a complex benthic food web consisting of four trophic levels of 
consumers with predominance of sub-surface deposit feeders, basically 
detritivores and scavengers, is found in the intact mangrove (chapter 3 and 4). 
To investigate the effect of mangrove clearance at higher trophic level, a study 
on fish community associated with mangroves and other intertidal habitats was 
among the initial aims of this research, but due to some logistic and time 
limitations the proposed study did not take place within the framework of this 
study as planned. However, other studies (e.g. El Hag, 1978; Brandford, 1980; 
Khalil, 1994; Khalil & Krupp, 1994) suggest that Sudanese mangroves may also 
have strong trophic linkages with adjacent habitats, by serving as feeding 
ground and nursery habitat for a number of epibenthic invertebrates and 
juvenile fish. These species, especially detritivorous fishes and their juveniles, 
may feed directly on a protein-rich detritus built up by microorganisms in the 
decomposing organic matter (Rajendran & Kathiresan, 2004, 2007), on benthic 
microalgae growing in the mangal, and/or indirectly on other small 
detritivorous invertebrates (Newell et al., 1995; Kathiresan, 2012). Mangrove 
litter is found to be the most important contributor to the diet of Leiognathus 
equulus in Australian wet-dry tropical estuarine mangroves, where freshwater 
inflow is intermittent  (Abrantes et al., 2014). This species is one of the most 
dominant fish species that are closely associated with mangroves in Sudan, 
suggesting that Sudanese mangroves may also contribute significantly to the 
diet of this species.  

Several studies confirmed that mangroves are important, serving as an 
intermediate nursery habitat, by providing food and shelter that may increase 
the survivorship of young fish. They strongly influence the community structure 
of fish on neighbouring seagrass and coral reefs, and increase the abundance 
and biomass of several commercially important species (e.g. Nagelkerken et al., 
2000a, 2001; Dorenbosch et al., 2004, 2007; Mumby et al., 2004; Verweij et al., 
2006; Shibunoet al., 2008; Unsworth et al., 2008; Vaslet et al., 2010). This 
indicates that there is strong connectivity between mangroves and the adjacent 
habitats such as seagrass beds mainly through trophic linkages (Kathiresan, 
2014; Lee et al., 2014). For example, Chapter 3 of this study demonstrates that 
motile macrofauna (decapod crab) from the intact mangrove showed δ15N 
values that ranged between 2.95‰ and 11.55‰, occupying different trophic 
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niches (four trophic levels; Bouillon et al., 2002a) indicating that they probably 
feed on detritus, microphytobenthos, macroalgae, or on other fauna (Meziane 
et al., 2002; Bouillon et al., 2004b). Some of these crabs (e.g. swimming crabs: 
Leucosiidae), on the other hand, showed enriched δ13C values of -11‰, typical 
for macrofauna from the adjacent seagrass habitats, indicating an interaction 
or connectivity between mangroves and their adjacent habitats. These species 
probably use the mangroves only as a refuge and feed on food items from the 
adjacent habitats. 

The ecological functions of mangroves as habitat for specific benthic fauna, as 
supported  by our results, have been substantially impaired by the loss of 
mangrove trees. When mangroves are cleared, it results in a shift towards a 
simpler food web consisting mainly of surface-feeders such as grazers (e.g. 
polychaetes) and scrapers in addition to some opportunistic feeders which are 
highly adaptable to changing food availability. The cleared mangrove is also 
characterized by the loss of the trophically basic species that are energetically 
linking the mangrove production to many other species in the food web. Thus, 
removal of mangrove result in the loss of the base of the food web (leaf litter) 
and loss of species at lower trophic level, which will consequently lead to the 
rapid loss of species at higher trophic level. This is particularly important in 
terms of fish populations especially of the species that depend directly on 
mangrove habitats. Although fish communities were not studied within the 
context of this PhD, it is likely that clearance will reduce the abundance, species 
diversity and the trophic diversity of the detritus and benthic-crustacean 
feeders, while the abundance of the zooplankton feeders is likely to increase 
(Shinnaka et al., 2007). Eventually, the affected mangrove system will remain 
inhospitable to juvenile fishes. 

Mangroves also serve as fine sediment trapper and prevent soil erosion. This 
process helps in the supply of clean and nutrient-rich water for the adjacent 
ecosystems such as coral reefs, seaweeds and seagrass beds upon which many 
of the living marine resources depend (Kathiresan, 2012). The removal of 
mangroves increases the silt deposition in the seaward areas indicating that 
sediment becomes loose and that fine particles are remobilized and taken 
further towards the adjacent habitats and may in long term lead to degradation 
of these habitats.  

The pathways of mangrove leaf litter in the benthic food web, as shown by our 
study, and the utilization of leaf litter as suggested by El Hag (1978) and Khalil 
(1994) is shown in a schematic diagram in Figure 6.1. 
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Figure 6.1. Schematic diagram showing the pathways of mangrove leaf litter in mangrove 
sediment (based on this study (solid lines) which support mangrove benthic food web 
and the speculated pathways (dotted lines) of the leaf based on other studies in Red Sea 
(El Hag, 1978; khalil, 1994) and other mangrove areas (e.g. Abrantes et al., 2014) which 
may potentially support the aquatic (low-water) detritus based food web through some 
degree of carbon export, pelagic, mixed detritus. 

6.2. Mangrove distribution along the Sudanese coast 

6.2.1. Mangrove Mapping 

The temporal distribution of mangroves along the Sudanese coast was 
assessed during the period of 1984-2013 based on remote sensing and 
Geographic Information Systems (GIS) techniques, using multi-temporal 
Landsat imagery and semi-supervised classification of the land cover classes by 
the Spectral Angle Mapper (SAM) technique. Remote sensing and GIS have 
been globally used as a technique to map mangroves (e.g. Giri et al., 2011; 
Fatoyinbo & Simard, 2013). The pixel-based approach on the other hand uses 
pixels as the fundamental unit of information. Analysis of the spectral 
signatures of reflectance enables to evaluate the spectral differentiation of 
different land cover categories based on the patterns of various spectral 
signatures of different classes in an optical image. It allows to distinguish 
vegetation due to its unique spectral signature. Various heterogeneous 
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patches, distinctly relevant to the various land cover classes, were visually 
identifiable in the false color composite images. Chlorophyll contents in 
mangroves reflect high in the Near Infra-Red (NIR) band and low in the red and 
green region of the electromagnetic spectrum (Carter & Miller, 1994; Carter & 
Knapp, 2001). Hence, mangroves could be distinguished from other land cover 
types by bright or deep red color pixels, if they are densely distributed, or 
brown, yellow and lighter red, if sparsely distributed. In contrast, water bodies 
show the lowest reflectance in the NIR band and higher reflectance in the 
visible bands. Other features like built-up land, mudflats, and sandy areas give 
lower reflectance in the NIR band and a greater reflectance in the green band. 
It is likely that the classification method used in this study has created a type of 
error most probably due to brightness of the soil caused by the aridity of the 
area. These errors can be linked to: (i) small patches of mangroves that were 
indicated in the classified map but were not identified neither on the 
composite image nor on Google Earth; (ii) small patches of mangroves that had 
been overlooked in the composite image or Google Earth and that are not 
indicated on the classified map; or (iii) isolated pixels in land or water where 
mangroves are unlikely to be present. These types of error can impair the 
classification accuracy causing an under/over estimation of the extent of the 
mangroves especially because the mangrove distribution estimated in this 
study was limited by the lack of ground truth data. It is also possible that there 
was a difficulty in distinguishing fine ecological divisions between certain 
vegetation classes in some areas, e.g. the border between mangroves and its 
adjacent salt marshes. Therefore, the results of this study needs to be 
considered as a preliminary estimation of mangrove distribution and possible 
change over time. It is still possible to map these mangroves using remote 
sensed data for monitoring purposes; however, for management purpose it is 
recommended that the estimated area should be validated by collecting  
adequate ground truth data to confirm the observed remote sensing based 
patterns. 

Mangroves along the Sudanese coast are characterized by a uniform type of 
evergreen trees with habitats being associated with creeks, coastal lagoons and 
khor inlets. They are found as small areas or as narrow and elongated strips 
along the coastline and include communities that grow on soft-bottom and 
hard bottomed substrates, with the latter being more prevalent. Although 
three other mangrove species are known in the Red Sea costal area, only A. 
marina, which can grow in both types of substrates and tolerate the high 
salinities and extreme water temperature associated with this region, is found 
in Sudan. This is a typical characteristic of mangroves found at the latitudinal 
limits of naturally occurring mangrove ecosystems (Körner & Paulsen, 2004; 
Quisthoudt, 2013) as found along the Red Sea (27-28°N). Based on ecological 
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features and the extent and distribution of mangrove stands, the coastal area 
in Sudan may be divided into three stretches:  

(i) the northern part which includes the coastal area from the Egyptian 
border in the north to Port Sudan in the south; 

(ii)  the central part including the coastal area from Port Sudan in the 
north to Suakin town in the south, and  

(iii) the southern part which includes the coastal area between Suakin 
and the Eritrean borders in the South.  

Based on our estimations, the areal extent of Sudanese mangroves was highly 
variable during the study period of 1984-2013. Mangroves had the lowest areal 
extent of 329 ha in 2000 and the highest extent of 721 ha in 2010. The total 
area of individual mangrove stands in 2013 ranged from 0.4 to 203.5 ha (Fig. 
6.2). 

 
Figure 6.2. Areal distribution (ha) of mangroves along the Sudanese Red Sea coast (from 
north to south) in the year 2013 as estimated by this study. 

The acceleration in fragmentation of mangroves occurred during the period 
2000-2005, followed by a gradual deceleration in fragmentation during the 
period 2005-2013. In general, the change in the pattern of mangrove 
distribution in Sudan might be partly attributed to climatic (weather) changes. 
The spatial relationships between mangrove distribution and climate, especially 
the influence of precipitation and temperature, are well known (Duke et al., 
1998). However, the combination of the aridity and temperature (Quisthoudt 
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et al., 2012) as well as the combination of a number of other factors including 
salinity, the lack of geomorphologic suitability and tidal inundation (Quisthoudt, 
2013) may explain the spatial distribution of mangroves along the Sudanese 
coast. However, change in mangrove distribution might also be attributed to 
human activities. 

6.2.2. Change detection case study 

Since we assumed that in addition to climate effects, change in the distribution 
of mangroves was also caused by human activities, we compared the temporal 
extent of mangroves in two selected sites representing human impacted and 
non-impacted mangroves. Our results suggest that catastrophic events such as 
El Niño can cause mass destruction of mangroves within short periods. The 
non-impacted mangrove at Mersa Ashat was reduced by 45% (29 ha) during 
1995-2000. The partial recovery of these mangroves, showing 46% increase in 
area (16 ha) during 2000-2005, provides evidence that even after such 
devastating effect, mangroves are able to regenerate naturally if anthropogenic 
activities are kept to a minimum. On the other hand, the growth of mangroves 
at the impacted site seemed to be promoted by the construction of a salt pan 
and shrimp farm, possibly due to reduction in salt accumulation and most 
probably by the enrichment of the water with nutrients from farm effluents.  

As indicated earlier, the low nutrient availability due the lack of perpetual rivers 
in the Red sea, may have contributed to limit the growth of mangroves in the 
region. Mangroves in the southern USA have been shown to suffer both N and 
P limitation when experimentally exposed to low nutrient conditions (Lin & 
Sternberg, 1992; Koch, 1997; Feller et al., 2003b). Similarly, both the growth of 
trees and seedling establishment process in mangroves in Bocas del Toro, 
Panama, were found to be limited by the same factors (Lovelock et al., 2004). 
This  analysis showed that N has consistent advantage on Avicennia growth 
while P tends to be more dynamic i.e. early development of mangroves are 
driven by N availability, while P roles in stimulating growth of leaves and 
branches (Kathirean & Bingham, 2001). In Belize, both N and P limitation were 
observed, depending on the location within the forest (Feller et al., 2003a). 
Nitrogen has been observed as the nutrient that limits the growth of 
mangroves most frequently in the Indo-Pacific and the African continent 
(Lovelock et al., 2007a), and the growth of A. marina in South Africa (Naidoo, 
2009) and New Zealand (Lovelock et al., 2007b). As summarized above, nutrient 
additions can stimulate mangrove growth and the nutrient enrichment from 
the shrimp farm effluent can be beneficial for mangrove growth and ecosystem 
health (Trott & Alongi, 2000). This potentially means that not all human 
activities, in the short run, are destructive to mangroves. However, evidence is 
mounting that in the long run, eutrophication can also have negative 
consequences for mangrove growth. Therefore, the benefits of pond based 
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aquaculture could be balanced with the benefits of mangrove preservation by 
taking into account the different elements of the productivity of mangrove-
estuarine ecosystems, in addition to the negative effects of shrimp farming. 
Therefore, for effective mangrove management, further site specific research 
to determine the direct effects of shrimp farming on mangroves is needed. 

6.3. The DPSIR framework 

Management of mangrove ecosystems has highlighted the need for resource 
management with a holistic perspective. For this to take place, multidisciplinary 
approaches are required for the description of environmental problems by 
establishing a connection between ecological data on one hand and the needs 
of decision-making environmental managers on the other (Maxim et al., 2009). 
The DPSIR (Drivers-Pressures-State-Impact-Responses) framework is one of 
these approaches, which provides a heuristic framework for the analysis of 
cause-effect relationships in complex systems which are subject to human 
action (Brandt, 2000). The general idea behind the DPSIR concept is that the 
Driving forces, which are the human activities, exert a certain Pressure on the 
natural resources, leaving it in a certain State. This will create a certain 
environmental Impact, which usually require societal reaction and Responses 
to those changes. The response, which is usually in form of regulatory laws or 
rehabilitation plans, depending on the situation in hand (Bidone & Lacerdo, 
2004; Maxim et al., 2009; Omann et al., 2009; Atkins et al., 2011), can run 
across different segments of the society including the political sphere, but also 
socio-economic, and purely economic sectors (Mateus & Campuzano, 2008). 
The DPSIR frame therefore allows managers and scientists to highlight issues 
that must be prioritized with regard to management of natural systems.  

The DPSIR framework was used here to explore  its utility with regards to two 
issues relevant to the Sudanese mangroves (Fig. 6.3): firstly to examine the 
effect of the specific pressure (i.e. mangrove clearance) on mangroves as based 
on our study; and secondly, the effect of other potential pressures in the area 
defined by several other studies (e.g. Mohammed, 1984; Abu Bakr, 1995; Elhag 
& Abdel Gadir, 1998; Abdel Latif, 1993; Suga, 1999; Wiktelius et al., 2003; 
Karrar, 2003, 2011; PRESGA, 2004). 



GENERAL DISCUSSION 

167 

 

Figure 6.3. The DPSIR assessment framework 

The driving forces of the change, degradation or loss of mangrove ecosystem 
and services in Sudan can be natural or anthropogenic. The direct drivers for 
change include climate change, external inputs and change in land use and land 
cover. In general, there are some indications that a number of ecological 
changes experienced in the Red Sea region during the last decades are probably 
linked to climate change. With regards to the Sudanese mangroves, the 
increased frequency and duration of drought episodes such as during the 1998 
El Niño is the major driver for the changes. 

Mangroves along the Sudanese Red Sea coast may also been affected by land 
use/land cover change, which can result in severe negative impacts on 
ecosystems and associated fauna and flora. Mangrove ecosystems are indeed 
vulnerable to various coastal development practices such as road building, 
construction of new ports and expansion of existing ones, such as  in the Port 
Sudan and Suakin areas. Limited subsistence agriculture and horticulture that is 
practiced by some inhabitants for their livelihood along and close to the mouth 
of khors, where the land is flat and most of the extensive mangroves stands are 
found, can result in the degradation of these mangroves through the excessive 
use of fertilizers and pesticides. Other indirect drivers that may affect Sudanese 
mangroves and which emerge from human activities include demographic 
developments, physical alteration of the coastal area by activities such as 
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urbanization, coastal development (e.g. building of harbors, dredge and fill 
operations) and industries such as salt production, mining, oil/gas exploration 
and production, power and desalination plants, refineries and shrimp farming. 
Population density of the Red Sea state has increased with a rate of +4.8% per 
year, from 684,271 in 1993 to 1,396,110 in 2010 (6.4 inhabitants per km²), with 
the majority of them being  pastoralist and agro-pastoralist. More than 70% of 
the urban and rural communities, as well as the pastoral and agricultural 
activities are found in a coastal strip of 20-50 km width. This is mainly due to 
the harshness of the physical environment in the Red Sea State, which has had 
a direct influence on the distribution pattern of the population and the adopted 
transhumance (Babiker & Pantuliano, 2006). 

The climate change and the disastrous effect of the prolonged period of 
drought during mid-1980s and the subsequent effect of 1998 El Niño caused a 
serious pressure on mangrove areas. This resulted in a reduced amount of run-
off reaching the mangrove area, increased sand deposition in the khors’ 
channels and mouths and alteration of the hydrological regime. Climate change 
has also a profound effect on infrastructure and social systems, by influencing 
the income of rural and urban communities since most of them are pastoralist 
and agro-pastoralist. This generates another pressure on mangroves, especially 
from rural communities that live in a close proximity to mangroves. Cutting and 
removal of the mangroves, and camel grazing were reported to increase in the 
country (Karrar, 2011) most probably as a consequence of land and heritage 
loss, the decline in ecosystem services (e.g. agriculture and fisheries), property 
rights issues, and change in general socioeconomic patterns in the coastal zone 
(PRESGA). For example, land degradation and the urban demand for fuel has 
generated an increase in the price of firewood and charcoal and as a 
consequence more people, who are engaged in other livelihood practice such 
as pastoralization, have been attracted to this activity. Practices that related to 
coastal land uses such as freshwater damming to compensate for the decrease 
in water supply, and land filling and dredging, which is usually carried out in 
near-shore and shallow coastal waters, are increasing in the area too. Pollution 
caused by effluents from industrial activities, oil waste, organic pollutants, 
heavy metals, heated brine and cooling water, discharge of untreated domestic 
and shrimp farm waste sewage, and the extensive use of pesticides, 
insecticides and herbicides for agricultural purposes mainly at Delta Tokar at 
the southern coast (Abu Bakr, 1995, Elhag & Abdel Gadir, 1998; Wiktelius et al., 
2003) also represent potential threats to mangroves. 

Both climate change and direct human activities left most of the mangroves in 
varying state. Most of the stands in the northern part have average mangrove 
tree height ranging from 2.0 to 8.0 m, while in the central and southern parts it 
ranges from 0.35 to 7.0 m and 0.6 to 9.0 m, respectively. The Girth at Breast 
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Height (GBH) ranges from 10.0 to 125.0 cm in the north, 5.0 to 80.0 cm in the 
central part, and 5.0 to 195.0 cm in the south. Mass mortality, top dying, and 
loss and wholesale destruction of mangroves have been recorded in a number 
of mangrove stands due to clearing or coastal industrial development (PRESGA, 
2004). The remaining mangrove stands vary in their status between degraded 
and fragmented to relatively good state, depending on the type and intensity of 
pressure they face. Especially mangrove stands in the southern part of the 
country and some stands in the northern and central parts are dense and 
considered of a good state due to the minimal pressure they received. In areas 
where severe cutting or where a combination of overgrazing and over-cutting is 
observed (e.g. Mersa Hydob), mangroves are severely degraded. In stands 
suffering from grazing, cutting, and felling, especially those which are easily 
accessible from land (e.g. Kilo-Tammania, Shiokh and Halout), mangroves are 
lightly to moderately degraded (e.g. Abdel Latif, 1993; Suga, 1999). The 
combined effect of natural and human activities may eventually result in 
complete degradation or extinction of mangroves (e.g. the outer belt of 
mangrove at Mersa Ashat, Karrar; 2003). The degradation of mangroves is 
attributed to the modification of hydrological regimes, increased intrusion of 
saltwater leading to hypersaline habitats unfavourable for mangrove growth, 
increased sand infilling and deposition of sand from the sea obstructing tidal 
inlets and channels through which tidal flow regularly floods the mangrove 
forests. However, apparently good natural regeneration in most of the stands is 
taking place, since a considerable number of healthy seedlings are observed 
growing in the inner fringes and some denuded areas of most of the mangrove 
stands (PRESGA, 2004). 

The above discussed pressures can have a profound impact on the physical 
environment, the mangrove community, the associated flora and fauna, and 
subsequently on the nearby communities who depend on mangroves in their 
livelihood. The overall impact on mangroves is the considerable loss of the 
habitat and overall degradation and fragmentation. Drought may have already 
impacted Sudanese mangroves by reducing their abundance and development. 
In many stands, cutting and felling can affect the forest by decreasing the 
number of trees, limiting the tree growth to stunted multi-stemmed bushes, 
and increasing the denuded patches within mangrove forests, while over-
grazing can affect mangrove forests by reducing the green parts of trees and 
dryness of the uppermost and outermost parts of the grazed branches. In areas 
where the effect of these practices are severe, vegetation cover is reduced and 
mangroves become very sparse or even disappeared. The increase in the level 
of organic carbon in domestic and shrimp farm sewage may promote the 
growth of mangroves, but in the long run reduces soil redox potential and may, 
therefore, lead to retardation of mangrove growth causing additional stress on 
mangroves and their associated fauna. The unsustainable use and the 
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destructive practices have resulted in loss and degradation of mangrove habitat 
in the Sudanese coast, reducing their ability to provide their key ecological 
services as a habitat provider for associated faunal communities and 
threatening biodiversity (Chapter 3-5). Mangrove habitats are tightly 
interlinked to the other marine habitats, so that the loss of one habitat can 
have flow-on effects that degrade and reduce the services provided by these 
linked habitats. In Sudan, mangroves provide permanent or temporary feeding 
habitats and nursery areas for a number of fish from adjacent seagrass bed and 
coral reefs (Khalil, 1994), suggesting that the removal of these mangroves can 
interrupt these linkages and cause biodiversity loss and lower productivity in 
reef and seagrass habitats.  

The degradation of the Sudanese mangroves and the demand for their services 
highlight the need for a local, response. A range of options exists to respond to 
the challenges that the degradation of ecosystems is posing (for example, 
implementation of regional and global agreements or stakeholder participation 
and capacity development). Addressing uncertainties such as basic knowledge 
of biodiversity and ecosystem processes, and elaborating trade-offs among 
uses of ecosystem services. In Sudan, mangroves are protected under 
numerous environmentally related laws, legislations and regulations including 
the Sudan Environmental Protection Act 2001, the Environmental Public Health 
1975, the Regulations for the protection of the Environment 2007 (amended 
2005), the Wildlife Protection and National Parks Act. 1986, and the Forests 
and Renewable Natural Resources Act 1989 (amended 2002). However, despite 
these numerous laws for mangrove protection, enforcement has been virtually 
absent, and mangrove destruction still occurs widely. 



 

 

 

Figure 6.4. Summary of DPSIR framework for the mangrove forests along the Sudanese Red Sea coast. 
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6.4. Management of mangroves in Sudan 

Mangrove management and conservation in Sudan is limited by the lack of 
basic knowledge on their extent, their status and the linkages to other 
ecosystems. The lack of integrated planning and management resulted from 
uncontrolled expansion and development of coastal areas, in addition to the 
lack of understanding of certain ecological processes, such as El Niño/Southern 
Oscillation and marine biodiversity in general. According to Macintosh and 
Ashton (2002) a comprehensive information database on mangroves in each 
country is necessary to monitor their status, and realize its economic potential. 
Economic arguments carry the greatest weight in conservation and 
management of mangroves (Macintosh & Ashton, 2002). However, the true 
economic value of mangrove diversity and natural resources is difficult to 
measure, and important ecological processes and functions are undervalued. 
The importance of mangroves in Sudan is not recognized by the current 
policies, knowing that these policies are also weak or widely lacking. The 
existing policies and legislations still lack consistent implementation and 
enforcement because funding, political will, and human resources are lacking. 
In fact the destruction of mangrove areas in Sudan can be directly attributed to 
policy failure. Mangroves, according to legislation, belong to the state property 
regime which is responsible for their guarding and protecting their areas. 
However, they become open-access to anyone who wishes to encroach upon 
them. An example is provided by the commercial shrimp farming which has 
been recently started in Sudan. Because shrimp farming has high market value 
compared to mangrove ecosystem, the governmental policy tends to be 
prejudiced or biased towards the promotion of shrimp culture. Thus, the 
economic value of shrimp farming is usually overestimated and the total 
economic value of mangrove is underestimated, while estimation of the social 
cost and benefits from its environmental services are often neglected. The 
result is that more and more shrimp farms are proposed and planned to be 
established in close proximity to mangrove areas. Our finding from the change 
detection study (Chapter 2) suggests that shrimp farming by itself do not pose 
any environmental threat, given that certain measures for treatment of the 
effluent from the farm before release into mangrove areas are adopted. It 
becomes a problem when mangrove trees are cleared for establishing these 
farms. 

In the long-term, destruction and degradation of mangroves will seriously 
affect marine fisheries, increase coastal erosion and the impacts of the sea on 
land, and lead to degradation of adjacent habitats (coral reefs, seagrass beds) 
upon which many of the living marine resources depend. Such losses are far 
greater, in the long run, than any profits to be gained from commercial and 
industrial projects causing mangrove degradation. Therefore, before policy can 
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be appropriately designed, it is necessary to correctly assess the foregone 
benefits of mangroves and compare them with the actual returns from other 
land use activities. The economic valuation of the mangrove should include the 
estimation of the direct use value based on local use (e.g. timber, fuelwood, 
wood, birds, crabs), which can be estimated from the net income generated by 
the locals; the indirect use value determined by the contribution of resources in 
terms of their environmental and ecological services to support current 
production and consumption (e.g. support to off-shore fishery, serving as a 
nursery ground, coastline protection and stabilization, carbon sequestration, 
erosion control), non-use value (tourism, recreation, education, and research), 
and  benefit analysis of alternative land uses such as shrimp farming.  

6.5. Conclusion 

Mangroves along the Sudanese coast are located in an area characterised by an 
arid climate, at the northern limits of their geographical ranges. They are 
overall in relatively good health with only isolated degraded sites (UNEP, 2007). 
However, as Sudanese mangroves are predominantly small, thin,and growing in 
a very harsh  environment, any additional natural pressure or human 
interference, such as clear cutting or changes in land use in the surrounding 
coastal areas, form a significant threat. Such interference will ultimately create 
changes in the coastal environment that will affect mangroves and other 
natural coastal habitats. Some land use activities such as shrimp farming can be 
beneficial for Sudanese mangroves by increasing their areal distribution as a 
result of enriching the surrounding water with nutrients from farm effluent. 
However, restricted measures for the treatment of the effluent to minimize the 
nutrient load before release to the mangrove must be adopted. Mangrove 
ecosystems in Sudan are dynamic and spatially variable in their environmental 
conditions on a small scale. Clear differences in benthic macro- and meio-fauna 
attributes was observed between habitats. Mangrove associated benthic fauna 
is naturally adapted to survive in these conditions especially with the variability 
in food availability. However, mangrove clearance may cause fundamental 
changes to these habitats, and forms a threat to these communities by 
changing their structural and functional attributes as a result of the loss of 
biodiversity and trophic linkages within the mangrove. These changes are 
linked to changes in sediment characteristics as a result of removal of trees. 
Since these mangroves are fragile and very sensitive, they might not recover 
from changes. This was shown by our study, where after several years since 
mangrove trees had been cleared, still there is a pronounced difference in 
sediment and fauna characteristics. In fact, the cleared mangrove site had 
characteristics more or less similar to those observed in the bare sand flat 
signifying its gradually evolvement towards becoming a bare sand flat. The 
observed differences in benthic communities between vegetated and non-
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vegetated habitats, such as the higher abundance of decapods crab (e.g. 
grapsidae) and gastropods (macrofauna), copepdes and acarina (meiofauna), 
and the nematode genera Onchium, Terschellingia, Haliplectus, Spirina  in the 
intact mangrove, which are considered typical organisms for mangrove 
systems, suggest their potential use as a tool to study human impact on 
mangrove ecosystems. They may also be applied to identify the effects of other 
driving forces partly emerging from human activities acting on mangroves such 
as climate change and pollution. 

6.6. Future research 

To understand the impact of mangrove clearance, any future study should 
make  the following considerations:  

i. The result from mangrove mapping can be improved by exploring other 
available algorithms such as maximum likelihood, by using a combination of 
pixel-and object base approaches, or by exploring other classification 
methods such as Short-wave infrared, SAR or hyper spectral data to provide 
more details and increase the spectral differences between mangroves and 
other types of vegetation. 

ii. Temporal studies on sediment geochemistry and mangrove decomposition 
pathways, as well as in algal biomass and benthic communities, in the 
cleared site are needed to track changes and recovery of the cleared 
mangrove. This is especially crucial in order to assess the time required by 
these mangroves to recover from such disturbance.  

iii. The study of other consequences of mangrove clearance, such as 
sedimentation and erosion on the adjacent costal habitats, are also needed.  

iv. Since some mangrove stands suffer from multiple pressures such as cutting 
and grazing, any further studies should consider the combination of these 
stressors.  

v. More shrimp farms are planned to be established in the Sudanese coast, 
therefore, future studies should investigate the long term effect of the 
effluent from shrimp farming on mangrove and evaluate the spatial relation 
of mangro ves with aquaculture ponds.  

vi. To determine the value of intact mangroves along the Sudanese coast to 
fishes and the effect of mangrove removal on fish inhibiting mangroves, 
empirical data on both structural and trophic composition of associated fish 
assemblages from mangroves and adjacent undisturbed/disturbed sites are 
needed.  

vii. Studies on the effect of mangrove and seagrass patchiness and habitat 
connectivity on fisheries production need to be carried out. This is of 
particular importance for the designation of marine protected areas or the 
design of networks of no-take fishing reserves. It is also, of course, of 
general significance for conservation of marine habitats. 



 

172 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

7 

7 

References 



REFERENCES 

176 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

172 

References 

Abdel Karim S. A. and Mohamed B. F. (1991) The Ecology of the Red Sea Coast in the 
Sudan: Environment and Vegetation. RESAP Technical Papers. No. 4. Khartoum: 
University of Khartoum Press. 

Abdellatif E. M. (1993) Factors Threatening the Marine and Coastal Environment of the 
Red Sea in Sudan: A call for attention. Sudanese Environment Conservation 
Society (SECS), Khartoum. 

Abrantes K., and Sheaves M. (2009) Food web structure in a near-pristine mangrove area 
of the Australian Wet Tropics.Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science82(4), 597-607. 

Abrantes K. G., Barnett A. and Bouillon S. (2014) Stable isotope-based community metrics 
as a tool to identify patterns in food web structure in east African estuaries. 
Functional Ecology 28, 270-282. doi: 10.1111/1365-2435.12155 

Abrantes K. G., Johnston R., Connolly R. M. and Sheaves, M. (2015). Importance of 
Mangrove Carbon for Aquatic Food Webs in Wet-Dry Tropical Estuaries. 
Estuaries and Coasts38(1), 383-399. 

Abrogueña J. B. R., Bagarinao T. U. and Chícharo L. (2012) Fish habitats in a small, human-
impacted Sibunag mangrove creek (Guimaras, Philippines): a basis for mangrove 
resource enhancement. Ecohydrology and Hydrobiology 12(4), 311-319. 

Abu Bakr O. A. (1995) The effect of waste oil disposal into the Red Sea. M.Sc. thesis. 
Institute of environmental Studies, Uniiversity of Khartoum. 

Adam E., Mutanga O. and Rugege D. (2010) Multispectral and hyperspectral remote 
sensing for identification and mapping of wetland vegetation: a review. 
Wetlands Ecology and Management18(3), 281-296. 

Adams R., and Bischof L. (1994) Seeded region growing. IEEE Transactions on Pattern 
Analysis and Machine Intelligence 16(6), 641-647. 

Ahmad F. Sultan S. A. R. and Nassar D. (1996) Relative contribution of external sources of 
mean sea-level variations at Port Sudan, Red Sea. Journal of Estuarine, Coastal 
and Shelf Science 42:19-30. 

Alfaro A. C. (2006) Benthic macro-invertebrate community composition within a 
mangrove/seagrass estuary in northen New Zeland. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf 
Science 66, 97-110.  

Alfaro A. C. (2010) Effects of mangrove removal on benthic communities and sediment 
characteristics at Mangawhai Harbour, northern New Zealand. ICES Journal of 
Marine Science 67 (6), 1087-1104. 

Alfaro A. C., Thomas F., Sergent L., Duxbury M. (2006) Identification of trophic 
interactions within an estuarine food web (northern New Zealand) using fatty 
acid biomarkers and stable isotopes. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 70(1–
2), 271–286 



REFERENCES 

178 

Allan R., Lindesay J. and Parker D. (1996) El Niño Southern oscillation and climatic 
variability. CSIRO publishing. 416p. 

Al-Maslamani I., Walton M. E. M., Kennedy H. A., Al-Mohannadi M., and Le Vay L. (2013) 
Are mangroves in arid environments isolated systems? Life-history and evidence 
of dietary contribution from inwelling in a mangrove-resident shrimp species. 
Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 124, 56-63. 

Alongi D. M. (1987a) The influence of mangrove-derived tannins on intertidal 
meiobenthos in tropical estuaries. Oecologia 71, 537-540. 

Alongi D. M. (1987b) Intertidal zonation and seasonality of meiobenthos in 
tropicalmangrove estuaries. Marine Biology 95, 447-458. 

Alongi, D. M. (1987c) Inter-estuary variation and intertidal zonation of free-
livingnematode communities in tropical mangrove systems. Marine Ecology 
ProgressSeries 40, 103-114. 

Alongi D. M. (1989) Ecology of tropical soft-bottom benthos: a review with emphasis on 
emerging concepts. Revista de biologia tropical 37(1), 85-100.  

Alongi D. M. (1990a) The ecology of tropical soft-bottom benthic ecosystems. 
Oceanography and Marine Biology - An Annual Review 28, 381-496.  

Alongi D. M. (1990b) Community dynamics of free-living nematodes in some tropical 
mangrove and sandflat habitats. Bulletin of Marine Science46(2), 358-373. 

Alongi D. M. (2002) Present state and future of the world’s mangrove forests. 
Environmental Conservation 29 (3), 331-349. 

Alongi D. M. (2007) Mangrove forests of Papua. Ecology of Indonesian Papua Part Two, 
824. 

Alongi D. M. (2009) The energetics of mangrove forests. Dordrecht: Springer. 216 pp. 

Alongi D. M (2014a) Carbon Cycling and Storage in Mangrove Forests. Annual Review of 
Marine Science 6, 195-219. 

Alongi D. M (2014b) Mangrove forests of Timor-Leste: Ecology, degradation and 
vulnerability to climate Change. In: Faridah-Hanum I., Latiff A., Hakeem K. R. 
Ozturk M. (Ed.) Mangrove Ecosystems of Asia: Status, Challenges and 
Management Strategies. Springer New York.471 p. 

Alongi D.M. and Christoffersen P. (1992) Benthic infauna and organism-sediment 
relations in a shallow, tropical coastal area: Influence of outwelled mangrove 
detritus and physical disturbance. Marine ecology progress series 81(3), 229-245. 

Alongi D. M. and Sasekumar A. (1992) Benthic communities: In: Tropical 
mangroveEcosystems. Robertson, A. I. and Alongi D. M. (Eds). American 
GeophysicalUnion, Washington DC, pp 137-227. 

Alongi D. M. and de Carvalho N. A. (2008) The effect of small-scale logging on stand 
characteristics and soil biogeochemistry in mangrove forests of Timor Leste. 
Forest Ecology and Management 255, 1359-1366. 



REFERENCES 

179 

Alongi D. M., Perillo G. M. E., Wolanski E., Cahoon D. R. and Brinson M. M. (2009) 
Paradigm shifts in mangrove biology. Coastal Wetlands: An integrated ecosystem 
approach. Elsevier, Londres, Inglaterra, 615-640. 

Alves A. S., Adão H., Ferrero T. J., Marques J. C., Costa M. J. and Patrício  J. (2013) Benthic 
meiofauna as indicator of ecological changes in estuarine ecosystems: The use of 
nematodes in ecological quality assessment. Ecological Indicators 24, 462-475. 

Amara R., Selleslagh J., Billon G. and Minier C. (2009) Growth and condition of 0-group 
European flounder, Platichthys flesus as indicator of estuarine habitat quality. 
Hydrobiologia 627, 87-98. 

Amaral V., Penha-Lopes G. and Paula J. (2009) RNA/DNA ratio of crabs as an indicator of 
mangrove habitat quality. Aquatic Conservation: Marine and Freshwater 
Ecosystems. doi:10.1002/aqc.1039. 

Anderson M. j. (2005) PERMANOVA: Permutational multivariate analysis of variance. 
Auckland: Department of Statistics. 

Anderson M. J. (2008) Animal-sediment relationships re-visited: Characterising species’ 
distributions along an environmental gradient using canonical analysis and 
quantile regression splines. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 
366, 16-27. 

Anderson M. J., Gorely R. N. and Clarke K. R. (2008) PERMANOVA+ for PRIMER: Guide to 
software and statistical methods. PRIMER-E, Plymouth. UK. 214 p.  

Andrássy I. (1956) The determination of volume and weight of nematodes. Acta Zoologica 
Academi Sciences 2, 1-15. 

Andrews F. W. (1950) The flowering plants of the Anglo-egyptian Sudan, Vol. 11. Sudan 
Government. 

Ansari Z. A., Mehta P., Furtado R., Aung C. and Pandiyarajan R. S. (2014) Quantitative 
distribution of meiobenthos in the Gulf of Martaban, Myanmar Coast, north-east 
Andaman Sea. Indian Journal of Geo-Marine Sciences 43(2), 189-197. 

Aschbacher J.; Ofren R.; Delsol J. P.; Suselo T. B.; Vibulsresth S. and Charrupat T. (1995) An 
integrated comparative approach to mangrove vegetation mapping using 
advanced remote sensing and GIS technologies: Preliminary results. Hydrologica 
295, 285-295. 

Ashton E. C. (1999) Biodiversity and community ecology of mangrove plants, molluscs 
and crustaceans in two mangrove forests in Peninsular Malaysia in relation to 
management practices. Ph.D. Thesis. University of York, UK. 

Ashton E. C. (2002) Mangrove sesarmid crab feeding experiments in peninsular Malaysia. 
Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 273, 97-119. 

Ashton E. C., Hogarth P. J. and Macintosh D. J. (2003) A comparison of brachyuran crab 
community structure at four mangrove locations under different management 
systems along the Melaka Straits-Andaman Sea coast of Malaysia and Thailand. 
Estuaries 26, 1461-1471. 

Atkins J. P., Burdon D., Elliott M. and Gregory A. J. (2011) Management of the marine 
environment: integrating ecosystem services and societal benefits with the 



REFERENCES 

180 

DPSIR framework in a systems approach. Marine pollution bulletin62(2), 215-
226. 

Austen M. C. (2004) Natural nematode communities are useful tools to address ecological 
and applied questions. Nematology Monographs and Perspectives 2, 1-17. 

Austen M. C. and Warwick R. M. (1989) Comparison of univariate and multivariate 
aspects of estuarine meiobenthlc community structure. Estuarine, Coastal and 
Shelf Science 29, 23-42. 

Babiker M. and Pantuliano S. (2006) Addressing chronic livelihoods vulnerability in Red 
Sea State, Sudan, Report to Oxfam GB, Hpg. Humanitarian Policy Group, ODI, 
London. 

Balke T., Bouma T. J., Horstman E. M., Webb E. L., Erftemeijer P. L. and Herman, P. M. 
(2011) Windows of opportunity: thresholds to mangrove seedling establishment 
on tidal flats.Marine ecology progress series440, 1-9. 

Balke T., Bouma T. J., Herman P. M. J., Horstman E. M., Sudtongkong C. and Webb E. L. 
(2013) Cross-shore gradients of physical disturbance in mangroves: implications 
for seedling establishment. Biogeosciences 10, 5411-5419. 

Ball, M.C. (1988a) Ecophysiology of mangroves. Trees 2, 129-142. 

Ball M. C. (1988b) Salinity tolerance in the mangroves Aegiceras corniculatum and 
Avicennia marina. I. Water use in relation to growth, carbon partitioning and salt 
balance. Australian Journal of Plant Physiology 15, 447-464. 

Ball M. C. (1996) Comparative ecophysiology of mangrove forest and tropical lowland 
moist rainforest. In: Mulkey, S.S., Chazdon, R. L., Smith, A. P. (Eds.), Tropical 
Forest Plant Ecophysiology. Chapman and Hall, New York, pp. 461-496. 

Ball M. C. (2002) Interactive effects of salinity and irradiance on growth: implications for 
mangrove forest structure along salinity gradients. Trees - Structure and Function 
16, 126-139.  

Bao H., Wu Y., Unger D., Du J., Herbeck L. S. and Zhang J. (2013) Impact of the conversion 
of mangroves into aquaculture ponds on the sedimentary organic matter 
composition in a tidal flat estuary (Hainan Island, China). Continental Shelf 
Research 57, 82-91. 

Barbier E. B. (1994) Valuing environmental functions: tropical wetlands. Land Economics 
70, 155-173. 

Barbier E. B. ( 2007) Valuing ecosystem services as productive inputs. Economic Policy 22, 
177-229. 

Barbier E. B., Hacker S. D., Kennedy C., Koch E. W., Stier A. C. and Silliman B. R. (2011) The 
value of estuarine and coastal ecosystem services. Ecological Monographs 81, 
169-193. 

Barry J. P. and Dayton P. K. (1991) Physical heterogeneity and the organization of marine 
communities. In: Kolasa J. and Pickett S. T. A. (eds) Ecological heterogeneity. 
Springer-Verlag, New York, p 269-320. 



REFERENCES 

181 

Bearhop S. (2004) Determining trophic niche width: a novel approach using stable isotope 
analysis. Journal of Animal  Ecolology 73, 1007-1012. 

Behairy A. K. A., Sheppard C. R. C. and El-Sayed M. K. (1992) A Review of the Geology of 
Coral Reefs in the Red sea UNEP Regional Seas Reports and Studies.  

Bennett A. F. and Saunders D. A. (2010) Habitat fragmentation and landscape change. In: 
Sodhi N.S. and Ehrlich P. R. Conservation Biology for All. Oxford University Press. 
360 p. 

Benson B. J. and MacKenzie M. D. (1995) Effects of sensor spatial resolution on landscape 
structure parameters. Landscape Ecology 10, 113-120. 

Blasco F.; Gauquelin T.; Rasolofoharinoro M.; Denis J.; Aizpuru M. and Caldairou V. (1998) 
Recent advances in mangrove studies using remote sensing data. Marine and 
Freshwater Resources 49, 287-296. 

Bongers T. (1990) The maturity index: an ecological measure of environmental 
disturbance based on nematode species composition. Oecologia 83, 14-19. 

Bongers T., Alkemade R. and Yeates G. (1991) Interpretation of disturbance-induced 
maturity decrease in marine nematode assemblages by means of the Maturity 
Index. Marine Ecology Progress Series 76, 135-142. 

Bongers T., de Goede R.G.N., Korthals G.W. and Yeates G.W. (1995) Proposed changes of 
c-p classification for nematodes. Russian Journal of Nematology 3, 61-62. 

Borengasser M., Hungate W. S. and Watkins R. (2008) Hyperspectral Remote Sensing: 
Principles and Applications; Taylor & Francis in Remote Sensing Applications. CRC 
Press: New York, NY, USA. 

Borges A. V., Djenidi S., Lacroix G., Théate J., Delille B, and Frankignoulle M. (2003) 
Atmospheric CO2 flux from mangrove surrounding waters. Geophysical Research 
Letters 30, 11-14. 

Borja A., Franco J. and Pérez V. (2000) A marine biotic index to establish the ecology 
quality of soft-bottom benthos within European estuarine coastal environments. 
Marine Pollution Bulletin 40, 1100-1114. 

Borja A., Mader J., Muxika I., Germán Rodríguez J. and Bald J. (2008) Using M-AMBI in 
assessing benthic quality within the Water Framework Directive: some remarks 
and recommendations. Marine Pollution Bulletin 56, 1377-1379. 

Bosire J. O., Dahdouh-Guebas F., Kairo J.G., Cannicc S. and Koedam N. (2004) Spatial 
variation in macrobenthic fauna recolonization in tropical mangrove bay. 
Biodiversity and Conservation 13, 1059-1074.  

Bosire J. O., Dahdouh-Guebas F., Walton M., Crona B. I., Lewis R. R., Field C., Kairo J. G. 
and Koedam N. (2008) Functionality of restored mangroves: A review. Aquatic 
Botany 89 (2), 251-259. 

Boto  K. G. and Wellington  J. T. (1984) Soil characteristics and nutrient status in a 
northern Australian mangrove forest.Estuaries7(1), 61-69. 

Bouillon S., Raman A. V., Dauby P. and Dehairs F. (2002a) Carbon and nitrogen stable 
isotope ratios of subtidal benthic invertabrates in an estuarine mangrove 



REFERENCES 

182 

ecosystem (Andhra Pradesh, India). Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 54, 901-
913. 

Bouillon S., Koedam N., Raman A. V. and Dehairs F. (2002b) Primary producers sustaining 
macro-invertebrate communities in intertidal mangrove forests. Oecologia 130, 
441-448. 

Bouillon S., Moens T. and Dehairs F. (2004a) Carbon sources sustaining benthic 
mineralization in mangrove and adjacent seagrass sediments (Gazi Bay Kenya). 
Biogeosciences 1, 71-78. 

Bouillon S., Moens T., Overmeer I., Koedam N. and. Dehairs F (2004b) Resource utilization 
patterns of epifauna from mangrove forests with contrasting inputs of local 
versus imported organic matter. Marine Ecology Progress Series 278, 77-88. 

Bouillon S., Dahdouh-Guebas F., Rao  A. V. V. S., Koedam N. and Dehairs F. (2003) Sources 
of organic carbon in mangrove sediments: variability and possible ecological 
implications. Hydrobiologia 495, 33-39. 

Bouillon S., Connolly R. M. and Lee S. Y. (2008) Organic matter exchange and cycling in 
mangrove ecosystems: Recent insights from stable isotope studies. Journal of 
Sea Research 59:, 44-58. 

Braeckman U., Van Colen C., Soetaert K., Vincx M. and Vanaverbeke J. (2011) Contrasting 
macrobenthic activities differentially affect nematode abundance and diversity 
in a shallow subtidal marine sediment. Marine Ecology Progress Series 422, 179-
191. 

Brandt J (2000) Monitoring multi-functional terrestrial landscapes. In: Brandt J, Tress G, 
Tress B (eds) Multi-Functional Landscapes. University of Roskilde, Roskilde, pp 
157-161. 

Branford J. R. (1980) Paeneid shrimps in Tokar Delta Region of the Red Sea .pp: 246-274 
in: Proceedings of Symposium on the Coastal and Marine Environment of the 
Red Sea, Gulf of Aden and Tropical Indian Ocean, Khartoum. 

Brown S. S., Gaston G. R., Rakocinski C. F. and Heard R. W. (2000) Effects of sediment 
contaminants and environmental gradients on macrobenthic community trophic 
structure in Gulf of Mexico Estuaries. Estuaries 23(3), 411-424. 

Bunn S. E., Loneragan N. R. and Kempster M. A. (1995) Effects of acid washing samples on 
stable isotope ratios of C and N in penaeid shrimps and seagrass: implications for 
food web studies using stable isotopes. Limnology and Oceanography 40, 622-
625.  

Calderon-Aguilera L. E., Rivera-Monroy V. H., Porter-Bolland L., Martínez-Yrıízar A., Ladah 
L.B., Martínez-Ramos M., Alcocer J., Santiago-Pérez A. L., Hernandez-Arana H. A., 
Reyes-Gómez V. M., Pérez-Salicrup D. R., Díaz-Nuňez V., Sosa-Ramírez J., 
Herrera-Silveira J. and Bứrquez A. (2012) An assessment of natural and human 
disturbance effects on Mexican ecosystems: current trends and research gaps. 
Biodiversity Conservation 21,589-617. 

Camilleri J. C. (1992) Leaf litter processing by invertebrates in a mangrove forest in 
Queensland. Marine Biology 114, 139-145. 



REFERENCES 

183 

Cannicci S., Burrows D., Fratini S., Smith T. J. III, Offenberg J. and Dahdouh-Guebas F. 
(2008) Faunal impact on vegetation structure and ecosystem function in 
mangrove forests: a review. Aquatic Botany89(2), 186-200. 

Cannicci S., Bartolini F., Dahdouh-Guebas F., Fratini S., Litulo C., Macia A., Mrabu E. J., 
Penha-Lopes G. and Paula J. (2009) Effects of urban wastewater on crab and 
mollusc assemblages in equatorial and subtropical mangroves of East Africa. 
Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 84, 305-317. 

cantera J., Arnaud P. M. and Thomassin B. A. (1983) Biogeographic and ecological 
remarks on molluscan distribution in mangrove biotopes. 1. Gastropods. Journal 
of Molluscan Studies49(supp12A), 10-26. 

Carlen A. and Olafsson E. (2002) The effects of the gastropod Terebralia palustris on 
infaunal communities in a tropical tidal mud-flat in East Africa. Wetlands Ecology 
and Management10(4), 303-311. 

Carney J., Gillespie T. W. and Rosomoff R. (2014) Assessing forest change in a priority 
West African mangrove ecosystem: 1986-2010. Geoforum 53, 126-135. 

Carter G. A. and Miller R. L. (1994) Early detection of plant stress by digital imaging within 
narrow stress-sensitive wavebands. Remote sensing of environment 50(3), 295-
302.  

Carter G. A., and Knapp A. K. (2001) Leaf optical properties in higher plants: linking 
spectral characteristics to stress and chlorophyll concentration. American Journal 
of Botany 88(4), 677-684. 

Carter V., Gammon P. T. and Garret M. K. (1994) Ecotone dynamics and boundary 
determination in the Great Dismal Swamp. Ecological Application 4, 189-201. 

Cebrian J. (2002) Variability and control of carbon consumption, export, and 
accumulation in marine communities. Limnology and Oceanography 47(1), 11-
22. 

Chale F. M. M. (1993) Degradation of mangrove leaf litter under aerobic conditions. 
Hydrobiologia 257, 177-183. 

Chapman M. G., Underwood A. J., Skilleter G. A. (1995) Variability at different spatial 
scales between subtidal assemblages exposed to the discharge of sewage and 
two control assemblages. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 
189, 103-122. 

Chapman M. G. and Tolhurst T. J. (2007) Relationships between benthic macrofauna and 
biogeochemical properties of sediments at different spatial scales and among 
different habitats in mangrove forests. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology 
and Ecology 343 (1), 96-109.  

Chapman V. J. (1975) Mangrove biogeography. In: Walsh G., Snedaker S. and Teas, H. 
(eds.). Proceedings of the International symposium on biology and management 
on mangroves, 8-11 October, 1974, Honolulu, 3-22. 

Chaudhuri A. B. and Choudhury A. (1994) Mangroves of the Sundarbans, Volume 1: India. 
International Union for Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (IUCN). 



REFERENCES 

184 

Chmura G. L., Anisfeld S. C., Cahoon D. R. and Lynch J. C. (2003) Global carbon 
sequestration in tidal, saline wetland soils. Global Biogeochemical Cycles 17, 
1111-1120. 

Cintron G., Lugo A. E., Pool D. J., Morris G. (1978) Mangroves of Arid Environments in 
Puerto Rico and Adjacent Islands. Biotropica 10 (2), 110-121. 

Clarke K. R. (1990) Comparisons of dominance curves. Journal of Experimental Marine 
Biology and Ecology 138, 143-157. 

Clarke K. R. (1993) Non-parametric multivariate analyses of changes in community 
structure. Australian journal of ecology 18, 117-143. 

Clarke K. R. and Warwick R. M. (1994) Similarity-based testing for community pattern: the 
2-way layout with no replication. Marine Biology 118, 167-176. 

Clarke K. R. and Warwick R. M. (2001) Change in Marine Communities: an approach to 
statistical analysis and interpretation, 2nd edition PRIMER-E, Plymouth, UK. (2nd 
ed.). 72pp. 

Clarke K. R. and Gorley R. N.: (2006) PRIMER v6: User Manual/Tutorial, PRIMER-E, 
Plymouth. 

Clements W. H. (1997) Effects of contaminants at higher levels of biological organization 
in aquatic ecosystems. Reviews in Toxicology 1(5), 107-146. 

Clough B. F., Ong J. E. and Gong W. K. (1997) Estimating leaf area index and 
photosynthetic production in canopies of the mangrove Rhizophora apiculata. 
Marine Ecology Progress Series 159, 285-292. 

Conchedda G., Durieux L. and Mayaux P. (2008) An object-based method for mapping and 
change analysis in mangrove ecosystems. ISPRS Journal of Photogrammetry and 
Remote Sensing63(5), 578-589. 

Connor M. S. and Edgar R. K. (1982) Selective grazing by the mud snail Ilyanassa obsoleta. 
Oecologia (Berl.) 53, 271-275. 

Cooper R. N. and Wissel B. (2012) Loss of trophic complexity in saline prairie lakes as 
indicated by stable-isotope based community metrics. Aquatic Biosystems 
doi:10.1186/2046-9063-8-6. 

Coull B. C. (1999) Role of meiofauna in estuarine soft‐bottom habitats. Australian Journal 
of Ecology24(4), 327-343. 

Coull B. C. and Chandler G. T. (1992) Pollution and meiofauna: field, laboratory, and 
mesocosm studies.Oceanography and Marine Biology: An Annual Review30, 191-
271. 

Coull B. C., Greenwood J. G., Fielder D. R., and Coull B. A. (1995) Subtropical Australian 
juvenile fish eat meiofauna: experiments with winter whiting Sillago maculata 
and observations on other species.Marine ecology progress series. 
Oldendorf125(1), 13-19. 

Crossland C. J., Dawson S. A., Stafford S. M., and Marshall C. J. (1987) The Red Sea Saudi 
Arabia: Analysis of coastal and marine habitats of the Red Sea. MEPA Coastal, 
and Marine Management Series Report No. 1. 



REFERENCES 

185 

Crouau Y. and  Moia C. (2006) The relative sensitivity of growth and reproduction in the 
springtail, Folsomia candida, exposed to xenobiotics in the laboratory: An 
indicator of soil toxicity. Ecotoxicology and Environmental Safety 64, 115-121. 

Dahdouh-Guebas F. (2002) The use of remote sensing and GIS in the sustainable 
management of tropical coastal ecosystems. Environment, development and 
sustainability4(2), 93-112. 

Dahdouh-Guebas F., Verneirt M., Cannicci S., Kairo J. G., Tack J. F. and Koedam N. (2002) 
An exploratory study on grapsid crab zonation in Kenyan mangroves. Wetlands 
Ecology and Management10(3), 179-187. 

Dahdouh-Guebas F., De Bondt R., Abeysinghe P. D., Kairo J. G., Cannicci S., Triest L. and 
Koedam N. (2004a) Comparative study of the disjunct zonation pattern of the 
grey mangrove Avicennia marina (Forsk.) Vierh. in Gazi Bay (Kenya). Bulletin of 
Marine Science 74, 237-252.  

Dahdouh-Guebas F., Van Pottelbergh I. and Kairo J.G., C, S., N, K. (2004b) Human 
impacted mangroves in Gazi (Kenya): predicting future vegetation based on 
retrospective remote sensing, social surveys, and distribution of trees. Marine 
Ecology Progress Series 272, 77-92. 

Dahdouh-Guebas F., Van Hiel E., Chan J. C. W., Pulukkuttige Jayatissa L. and Koedam N. 
(2005) Qualitative distinction of congeneric and introgressive mangrove species 
in mixed patchy forest assemblages using high spatial resolution remotely 
sensed imagery (IKONOS). Systematics and Biodiversity 2 (2), 113 - 119. 

Dahdouh-Guebas F., Koedam N., Satyanarayana B. and Cannicci S. (2011) Human 
hydrographical changes interact with propagule predation behaviour in Sri 
Lankan mangrove forests.  Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 
399(2),188-200. 

Danovaro R., Scopa M., Gambi C. and Fraschetti S. (2007) Trophic importance of subtidal 
metazoan meiofauna: evidence from in situ exclusion experiments on soft and 
rocky substrates. Marine Biology 152, 339-350. 

Dauby P. (1990) The stable carbon isotope ratios in benthic food webs of the Gulf of Calvi, 
Corsica. Continental Shelf Research 9,181-195. 

Dauwe B., Herman P. M. J. and  Heip C. H. R. (1998) Communitv structure and 
bioturbation potential of macrofauna at four North Sea stations with contrasting 
food supply. Marine Ecology Progress Series 173, 67-83.  

Davis B., Mattone C. and Sheaves M. (2014). Bottom-up control regulates patterns of fish 
connectivity and assemblage structure in coastal wetlands. Marine Ecology 
Progress Series 500, 175-186. 

Dawelbait H., Yousif S., Branthomme A., Elmahi A. G., Lungo A. D. and Abdelnour H. 
(2006) Estimating forest cover and forest cover change in Sudan. Forest 
Resources Assessment Programme Working Paper 109/E. 

Dawes C J, Siar K and Marlett D. (1999) Mangrove structure, litter and macroalgal 
productivity in a northernmost forest of Florida. Mangroves Salt Marshes 3, 259-
67. 



REFERENCES 

186 

Dawson T. E., Mambeli S., Plamboeck A. H., Templer P. H. and Tu K. P. (2002) Stable 
isotopes in plant ecology. Annual Review of Ecology and Systematics 33, 507-
559. 

De Grisse A. T. (1969) Redescription ou modification de quelques techniques utilisées 
dans Létude des nématodes phytoparasitaires. Mededelingen Rijksfaculteit 
Landbouwetenschappen Gent 34, 351-369. 

De Oliveira Vasconcelos A., Landau L. and de Miranda F. P. (2011) Multi-temporal analysis 
of a mangrove ecosystem in Southeastern Brazil using object-based classification 
applied to IKONOS II data. In Analysis of Multi-temporal Remote Sensing Images 
(Multi-Temp), IEEE 6th International Workshop. doi:10.1109/Multi-
Temp.2011.6005075. 

De Troch M., Van Gansbeke D. and Vincx M. (2006) Resource availability and meiofauna 
in sediment of tropical seagrass beds: Local versus global trends. Marine 
Environmental Research 61(1), 59-73. 

Defew E. C., Tolhurst T. J. and Paterson D. M. (2002) Site-specific features influence 
sediment stability of intertidal flats. Hydrology and Earth System Sciences 6(6), 
971-982. 

Dehairs F., Rao R. G., Chandra Mohan P., Raman V., Marguillier S. and Hellings L. (2000) 
Tracing mangrove carbon in suspended matter and aquatic fauna of the 
Gautami-Godavari Delta, Bay of Bengal (India). Hydrobiologia431,225-241. 

de-la-Ossa-Carretero J. A., del-Pilar-Ruso Y., Giménez-Casalduero F. and Sánchez-Lizaso J. 
L. (2009) Testing BOPA index in sewage affected soft-bottom communities in the 
north-western Mediterranean.Marine Pollution Bulletin 58, 332-340. 

Delong M. D., Thorp J. H., Thoms M. C. and McIntosh L. M. (2011) Trophic niche 
dimensions of fish communities as a function of historical hydrological 
conditions in a Plains river. River Systems19, 177-187. 

Díaz B. M. and Blackburn G. A. (2003) Remote sensing of mangrove biophysical 
properties: evidence from a laboratory simulation of the possible effects of 
background variation on spectral vegetation indices. International Journal of 
Remote Sensing24(1), 53-73. 

Diaz R. J. and Rosenberg R. (1995) Marine benthic hypoxia: a review of its ecological 
effects and the behavioural responses of benthic macrofauna. Oceanography 
and marine biology An annual review33, 245-303. 

Diaz-Gallegos J. R. and Acosta-Velázquez J. (2008) Trends of Land Use and Land Cover 
Change in a Complex Landscape of Tropical Coastal Wetlands: The Case of 
Chetumal-Corozal Bay, Mexico and Belize. In: Frontiers in Biodiversity Studies. 
Thangadurai D., Busso C. A. and Arenas L. G. A. (eds.), IK International, New 
Delhi. 

Didham R. K. (1998) Altered leaf-litter decomposition rates in tropical forest fragments. 
Oecologia 116, 397-406. 

Dinesh R. and Ghoshal Chaudhuri S. (2013) Soil biochemical/microbial indices as 
ecological indicators of land use change in mangrove forests. Ecological 
Indicators 32, 253-258. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/Multi-Temp.2011.6005075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/Multi-Temp.2011.6005075


REFERENCES 

187 

Dittel A. I., Epifanio C. E., Cifuentes L. A. and Kirchman D. L. (1997) Carbon and nitrogen 
sources for shrimp postlarvae fed natural diets from a tropical mangrove 
system.Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science,45(5), 629-637. 

Dittmann S. (2000) Zonation of benthic communities in tropical tidal flat of north-east 
Australia. Journal of Sea Research 43, 35-51.  

Dittmann S. (2001) Abundance and distribution of small infauna in mangroves of 
Missionary Bay, North Queensland, Australia.Revista de biología tropical49(2), 
535-544. 

Dittmann S. (2002) Benthic fauna in tropical tidal flats- a comparative perspective. 
Wetlands Ecology and Management 10, 189-195. 

Dittmar T., Lara R. J. and Kattner G. (2001) River or mangrove? Tracing major organic 
matter sources in tropical Brazilian coastal waters. Marine Chemistry 73, 253-
271. 

Dittmar T., Hertkorn N., Kattner G. and Lara R. J. (2006) Mangroves, a major source of 
dissolved organic carbon to the oceans. Global Biogeochemical Cycles 20, 1. 
GB1012, doi: 10.1029/2005GB002570. 

Donato D. C., Kauffman J. B., Murdiyarso D., Kurnianto S., Stidham M. and Kanninen M. 
(2011) Mangroves among the most carbon-rich forests in the tropics. Nature 
Geoscience 4, 293-297. 

Donato D. C., Kauffman J. B., Mackenzie R. A., Ainsworth A. and Pfleeger A. Z. (2012) 
Whole-island carbon stocks in the tropical Pacific: implications for mangrove 
conservation and upland restoration. Journal of Environmental Management 97, 
89-96. 

Dor I. and Levy I. (1984). Primary productivity of the benthic algae in the hard-bottom 
mangal of Sinai. In Hydrobiology of the Mangal (F. D. Por and L Dor, eds.). Dr W. 
Junk Publishers, The Hague, 179-191. 

Dorenbosch M., Van Riel M. C., Nagelkerken I. and Van der Velde G. (2004). The 
relationship of reef fish densities to the proximity of mangrove and seagrass 
nurseries. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 60(1), 37-48. 

Dorenbosch M., Verberk W. C. E. P., Nagelkerken I., and Van der Velde G. (2007). 
Influence of habitat configuration on connectivity between fish assemblages of 
Caribbean seagrass beds, mangroves and coral reefs.Marine Ecology Progress 
Series334, 103-116. 

Dowidar N. M. (1984) Primary Productivity, standing crop and species composition of the 
phytoplankton in the Red Sea .Symposium of coral Reef Environments of the Red 
Sea , 14-18 Abshacts. 

Drexler J. Z. and Ewel K. C. (2001) Effect of the 1997-1998 ENSO-related drought on 
hydrology and salinity in a micronesian wetland complex. Estuaries 24 (3), 347-
356. 

Drgas A., Radziejewska T. and Warzocha J. (1998) Biomass size spectra of near-shore 
shallow-water benthic communities in the Gulf of Gdansk .Southern Baltic Sea. 
PSZN I: Marine Ecology 19(3), 209-228. 



REFERENCES 

188 

Duarte C. M. and Cebrian J. (1996) The fate of marine autotrophic production. Limnology 
and Oceanography 41(8), 1758-1766. 

Duarte C. M., Middelburg J. J. and Caraco N. (2005) Major role of marine vegetation on 
the oceanic carbon cycle. Biogeosciences 2(1), 1-8. 

Duke N. C. (1992) Mangrove floristics and biogeography. In: Tropical mangrove 
ecosystems Robertson A. and Alongi D. M Coastal and Estuarine Studies Series 
(volume 41, 63-100) American Geophysical Union, Washington, DC.  

Duke N. C., Ball M. C.  and Ellison J. C. (1998) Factors influencing the biodiversity and 
distributional gradients in mangroves. Global Ecology and Biogeography Letters 
7, 27-47. 

Duke N. C., Meynecke J. O., Dittmann S., Ellison A. M., Anger K., Berger U., Cannicci S., 
Diele K., Ewel K. C., Field C. D., Koedam N., Lee S .Y., Marchand C., Nordhaus I., 
Dahdouh-Guebas F. ( 2007) A world without mangroves? Science 317, 41-42. 

Duplisea D. (2000) Benthic organism biomass size-spectra in the Baltic Sea in relation to 
the sediment environment. Limnology and Oceanography 45(3), 558-568. 

Duplisea D. E. and Drgas A. (1999) Sensitivity of a benthic, metazoan, biomass size 
spectrum to differences in sediment granulometry. Marine Ecology Progress 
Series 177, 73-81. 

Dye, A. H. (1983). Composition and seasonal fluctuations of meiofauna in a South African 
mangrove estuary. Marine Biology 73: 165-170.  

Dye A. H., (2006) Persistent effects of physical disturbance on meiobenthos in mangrove 
sediments. Marine Environmental Research 62, 341-355. 

Dye A. H. and Lasiak T. A. (1986) Microbenthos, meiobenthos and fiddler crabs: trophic 
interactions in a tropical mangrove sediment. Marine Ecology Progress Series 32, 
259-264. 

Edgar G. J. and Shaw C (1995) The production and trophic ecology of shallow-water fish 
assemblage in southern Australia. II. Diets of fishes and trophic relationship 
between fishes and benthos at Western Port, Victoria. Journal of Experimental 
Marine Biolology  and Ecolology 194, 83-106. 

Eggers T. and Jones  T. H. (2000) You are what you eat… or are you? Tree 15, 265-266. 

El Hag A. E. (1978) Some ecological aspects of the estuarine prawns of the Sudanese Red 
Sea coast. M.Sc. thesis, University of Khartoum. 

Elhag  E. A. and Abdel Gadir S. A. (1998) The effect of oil pollution on the distribution of 
marine fauna at Port Sudan and Suakin harbours, Sudan. journal of Science 
volume III. 

El Tom M. A. (1991) The Climate of the Red Sea Region of the Sudan: An Outline. Red Sea 
Area Programme (RESAP) Technical Papers No. l, University of Khartoum. 

Ellegaard M., Nguyen N. T. G., Andersen T. J., Michelsen A., Nguyen N. L., Doan N. H. and 
Lund-Hansen L. C. (2014). Temporal changes in physical, chemical and biological 
sediment parameters in a tropical estuary after mangrove 
deforestation.Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science142, 32-40. 



REFERENCES 

189 

Ellison A. M., Farnsworth E. J. and Merkt R. E. (1999) Origins of mangrove ecosystems and 
the mangrove biodiversity anomaly. Global Ecology and Biogeography 8, 95-115. 

Ellison A. M., Bank M. S., Clinton B. D., Colburn E. A., Elliott K., Ford C. R. and  Webster J. 
R. (2005) Loss of foundation species: consequences for the structure and 
dynamics of forested ecosystems. Frontiers in Ecology and the Environment 3(9), 
479-486. 

Elsebaie I. H., Aguib A. S. H. and Al Garni D. (2013) The role of remote sensing and GIS for 
locating suitable mangrove Plantation Sites along the Southern Saudi Arabian 
Red Sea Coast. International Journal of Geosciences 4, 471-479. 

Elser J. J. and Hamilton A. (2007) Stoichiometry and the new biology: the future is now. 
PLoS biology 5(7), e181. 

Eltaib E. B. A. (2010) Tides Analysis In The Red Sea In Port Sudan And Gizan. Master 
thesis.University of Bergen. 60pp. 

Emmerson W. D. and McGwynne L. E. (1992) Feeding and assimilation of mangrove 
leaves by the crab Sesarma meinerti de Man in relation to leaf-litter production 
in Mgazana, a warm-temperate southern African mangrove swamp. Journal of 
Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology157(1), 41-53. 

Everitt J. H., Yang C., Sriharan S. and Judd F. W. (2008) Using High Resolution Satellite 
Imagery to Map Black Mangrove on the Texas Gulf Coast. Journal of Coastal 
Research 24(6), 1582 - 1586.  

Fahrig L. (2003) Effects of habitat fragmentation on biodiversity. Annual review of 
ecology, evolution, and systematics, 487-515. 

FAO (2003) Status and trends in mangrove area extent worldwide. Food and Agriculture 
Organization of the United Nations, Forest Resources Division, Paris. 

FAO (2007) The world's mangroves 1980-2005. FAO Forestry Paper 153, FAO, Rome.  

Farnsworth E .J. and Ellison A. M. (1995). Scale-dependent spatial and temporal variability 
in biogeography of mangrove-root epibiont communities. Ecological Monograph 
66, 45-66. 

Fatoyinbo T. E. and Simard M. (2013) Height and biomass of mangroves in Africa from 
ICESat/GLAS and SRTM, International Journal of Remote Sensing 34 (2), 668-681. 

Fatoyinbo T. E., Simard M., Washington-Allen R. A. and Shugart H. H. (2008) Landscape-
scale extent, height, biomass, and carbon estimation of Mozambique’s 
mangrove forests with Landsat ETM+ and Shuttle Radar Topography Mission 
elevation data. Journal of Geophysical Resources 113. 
doi:10.1029/2007JG000551 G02S06. 

Feller I. C. (2002) The role of herbivory by wood-boring insects in mangrove ecosystems 
in Belize. Oikos 97:167-76. 

Feller  I. C. and Sitnik M. (1996). Mangrove ecology: A Manual for a Field Course. A report 
prepared for the Mangrove Education and Training Program for Belize. 
Smithsonian Institution. Washington. DC. 



REFERENCES 

190 

Feller I. C., McKee K. L., Whigham D. F. and O'Neill J. P. (2003a) Nitrogen vs. phosphorus 
limitation across an ecotonal gradient in a mangrove forest. Biogeochemistry 62, 
145-175. 

Feller I. C., Whigham D. F., McKee K. L. and Lovelock C. E. (2003b) Nitrogen limitation of 
growth and nutrient dynamics in a disturbed mangrove forest, Indian River 
Lagoon, Florida. Oecologia 134, 405-414. 

Feller I. C., Lovelock C. E., Berger U., McKee K. L., Joye S. B. and Ball M. C. (2010) 
Biocomplexity in mangrove ecosystems. Annual Review of Marine Science2, 395-
417. 

Feller R. J. and Warwick R. M. (1988) Energetics. In:Higgins, R.P., Thiel, H., (Eds.), 
Introduction to the studyof meiofauna. Smithsonian. Institute Press, Washington 
DC, 181-196. 

Ferreira M. A., Andrade F., Cardoso P. and Paula J. (2009) Coastal habitat mapping along 
the Tanzania/Mozambique transboundary area using Landsat 5 TM imagery. 
Western Indian Ocean Journal of Marine Science 8 (1), 1-13. 

Ferris H., and  Bongers T. (2006). Nematode indicators of organic enrichment. Journal of 
nematology,38(1), 3-12 

Ferris H., Bongers T. and De Goede R. G. M. (2001). A framework for soil food web 
diagnostics: extension of the nematode faunal analysis concept. Applied soil 
ecology18(1), 13-29. 

Field C. D. (1999) Rehabilitation of Mangrove Ecosystems: An Overview. Marine Pollution 
Bulletin 37 (8-12), 383-392. 

Fleming M., Lin G. and Sternberg L da S. L. (1990) Influence of mangrove detritus in an 
estuarine ecosystem. Bulletin of Marine Science47, 663-669. 

Flores-de-Santiago F., Kovacs J. M. and  Flores-Verdugo F. (2013) The influence of 
seasonality in estimating mangrove leaf chlorophyll-a content from 
hyperspectral data.Wetlands Ecology and Management,21(3), 193-207. 

Folk R. L. and Ward W. C. (1957) Brazos River bar: a study in the significance of grain size 
parameters. Journal of Sedimentary Petrology27, 3-26. 

Fondo E and Martens E (1998) Effects of mangrove deforestation on macrofaunal 
densities in Gazi Bay, Kenya. Mangroves and Salt Marshes 2, 75-81. 

Fonseca G., Maria T. F., Kandratavicius N., Venekey V., Gheller P. F. and Gallucci F. (2014) 
Testing for nematode-granulometry relationships. Marine Biodiversity, 1-9. 

Foody G.M. (2002) Status of land cover classification accuracy assessment. Remote 
Sensing of Environment 80:185-201. 

Fouda M. M. and Gerges M. A. (1994) Implications of climate change in the Red Sea and 
Gulf of Aden region: an overview. United Nations Environment Programme. 

Fratini S., Cannicci S. and Vannini M. (2001) Feeding clusters and olfaction in the 
mangrove snail Terebralia palustris (Linnaeus) (Potamididae : Gastropoda). 
Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 261; 173-183. 



REFERENCES 

191 

Fratini S., Vigiani V., Vannini M. and Cannicci S. (2004) Terebralia palustris (Gastropoda; 
Potamididae) in a Kenyan mangal: size structure, distribution and impact on the 
consumption of leaf litter. Marine Biology144(6), 1173-1182. 

Fratini S., Vannini M. and Cannicci S. (2008) Feeding preferences and food searching 
strategies mediated by air- and water-borne cues in the mud whelk Terebralia 
palustris (Potamididae : Gastropoda). Journal of Experimental Marine Biology 
and Ecology 362, 26-31. 

Furukawa K., Wolanski E. and Mueller H. (1997) Currents and sediment transport in 
mangrove forests. Estuarine and Coastal Shelf Science 44, 301-310. 

Gang P. O. and Agatsiva J. L. (1992) The current status of mangroves along the Kenyan 
coast: a case study of Mida creek mangroves based on remote sensing. 
Hydrobiologia, 247: 29-36. 

Gao J. A. (1998) Hybrid method toward accurate mapping of mangroves in a marginal 
habitat from SPOT Multispectral data. International journal of Remote Sensing 
19, 1887-1899. 

Gao. J.A. (2010) Comparative study on spatial and spectral resolutions of satellite data in 
mapping mangrove forests. International Journalof  Remote Sensing20, 2823-
2833. 

Gautier D. (2002) The Integration of Mangroves and Shrimp Farming: A Case Study on the 
Caribbean Coast of Colombia. Report prepared under the World Bank, NACA, 
WWF and FAO Consortium Program on Shrimp Farming and the Environment. 
Work in Progress for Public Discussion. 26 p. 

Gee M. J. and Somerfield P. J. (1997) Do mangrove diversity and leaf litter decay promote 
meiofaunal diversity? Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 218, 
13-33. 

Geetanjali Malhotra S. K., Malhotra A., Ansari Z. and Chatterji A. (2002) Role of 
nematodes as bioindicators in marine and freshwater habitats. Current Science 
82, 505-507. 

Geist S. J., Nordhaus I. and Hinrichs S. (2012). Occurrence of species-rich crab fauna in a 
human-impacted mangrove forest questions the application of community 
analysis as an environmental assessment tool.Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf 
Science96, 69-80. 

Giere O. (1993) Meiobenthology. The microscopic fauna in aquatic sediments, 328. 

Giere O. (2009) Meiobenthology: The microscopic motile fauna of aquatic sediments (2nd 
ed.).Springer-Verlag, Berlin-Heidelberg.  

Giesen W., Wulffraat S., Zieren M. and Scholten L. (2007). Mangrove guidebook for 
Southeast Asia.Bangkok, Food and Agricultural Organisation  (FAO) and Wetlands 
International.  

Gillikin D. P. and Kamanu C. P. (2005) Burrowing in the East African mangrove crab, 
Chiromantes ortmanni (Crosnier, 1965)(Decapoda, Brachyura, Sesarmidae). 
Crustaceana, 1273-1275. 



REFERENCES 

192 

Gilman E.L., Ellison J., Duke N.C. and FieldC. (2008) Threats to mangroves from climate 
change and adaptation options: A review. Aquatic Botany 89, 237-250. 

Giri C., Zhu Z., Tieszen L. L., Singh A., Gillette S. and Kelmelis J. A. (2008) Mangrove forest 
distributions and dynamics (1975-2005) of the tsunami-affected region of Asia. 
Journal of Biogeography 35 (3), 519-528. 

Giri C., Ochieng E., Tieszen L. L., Zhu Z., Singh A., Loveland T., Masek J. and Duke N. (2011) 
Status and distribution of mangrove forests of the world using earth observation 
satellite data. Global Ecology and Biogeography 20, 154-159. 

Gladsone W. and Schreider M. J. (2003) Effects of pruning a temperate mangrove forest 
on the associated assemblages of macroinvertebrates. Marine and Freshwater 
Research 54, 683-690. 

Gleason S. M. and Ewel K. C. (2002) Organic matter dynamics on the forest floor of a 
micronesian mangrove forest: An investigation of species Composition Shifts. 
Biotropica. 34(2), 190-198. 

Golley F. B., McGinnis J. T., Clements R. G., Child G. I., and Duever M. I. (1975) Mineral 
cycling in a tropical moist forest ecosystem. University of Georgia Press, Athens. 

Gómez-Gesteira J. L. and Dauvin J. C. (2000) Amphipods are good bioindicators of the 
impact of oil spills on soft-bottom macrobenthic communities Marine Pollution 
Bulletin 40, 1017-1027. 

Goodwin B. J. and Fahrig L. (2002) How does landscape structure influence landscape 
connectivity? Oikos 99, 552-570. 

Granek E. and Ruttenberg B. (2008) Changes in biotic and abiotic processes following 
mangrove clearing. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 80 (4), 555-562. 

Gray J. S. (2000) The measurement of marine species diversity, with an application to the 
benthic fauna of the Norwegian continental shelf. Journal of Experimental 
Marine Biology and Ecology 250, 23-49. 

Green E. P., Clark C. D., Mumby P. J., Edwards A. J. and Ellis A. C. (1998) Remote sensing 
techniques for mangrove mapping. International Journal of Remote Sensing 
19(5), 935-956. 

Guidetti P., Fanelli G., Fraschetti S., Terlizzi A., Boero F. (2002) Coastal fish indicate 
human-induced changes in the Mediterranean littoral. Marine Environmental 
Research 53, 77-94. 

Hafez Y. and El Rafy M. (2008) Teleconnection between the precipitations rate over the 
Red Sea and El Niño/Souther Oscillation (ENSO). 88TH Annual Meeting New 
Orleans, LA. January, 20-24. 

Haila Y. (1999) Islands and fragments.Pages 234-264 in M. L. J. Hunter, editor.Maintaining 
biodiversity in forest ecosystems.Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK. 

Hall S. J. (1994) Physical disturbance and marine benthic communities: life in 
unconsolidated sediments. Oceanography and Marine Biology: an Annual 
Review 32, 179-239. 



REFERENCES 

193 

Hargis C. D., Bissonette J. A., and David J. L. (1997) Understanding measures of landscape 
pattern. In: Bissonette J. A. (ed.) Wildlife and landscape ecology: effects of 
pattern and scale. Springer-Verlag, New York. P 231-261. 

Hargis C. D., Bissonette J. A. and David J. L. (1998) The behavior of landscape metrics 
commonly used in the study of habitat fragmentation. Landscape Ecolology 13, 
167-86. 

Hatje V., Barros F., Magalhães W., Rialto V. B., Amorim F., Figueiredo M. B., Spanó S. and 
Cirano M. (2008) Trace metals and benthic macrofauna distribution in Camamu 
Bay, Brazil: Sediment quality prior oil and gas exploration. Marine Pollution 
Bulletin 56(1), 348-379. 

Hauff R. D., Ewel K. C. and Jack J. (2006) Tracking human disturbance in mangroves: 
estimating harvest rates on a Micronesian Island. Wetlands Ecology and 
Management 14(2), 95-105. 

Heip C., Vincx M. and Vranken G. (1985) The ecology of free-living nematodes. 
Oceanography Marine Biology Annual Reviews23, 399-489. 

Heip C., Warwick R. M., Carr M. R., Herman P. M. J., Huys R., Smol N. and Van Holsbeke K. 
(1988) Analysis of community attributes of the benthic meiofauna of Frierfjord/ 
Langesundfjord. Marine Ecology Progress Series 46, 171-180. 

Hernandez Cornejo R., Koedam N., Ruiz Luna A., Troel M. and Dahdouh-Guebas F. (2005). 
Remote Sensing and Ethnobotanical Assessment of the Mangrove Forest 
Changes in the Navachiste San Ignacio-Macapule Lagoon Complex, Sinaloa, 
Mexico. Ecology and Society 10 (1), 16. 

Hiddink  J. G. (2003) Modelling the adaptive value of intertidal migration and nursery use 
in the bivalve Macoma balthica. Marine Ecology Progress Series 252, 173-185. 

Higgins R. P. and Thiel H. (1988) Introduction to the studyof meiofauna.Smithsonian 
Institute Press, Washington DC. 

Hooper D. U., Chapin III F. S., Ewel J. J., Hector A., Inchausti P., Lavorel S., Lawton J. H., 
Lodge D., Loreau M., Naeem S., Schmid B., Setälä H., Symstad A. J., Vandermeer 
J. and Wardle D. A. (2005) Effects of biodiversity on ecosystem functioning: a 
consensus of current knowledge. Ecological Monographs75, 3-35 

Hooper D. U., Adair E. C., Cardinale B. J., Byrnes J. E. K., Hungate B. A., Matulik K. L., 
Gonzalez A., Duffy J. E.,  Gamfeldt L., and Connor M. I. (2012) A global synthesis 
reveals biodiversity loss as a major driver of ecosystem change. Nature 486, 105-
108. 

Hopkinson C. S., Cai W. J. and Hu X. (2012) Carbon sequestration in wetland dominated 
coastal systems- a global sink of rapidly diminishing magnitude. Current Opinion 
in Environmental Sustainability 4(2), 186-194. 

Horning, N. (2004) Selecting the appropriate band combination for an RGB image using 
Landsat imagery Version 1.0. American Museum of Natural History, Center for 
Biodiversity and Conservation. Available from: 
http://biodiversityinformatics.amnh.org.,  

http://biodiversityinformatics.amnh.org/


REFERENCES 

194 

Hsieh H. L., Chen C. P., Chen Y. G. and Yang H. H. (2002) Diversity of benthic organic 
matter flows through polychaetes and crabs in a mangrove estuary: δ 13C and 
δ34S signals. Marine Ecology Progress Series 227, 145-155. 

Hutchings P. (1998) Biodiversity and functioning of the polychaetes in benthic sediments. 
Biodiversity Conservation 7, 1133-1145. 

Hyland J., Balthis L., Karakassis I., Magni P., Petrov A., Shine 5. J., Vestergaard O. and 
Warwick R. (2005) Organic carbon content of sediments as an indicator of stress 
in the marine benthos. Marine Ecology Progress Series 295, 91-103. 

Ikomi R. B., Arimoro F. O., Odihirin O. K. (2005) Composition, distribution and abundance 
of macroinvetebrates of the upper reaches of River Ethiope, Delta State, Nigeria. 
The Zoologist 3, 68-81. 

Ingels J., Dashfield S. L., Somerfield P. J., Widdicombe S. and Austen M. C. (2014) 
Interactions between multiple large macrofauna species and nematode 
communities -mechanisms for indirect impacts of trawling disturbance. Journal 
of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 456, 41-49. 

Isupova M. V. and Mikhailov V. N. (2008) Hydrological and morphological processes in 
Senegal River mouth area. Water Resources 35 (1), 30-42. 

Jackson M. C., Donohue I., Jackson A. L., Britton J. R., Harper D. M. and Grey J. (2012) 
Population-level metrics of trophic structure based on stable isotopes and their 
application to invasion ecology. PLoS One 7, e31757. 

Jayatissa L. P., Wickramasinghe W. A. A. D. L., Dahdouh-Guebas F. and Huxham M (2008) 
Interspecific variations in responses of mangrove seedlings to two contrasting 
salinities. International Review of Hydrobiology, 93:700-710. 

Jennerjahn T. C. and Ittekot V. (2002) Relevance of mangroves for the production and 
deposition of organic matter along tropical continental 
margins.Naturwissenschaften 89, 23-30. 

Jensen J. R. (2005) Introductory Digital Image Processing: A Remote Sensing 
Perspective,3rd ed. Pearson Prentice Hall: Sydney, NSW, Australia. 

Jiménez J. A., Lugo A. E. and Cintrón G. (1985) Tree mortality in mangrove forests. 
Biotropica 17, 177-185. 

Joshi H. and Ghose M. (2003) Forest structure and species distribution along soil salinity 
and pH gradient in mangrove swamps of the Sundarbans. Journal of Tropical 
Ecology 44, 195-204. 

Joye S. B. (2002) Denitrification in the marine environment.In Encyclopedia of 
Environmental Microbiology, (ed.) Collins G., pp. 1010-19. Wiley & Sons New 
York: 

Joye S. B. and Lee R. Y. (2004) Benthic microbial mats: important sources of fixed nitrogen 
and carbon to the Twin Cays, Belize ecosystem. National Museum of Natural 
History, Smithsonian Institution. 

Kamal M. and Phinn S. (2011) Hyperspectral Data for Mangrove Species Mapping: A 
Comparison of Pixel-Based and Object-Based Approach. Remote Sensing 3, 2222-
2242. 



REFERENCES 

195 

Karrar O (2003) Aspects of effects of hydro-carbons on selected target groups in the 
vicinity of Bashaier Oil Terminal. PhD Thesis - Department of Zoology, University 
of Khartoum-Khartoum. 

Karrar O. O. (2011) Overview of Halophytic Plants of the Sudanese Red Sea Salt Marsh. In 
Sabkha Ecosystems (pp. 45-51). Springer Netherlands. 

Kassas M. (1957) On the ecology of the Red Sea coastal land. Journal of Ecology 45, 187-
203. 

Kassas M. and Zahran M. A. (1967) on the ecology of the Red Sea litoral salt marsh, Egypt 
EcologicalMonography 37, 297-315. 

Kathiresan K. (2012) Importance of mangrove ecosystem. International Journal of Marine 
Science 2(10), 70-89. 

Kathiresan K. (2014) Interconnectivity of coastal ecosystems: An overview. IJMS43, 979-
988. 

Kathiresan K. and Bingham B. L. (2001) Biology of Mangroves and Mangrove Ecosystems. 
Advances in Marine Biology 40, 81-251. 

Kathiresan K. and Rajendran N. (2005) Mangrove ecosystems of the Indian Ocean region. 
Indian Journal  of Marine Science 34(1), 104-113. 

Kathiresan K. and Alikunhi N. M. (2011) Tropical coastal ecosystems: Rarely explored for 
their interaction. Ecologia 1(1), 1-22. 

Kennedy A. D. and  Jacoby C. A. (1999) Biological Indicators of Marine Environmental 
Health: Meiofauna - A Neglected Benthic Component? Environmental 
Monitoring and Assessment 54, 47-68. 

Kennish M. (1986) Ecology of estuaries. Volume II. Biological aspects. CRC Press, Boca 
Raton, FL. 

Khalil A. S. M. (1994) An Ecological studyon fishes of the mangrove ecosystems of the 
Sudanese Red Sea. M. Sc. Thesis, Deptaetmet Of Zoology, University of 
Khartoum, Sudan. 

Khalil A. S. M (2001) Response of meiofauna to mangrove deforestation in arid coastal 
habitats of the Red Sea (Sudan) with emphasis on free-living marine nematodes. 
PhD thesis. ZMT Contribution 13. Center for Tropical Marine Ecology, Bremen. 
82p. 

Khalil A. S. M. and Krupp F. (1994) Fishes of the mangrove ecosystem. In: Comparative 
Ecological Analysis of Biota and Habitats in Littoral and Shallow Sublittoral 
Waters of the Sudanese Red Sea. Report for the period of April 1991 to 
December 1993.Faculty of Marine Science and Fisheries, Port Sudan & 
Forschungsinstitut Senckenberg, Frankfurt. 

Khorram S., Koch F. , van der Wiele C. F., and Nelson S. A. C. (2012) Using Remote Sensing 
for Terrestrial Applications In Remote Sensing. Springer Editions. Ebook: 
http://www.springer.com/earth+sciences+and+geography/remote+sensing/boo
k/978-1-4614-3102-2. 

http://www.springer.com/earth+sciences+and+geography/remote+sensing/book/978-1-4614-3102-2
http://www.springer.com/earth+sciences+and+geography/remote+sensing/book/978-1-4614-3102-2


REFERENCES 

196 

Kieckbusch D. K., Koch M. S., Serafy J. E. and Anderson W. T. (2004) Trophic linkages 
among primary producers and consumers in fringing mangroves of subtropical 
lagoons. Bulletin of Marine Science 74, 271–285 

Kirui K. B., Kairo J. G., Bosire J., Viergever K. M., Rudra S., Huxham M and Briers R. A. 
(2013) Mapping of mangrove forest land cover change along the Kenya coastline 
using Landsat imagery. Ocean & Coastal Management 83, 19-24. 

Kitheka J. U., Ongwenyi G. S. and Mavuti K. M. (2002) Dynamics of suspended sediment 
exchange and transport in degraded mangroves in Kenya. Ambio 31(7-8), 580-
587. 

Kito K. E. N. J. I. and Aryuthaka C. H. I. T. T. I. M. A. (2006). New mouthless nematode of 
the genus Parastomonema Kito, 1989 (Nematoda: Siphonolaimidae) from a 
mangrove forest on the coast of Thailand, and erection of the new subfamily 
Astomonematinae within the Siphonolaimidae. Zootaxa1177, 39-49. 

Kjerfve B. and. Macintosh D. J (1997) The impact of climatic change on  mangrove 
ecosystems. In: Mangrove Ecosystem Studies in Latin America and AfricaKjerfve. 
B., Lacerda L. D. and Diop E. S. (eds.), UNESCO-nternational  Society for 
Mangrove Ecosystems, Paris. pp. 1-7. 

Klemas V. (2013) Using Remote Sensing to Select and Monitor Wetland Restoration Sites: 
An Overview. Journal of Coastal Research 29 (4), 958-970. 

Koch E. W.  Barbier E. B., Silliman B. R., Reed D. J., Perillo G. M., Hacker S. D., Granek E. F., 
Primavera J. H.; Muthiga N., Polasky S., Halpern B. S., Kennedy C. J., Kappel V. C. 
and Wolanski E. (2009) Non-linearity in ecosystem services: temporal and spatial 
variability in coastal protection. Frontiers in Ecology and the Environment7(1), 
29-37. 

Koch V., Wolff M. and Diele K. (2005) Comparative population dynamics of four sympatric 
fiddler crab species (Ocypodidae, Genus Uca) for a North Brazilian mangrove 
ecosystem. Marine Ecological Progress Serues 291, 177-188. 

Kolasinski J., Rogers K. and Frouin P. (2008) Effects of acidification on carbon and nitrogen 
stable isotopes of benthic macrofauna from a tropical coral reef. Rapid 
Communications in Mass Spectrometry 22, 2955-2960. 

Körner C. and Paulsen J. (2004) A world‐wide study of high altitude treeline 
temperatures. Journal of Biogeography 31(5), 713-732. 

Krauss K. W., Lovelock C. E., McKee K. L., López-Hoffman L., Ewe S. M. L. and Sousa W. P. 
(2008) Environmental drivers in mangrove establishment and early 
development: A review. Aquatic Botany 89, 105-127. 

Kristensen E. (2007) Mangrove crabs as ecosystem engineers, with emphasis on sediment 
processes. Journal of Sea Research 59, 30-43. 

Kristensen E. (2008). Mangrove crabs as ecosystem engineers; with emphasis on 
sediment processes. Journal of Sea Research59(1), 30-43. 

Kristensen E. and Alongi D. M. (2006) Control by fiddler crabs (Uca vocans) and plant 
roots (Avicenniamarina) on carbon, iron, and sulfur biogeochemistry in 
mangrove sediment. Limnology and Oceanography 51(4), 1557-1571. 



REFERENCES 

197 

Kristensen E., Holmer M., Banta G. T., Jensen M .H. and Hansen K. (1995) Carbon, 
nitrogen and sulphur cycling in sediments of the AO NAM BOR Mangrove forest, 
Phuket, Thailand: A review. Phuket Marine Biological Centre Research Bulletin 
60, 37‐64. 

Kuenzer C., Bluemel A., Gebhardt S., Quoc T. V. and Dech S. (2011) Remote Sensing of 
Mangrove Ecosystems: A Review. Remote Sensing 3, 878-928. 

Kuenzer C., van Beijma S., Gessner U., and Dech S. (2014) Land surface dynamics and 
environmental challenges of the Niger Delta, Africa: remote sensing-based 
analyses spanning three decades (1986-2013). Applied Geography 53, 354-368. 

Kumar A., Asif Khan M. and Muqtadir A. (2010) Distribution of Mangroves along the Red 
Sea Coast of the Arabian Peninsula: Part-I: the Northern Coast of Western Saudi 
Arabia. e-Journal Earth Science India 3 (I) , 28-42. 

Lardicci C., Rossi F. and Maltagliati F. (1999) Detection of thermal pollution: variability of 
benthic communities at two different spatial scales in an area influenced by a 
coastal power station. Marine Pollution Bulletin 38, 296-303. 

Laurance W. F., Laurance S. G. and Hilbert D. W. (2008) Long‐term dynamics of a 
fragmented rainforest mammal assemblage. Conservation Biology 22, 1154-
1164. 

Laverdiere M. (2009) Dying Mangroves on the North East Coast of Africa: the case of 
Sudan. In: The relevance of mangrove forests to African fisheries, wildlife and 
water resources. Nature & Faune 24 (1), 128-131. 

Laverty M. F., & Gibbs, J. P. (2007).Ecosystem loss and fragmentation. Lessons Conserv 1, 
72-96. 

Law B. S. and Dickman C. R. (1998) The use of habitat mosaics by terrestrial vertebrate 
fauna: Implications for conservation and management. Biodiversity Conservation 
7, 323-333. 

Layman C. A., Arrington D. A., Langerhans R. B., and Silliman B. R. (2004) Degree of 
fragmentation affects fish assemblage structure in Andros Island (Bahamas) 
estuaries. Caribbean Journal of Science 40(2), 232-244. 

Layman C .A., Arrington D. A., Montaña C. G. and Post D. M. (2007a) Can stable isotope 
ratios provide for community-wide measures of trophic structure? Ecology 88, 1, 
42-48.  

Layman C. A., Quattrochi J. P., Peyer C. M. and Allgeier J. E. (2007b) Niche width collapse 
in a resilient top predator following ecosystem fragmentation. Ecology Letters 
10, 937-944. 

Leaper R., Raffaelli D., Emes C. and Manly B. (2001) Constraints on body-size distribution: 
an experimental test of the habitat architecture hypothesis. Journal of Animal 
Ecology 70,248-259. 

LeBlanc  G. A. (2007) Crustacean endocrine toxicology: A review. Ecotoxicology 16, 61-81. 

Lee K. H., Moran M. A., Benner R. and Hodson R. E. (1990) Influence of soluble 
components of red mangrove (Rhizophora mangle) leaves on microbial 



REFERENCES 

198 

decomposition of structural (lignocellulosic) leaf components in seawater. 
Bulletin of marine science46(2), 374-386. 

Lee R. Y. and Joye S. B. (2006) Seasonal patterns of nitrogen fixation and denitrification in 
oceanic mangrove habitats. Marine Ecology Progress Series307, 127-141. 

Lee R. Y., Porubsky W. P., Feller I. C., McKee K. L., Joye S. B. (2008) Porewater 
biogeochemistry and soil metabolism in dwarf red mangrove habitats (Twin 
Cays, Belize). Biogeochemistry 87, 181-98. 

Lee S. L., Primavera J., Dahdouh-Guebas F., McKee K., Bosire J. O., Cannicci S., Diele K., 
Fromard F., Koedam N., Marchand C., Mendelssohn I., Mukherjee N. and Record 
S. (2014) Ecological role and services of tropical mangrove ecosystems: a 
reassessment. Global Ecology and Biogeography23, 726-743. 

Lee S.Y. (1997) Potential trophic importance of the faecal material of the mangrove 
sesarmine crab Sesarma messa. Marine Ecology Progress Series 159, 275-284. 

Lee S. Y. (1998) Ecological role of grapsid crabs in mangrove ecosystems: a review. 
Marine and Freshwater Research49(4), 335-343. 

Lee S. Y. (1999) The effect of mangrove leaf litter enrichment on macrobenthic 
colonization of defaunated sandy substrates. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 
49(5), 703-712. 

Lee S. Y. (2000) Carbon dynamics of Deep Bay, eastern Pearl River estuary, China. II : 
Trophic relationship based on carbon and nitrogen stable isotopes. Marine 
Ecology Progress Series 205, 1-10. 

Lee S. Y. (2004) Relationship between mangrove abundance and tropical prawn 
production: a re-evaluation. Marine Biology 145: 943–949. 

Lee S. Y. (2005) Exchange of organic matter and nutrients between  mangroves and 
estuaries: myths, methodological issues and missing links, International Journal 
of Ecology and Environmental Sciences 31, 163-175. 

Lee S.Y. (2008) Mangrove macrobenthos: Assemblage, services, and linkages.Journal of 
Sea Reserch, 59: 16-29. 

Lee S. Y. and Kwok P. W. (2002) The importance of mangrove species association to the 
population biology of the sesarmine crabs Parasesarma affinis and Perisesarma 
bidens. Wetlands Ecology and Management10(3), 215-226. 

Lee S. Y., Primavera J. H., Dahdouh‐Guebas F., McKee K., Bosire J. O., Cannicci S., Diele K., 
Fromard F., Koedam N., Marchand C., Mendelssohn I., Mukherjee N. and Record 
S. (2014) Ecological role and services of tropical mangrove ecosystems: a 
reassessment. Global Ecology and Biogeography 23, 726-743. 

Leh C. M. U. and Sasekumar A. (1985) The food of sesarmid crabs in Malaysian mangrove 
forests. Malayan Nature Journal39, 135-145. 

Lepoint G., Nyssen F., Gobert S., Dauby P. and Bouquegneau J.-M. (2000) Relative impact 
of seagrass beds and its adjacent epilithic algal community in consumer diets. 
Marine Biology 136,513-518. 



REFERENCES 

199 

Levinton J. S. (1995) Marine biology: Function, biodiversity, ecology. Oxford University 
Press, New York, New York. 

Li M. S., Mao L. J., Shen W. J., Liu S. Q. and Wei A. S. (2013) Change and fragmentation 
trends of Zhanjiang mangrove forests in southern China using multi-temporal 
Landsat imagery (1977-2010). Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 130, 111-120. 

Lindquist E. S. and Carroll C. R. (2004) Differential seed and seedling predation by crabs: 
impacts on tropical coastal forest composition. Oecologia141(4), 661-671. 

Liu K., Li X., Shi X. and Wang S. (2008) Monitoring mangrove forest changes using remote 
sensing and GIS data with decision-tree learning. Wetlands 28, 336-346. 

Liu X. S., Xu W. Z., Cheung S. G. and Shin P. K. S. (2011) Response of meiofaunal 
community with special reference to nematodes upon deployment of artificial 
reefs and cessation of bottom trawling in subtropical waters, Hong Kong. Marine 
pollution Bulletin 63 (5-12), 376-384. 

Loneragan N. R., Bunn S. E. and Kellaway D. M. (1997) Are mangroves and seagrasses 
sources of organic carbon for penaeid prawns in a tropical Australian estuary? A 
multiple stable-isotope study. Marine Biology130, 289-300. 

Long E. R., MacDonald D. D., Smith S. L. and Calder F. D. (1995) Incidence of adverse 
biological effects within ranges of chemical concentrations in marine and 
estuarine sediments. Environmental Management 19, 867-876. 

Lovelock C. E., Feller I. C., McKee K. L., Engelbrecht B. M. J. and Ball M. C. (2004) The 
effect of nutrient enrichment on growth, photosynthesis and hydraulic 
conductance of dwarf mangroves in Panama. Functional Ecology 18(1), 25-33. 

Lovelock C. E.,  Feller I. C.,  McKee K. L. and Thompson R. (2005) Variation in mangrove 
forest structure and sediment characteristics in Bocas del Toro, Panama. 
Caribbian Joutnal Science 41, 456-464. 

Lovelock C. E., Feller I. C., Ellis J., Schwarz A. M., Hancock N., Nichols P. and Sorrell B. 
(2007a) Mangrove growth in New Zealand estuaries: the role of nutrient 
enrichment at sites with contrasting rates of sedimentation. Oecologia 153(3), 
633-641. 

Lovelock C. E., Feller I. C., Ball M. C., Ellis J. and Sorrell B. (2007b) Testing the growth rate 
vs. geochemical hypothesis for latitudinal variation in plant nutrients. Ecology 
Letters 10(12), 1154-1163. 

Lovelock C. E., Ball M. C., Martin K. C., and Feller I. C. (2009) Nutrient enrichment 
increases mortality of mangroves.PLoS One4(5), e5600. 

Lovelock C. E., Sorrell B. K., Hancock N., Hua Q. and Swales A. (2010) Mangrove forest and 
soil development on a rapidly accreting shore in New Zealand. Ecosystems 13, 
437-451. 

Lowery W.A. and Nelson W.G. (1988) Population ecology of the hermit crab Clibanarius 
vittatus (Decapoda: Duogenidae) at Sebastian Inlet, Florida. Journal of 
Crustacean Biology 8(4), 548-556. 

Lu C. Y. and Lin  P. (1990) Studies on litter fall and decomposition of Bruguiera sexangula 
community in Hainan Island, China. Bulletin of Marine Science  47, 139‐148. 



REFERENCES 

200 

Lugo A. E. and Snedaker S. C. (1974) The ecology of mangroves. Annual Review of Ecology 
and Systematics 5,39-64. 

Lui T. H., Lee S. Y. and Sadovy Y. (2002) Macrobenthos of a tidal impoundment at the Mai 
Po marshes nature reserve, Hong Kong. Hydrobiologia, 468,193-212. 

Luther D. A. and Greenberg R. (2009) Mangroves: a global perspective on the evolution 
and conservation of their terrestrial vertebrates. BioScience 59(7), 602-612. 

MacFarlane G. R. and Burchett M. D. (2002) Toxicity, growth and accumulation 
relationships of copper, lead and zinc in the grey mangrove Avicennia marina 
(Forsk.) Vierh. Marine Environmental Research 54, 65-84. 

Macia A. (2004) Primary carbon sources for juvenile penaeid shrimps in a mangrove-
fringed Bay of Inhaca Island, Mozambique: a dual carbon and nitrogen isotope 
analysis. Western Indian Ocean Journal of Marine Science 3, 151-161. 

Macintosh D. J., Ashton E. C. and Havanon S. (2002) Mangrove rehabilitation and 
intertidal biodiversity: a study in the Ranong mangrove ecosystem, 
Thailand.Estuarine, Coastal and ShelfScience 55, 331-345. 

Mackey A. P. and Smail G (1996) The decomposition of mangrove litter in a subtropical 
mangrove forest. Hydrobiologia 332, 93-98 

Macnae W. (1968) A general account of a fauna and flora of mangrove swamps and 
forest in the Indo-Pacific region. Advances in Marine Biology 6, 73-270. 

Mandura A. S. (1997) A mangrove stand under sewage pollution stress: Red 
Sea.Mangroves and Salt marshes, 1(4), 255-262. 

Manik M., Ratheesh R. and Rajawat  A. S. (2013) Potential site selection for mangrove 
plantation along the Kachchh District, Gujarat, India using remote sensing and 
GIS technique. International Journal of Geology, Earth & Environmental Sciences 
3 (3),18-23 

Mannino A. and Montagna P. A. (1997) Small-scale spatial variation of macrobenthic 
community structure. Estuaries 20, 159-173. 

Manson F. J.; Loneragan N. R.; McLeod I. M. and Kenyon R. A. (2001) Assessing 
techniques for estimating the extent of mangroves: topographic maps; aerial 
photographs and Landsat TM images. Marine and Freshwater Resources 52, 787-
792.  

Manson F. J., Loneragan N. R. and Phinn S. R. (2003) Spatial and temporal variation in 
distribution of mangroves in Moreton Bay, subtropical Australia: a comparison of 
pattern metrics and change detection analyses based on aerial photographs. 
Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 57, 653-666. 

Mantelatto F. L. M., Martinelli J. M. and Fransozo A. (2004) Temporal-spatial distribution 
of the hermit crab Loxopagurus loxochelis (Decapoda: Diogenidae) from Ubatuba 
Bay,São Paulo State, Brazil. Revista de biologia tropical 52(1), 47-55. 

Marguillier S., van der Velde G., Dehairs F., Hemminga M. A. and Rajagopal S. (1997) 
Trophic relationships in an interlinked mangrove-seagrass ecosystem as traced 
by 13C and 15N. Marine Ecology Progress Series151, 115-121. 



REFERENCES 

201 

Maria T. F., Esteves A. M., Vanaverbeke J. and Vanreusel A. (2011) The effect of the 
dominant polychaete Scolelepis squamata on nematode colonisation in sandy 
beach sediments: an experimental approach. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf 
Science 94, 272-280. 

Marin V., Moreno M., Vassallo P., Vezzulli L. and Fabiano M. (2008) Development of a 
multistep indicator-based approach (MIBA) for the assessment of environmental 
quality of harbours. ICES Journal of Marine Science 65, 1436-1441. 

Martinho C. T., Hesp P. A. and Dillenburg S. R. (2010) Morphological and temporal 
variations of transgressive dunefields of the northern and mid-littoral Rio Grande 
do Sul coast, Southern Brazil. Geomorphology 117(1), 14-32. 

Mateus M. and Campuzano F. J. (2008) The DPSIR framework applied to the integrated 
management of coastal areas. Perspectives on Integrated coastal zone 
management in South America, 29-42. 

Maurer D., Nguyen H., Robertson G. and Gerlinger T. (1999) The infaunal trophic index 
(ITI): Its Suitability for Marine Environmental Monitoring. Ecological Applications 
9 (2), 699-713. 

Maxim L., Spangenberg J. and O’Connor M. (2009) An analysis of risks for biodiversity 
under the DPSIR framework. Ecological Economics 69, 12-23. 

May D. (1999) Spatial variation in litter production by the mangrove Avicennia marina 
var. australasica in the Rangaunu Harbour, Northland, New Zealand. New 
Zealand Journal of Marine and Freshwater Research 33, 163-172. 

McGarigal K. and Cushman S. A. (2002) Comparative evaluation of experimental 
approaches to the study of habitat fragmentation effects. Ecological Application 
12, 335-345. 

McGarigal K., Cushman S. A. and Ene E. (2012) FRAGSTATS v4: Spatial Pattern Analysis 
Program for Categorical and Continuous Maps. Available at: 
http://www.umass.edu/landeco/research/fragstats/fragstats.html 

Mcleod E., Chmura G. L., Bouillon S., Salm R., Björk M., Duarte C. M., Lovelock C. E., 
William H Schlesinger W. H. and Silliman B. R. (2011). A blueprint for blue 
carbon: toward an improved understanding of the role of vegetated coastal 
habitats in sequestering CO2. Frontiers in Ecology and the Environment 9(10), 
552-560. 

McManus J. W. and Pauly D. (1990) Ecological stress: variations on a theme by Warwick 
R. M.. Marine Biology 106, 305-308. 

Medina E., Cuevas E. and Lugo A. E. (2010) Nutrient relations of dwarf Rhizophora mangle 
L. mangroves on peat in eastern Puerto Rico. Plant ecology 207(1), 13-24. 

Meffe G. K. and Carroll C. R. (1997) Principles of Conservation Biology, Sinauer 
Association, Sunderland. 

Meire P. M, and Dereu J. (1990) Use of the abundance/biomass comparison method for 
detecting environmental stress: some considerations based on intertidal 
macrozoobenthos and bird communities. Journal of Applied Ecology 27, 210-223. 

http://www.umass.edu/landeco/research/fragstats/fragstats.html


REFERENCES 

202 

Mendelssohn I. A. and McKee K. L (2000) Salt marshes and Mangroves. North American 
Vegetation, M. G. Barbour and W. D. Billings, Eds., Cambridge University Press, 
501-536. 

Méndez N., Romero J. and Flos  J. (1997) Population dynamics and production of the 
polychaete Capitella capitata in the littoral zone of Barcelona (Spain, NW 
Mediterranean). Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology  218(2), 
263-284. 

Meynecke J. O., Lee S. Y. and Duke N. C. (2008) Linking spatial metrics and fish catch 
reveals the importance of coastal wetland connectivity to inshore fisheries in 
Queensland, Australia. Biological Conservation 141, 981-996. 

Meziane T. and Tsuchiya M. (2002) Organic matter in a subtropical mangrove-estuary 
subjected to wastewater discharge: origin and utilisation by two 
macrozoobenthic species. Journal of Sea Research 47, 1–11. 

Meziane T., Sanabe M. C. and Tsuchiya M. (2002) Role of fiddler crabs of a subtropical 
intertidal flat on the fate of sedimentary fatty acids. Journal of Experimental 
Marine Biology and Ecology 270(2), 191-201.Micheli F., Gherardi F. and Vannini 
M. (1991) Feeding and burrowing ecology of two East African mangrove crabs. 
Marine Biology111(2), 247-254. 

Middleton B. A. and McKee K. L. (2001) Degradation of mangrove tissues and implications 
for peat formation in Belizean island forests. Journal of Ecology 89, 818-828. 

Moens T. and Vincx M. (1997) Observations on the feeding ecology of estuarine 
nematodes. Journal of the Marine Biological Association of the UnitedKingdom 
77,  211-227. 

Moens T., Bouillon  S. and Gallucci F. (2005) Dual stable isotope abundances unravel 
trophic position of estuarine nematodes. Journal of Marine Biology 
AssociationUK 85, 1401-1407. 

Mohammed A. E. H.  (2006) First commercial shrimp farming trial on the Red Sea coast of 
Sudan: Assessment and documentation. PhD thesis. Department of animal 
production, Sudan University of Science and Technology. 

Mohammed B. F. (1984) Ecological observations on mangroves of the Red Sea shores of 
the Sudan. Hydrobiologia 110(1), 109-111. 

Monsef H. A. E., Aguib A. S. and Smith S. E. (2013) Locating suitable mangrove plantation 
sites along the Saudi Arabia Red Sea Coast. Journal of African Earth Sciences83, 
1-9. 

Moreno M., Vezzulli L., Marin V., Laconi P. and Albertelli G. (2008a)-The use of meiofauna 
diversity as an indicator of pollution in harbours. ICES Journal of Marine Science 
65, 1428-1435.  

Moreno M., Ferrero T. J., Gallizia I., Vezzulli L., Albertelli G. and Fabiano M. (2008b).An 
assessment of the spatial heterogeneity of environmental disturbance within an 
enclosed harbour through the analysis of meiofauna and nematode 
assemblages. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science77, 565-576. 



REFERENCES 

203 

Moreno M., Semprucci F., Vezzulli L., Balsamo M. and Fabiano M. (2011) The use of 
nematodes in assessing ecological quality status in the Mediterranean coastal 
ecosystems. Ecological Indicators 11 (2), 328-336. 

Morrisey D. J., Skilleter G. A., Ellis J. I., Burns B. R., Kemp C. E. and Burt K. (2003) 
Differences in benthic fauna and sediment among mangrove (Avicennia marina 
var. australasica) stands of different ages in New Zealand. Estuarine, Coastal and 
Shelf Science 56, 581-592. 

Moser S., Macintosh D., Laoprasert S. and Tongdee N. (2005) Population ecology of the 
mud crab Scylla olivacea: a study in the Ranong mangrove ecosystem, Thailand, 
with emphasis on juvenile recruitment and mortality. Fisheries Research71(1), 
27-41. 

Mumby P. J. and Hastings A. (2008).The impact of ecosystem connectivity on coral reef 
resilience. Journal of Applied Ecology 45(3), 854-862. 

Mumby P. J.; Green E. P.; Edwards A. J. and Clark C. D. (1999) The cost-effectiveness of 
remote sensing for tropical coastal resources assessment and management. 
Journal of Environmental Managment 55, 157-166.  

Mumby P. J., Edwards A. J., Arias-González J. E., Lindeman K. C., Blackwell P. G., Gall A., 
Gorczynska M. I., Harborne A. R., Pescod C. L., Renken H., Wabnitz C. C. C. and 
Llewellyn G. (2004) Mangrove enhance the biomass of coral reef fish 
communities in the Caribbean. Nature 427, 533-536. 

Musa S. B. (1991) Surface run-off in the Red Sea Province. Red Sea Area Programme 
(RESAP) Technical Papers No. 5, University of Khartoum, Sudan. 

Mutua A. K., Ntiba M. J.; Muthumbi A., Ngondi D. and Vanreusel A. (2014) Restoration of 
Benthic Macro-endofayuna after Reforestation of Rhizophora mucronata 
Mangroves in Gazi Bay, Kenya. Western Indian Ocean Journal of Marine Sciences 
10, 39-49.. 

Myint S. W., Giri C. P., Wang L., Zhu Z., and Gillette S. C. (2008) Identifying mangrove 
species and their surrounding land use and land cover classes using an object-
oriented approach with a lacunarity spatial measure. GIScience and Remote 
Sensing 45(2), 188-208. 

Myint S. W., Franklin J., Buenemann M., Kim W. K., and Giri C. P. (2014). Examining 
Change Detection Approaches for Tropical Mangrove Monitoring. 
Photogrammetric Engineering and Remote Sensing 80(10), 983-993. 

Nagelkerken I., Van Der Velde G., Gorissen M.W., Meijer G.J., van't Hof T. and Den Hartog 
C. (2000a) Importance of mangroves, seagrass beds and the shallow coral reef as 
a nursery for important coral reef fishes, using a visual census technique. 
Estuarine Coastal and Shelf Science 51, 31-44. 

Nagelkerken I., Dorenbosch M., Verberk W.C.E.P., de la Moriniere E.C. and van der Velde 
G. (2000b). Importance of shallow-water biotopes of a Caribbean bay for 
juvenile coral reef fishes: Patterns in biotope association, community structure 
and spatial distribution. Marine Ecology Progress Series 202: 175-192. 

Nagelkerken I, Kleijnen S, Klop T, van den Brand R. A. C. J.,Cocheret de la Morinière E. and 
van der Velde G. (2001)Dependence of Caribbean reef fishes on mangroves 



REFERENCES 

204 

andseagrass beds as nursery habitats: a comparison of fishfaunas between bays 
with and without mangroves/seagrassbeds. Marine  Ecology Progress Series 214, 
225-235. 

Nagelkerken I., Blaber S. J. M., Bouillon S., Green P., Haywood M., Kirton L. G., Meynecke 
J. O., Pawlik J., Penrose H. M., Sasekumar A. and Somerfield P. J. (2008) The 
habitat function of mangroves for terrestrial and marine fauna: A review. 
Aquatic Botany 89, 155-185. 

Nagelkerken I., Sheaves M., Baker R. and Connolly R. (2014) The seascape nursery: a 
novel spatial approach to identify and manage nurseries for coastal marine 
fauna. Fish and Fisheries doi:10.1111/faf.12057. 

Naidoo G. (2009) Differential effects of nitrogen and phosphorus enrichment on growth 
of dwarf Avicennia marina mangroves. Aquatic Botany 90(2), 184-190. 

Nascimento Jr W. R., Souza-Filho P. W. M., Proisy C., Lucas R. M. and Rosenqvist A. 
(2013). Mapping changes in the largest continuous Amazonian mangrove belt 
using object-based classification of multisensor satellite imagery. Estuarine, 
Coastal and Shelf Science, 117, 83-93. 

Nasr D. H., Osman M. M., Elhag A G., Idris  F. M. and Hamza M. E. (1987) Distirbution of 
fauna and flora in relation to physico-chemicl variation and oil pollution in Port 
Sudan area, A report submitted to PERSGA: pp.30. 

Nayar T.S.; Praveen V.P. and Suresh S. (2012) Species preferences of the crab Sesarmops 
intermedius to seedling predation in mangrove ecosystem of Kerala, India. VLIZ 
Special Publication, 57: pp. 125. 

Naylor R. L., Goldburg R. J., Primavera J. H., Kautsky N., Beveridge M. C. M., Clay J., Folke 
C., Lubchenco J., Moony H. and Troell M. (2000). Effect of aquaculture on world 
fish supplies. Nature 405, 1017-1024. 

Neukermans G., Dahdouh-Guebas F., Kairo J. G. and Koedam N. (2008) Mangrove species 
and stand mapping in Gazi bay (Kenya) using quick bird satellite imagery. Journal 
of Spatial Science 53(1), 75-86. 

Newell R .I .E., Marshall N., Sasekumar A. and Chong V.C. (1995) Relative importance of 
benthic microalgae, phytoplankton, and mangroves as sources of nutrition for 
penaeid prawns and other coastal invertebrates from Malaysia. Marine Biology 
123, 595-606. 

Newsome S. D., del Rio C. M., Bearhop S. and Phillips D. L. (2007) A niche for isotopic 
ecology. Frontiers in Ecology and the Environment 5, 429-436. 

Nordhaus I., Diele K. and Wolff M. (2009) Activity patterns, feeding and burrowing 
behaviour of the crab Ucides cordatus (Ucididae) in a high intertidal mangrove 
forest in North Brazil. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology374(2), 
104-112. 

Nyunja J., Ntiba M., Onyari J., Mavuti K., Soetaert K., and Bouillon S. (2009) Carbon 
sources supporting a diverse fish community in a tropical coastal ecosystem 
(Gazi Bay, Kenya). Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 83, 333-341. 



REFERENCES 

205 

O´lafssonE. (1995) Meiobenthos in mangrove areas in eastern Africa with emphasis on 
assemblage structure of free-living marine nematodes. Hydrobiologia,312(1), 47-
57. 

O´lafsson E., Carlstrom S. and Ndaro S. G. M. (2000). Meiobenthos of hypersaline tropical 
mangrove sediment in relation to spring tide inundation. Hydrobiologia 426, 57-
64. 

O’Neill R. V., Hunsaker C. T., Jones K. B., Riitters K. H., Wickham J. D., Schwartz P. M., 
Goodman I. A., Jackson B. L. and Baillargeon W. S. (1997) Monitoring 
environmental quality at the landscape scale. BioScience 47, 513-519.  

Obade P. T., Dahdouh-Guebas F., Koedam N., De Wulf R. and Tack J. (2004). GIS-based 
integration of interdisciplinary ecological data to detect land-cover changes in 
Creek Mangroves at Gazi Bay, Kenya. Western Indian Ocean Journal of Marine 
Science 3(1): 11-27. 

Obade P. T., Koedam N., Soetaert K., Neukermans G., Bogaert J. Nyssen E., Van 
Nedervelde F., Berger U. and Dahdouh-Guebas F. (2009) Impact of 
anthropogenic disturbance on a mangrove forest assessed by a 1D cellular 
automaton model using Lotkolterra-type competition. International Journal of 
Design & Nature and Ecodynamics 3(4), 296-320. 

Odum W. E. and Heald D J. (1975) The detritus-based food web of an estuarine mangrove 
community. In Estuarine Research, ed. LE Cronin, New York: Academic. pp. 265-
86.  

Odum W. E. and McIvor C. C. (1990). Mangroves. Ecosystems of Florida, 517-548. 

Omann I., Stocker A. and Jäger J. (2009) Climate change as a threat to biodiversity: An 
application of the DPSIR approach. Ecological Economics 69, 24-31. 

Ong J. E. and Gong W. K. (2013) Structure, function and management of mangrove 
ecosystems. ISME mangrove educational book Series No. 2. International Society 
for Mangrove Ecosystems (ISME), Okinawa, Japan, and International Tropical 
Timber Organization (ITTO), Yokohama, Japan. 

Onuf C. P., Teal J. M. and Valiela I. (1977) Interactions of nutrients, plant growth and 
herbivory in a mangrove ecosystem. Ecology 58, 514-526. 

Sousa W. P. (1984) The role of disturbance in natural communities. Annual review of 
ecology and systematic, 353-391. 

Patela N. T., Guptab A. and Pandey A. N. (2010) Salinity tolerance of Avicennia marina 
(Forssk.) Vierh. from Gujarat coasts of India. Aquatic Botany 93 (1), 9-16. 

Pearson T. H. and Rosenberg R. (1978) Macrobenthic succession in relation to organic 
enrichment and pollution of the marine environment. Oceanography and Marine 
Biology: An Annual Review 16, 229-311. 

PERSGA (2004) Status of Mangroves in the Red Sea and Gulf of Aden. PERSGA Technical 
Series No. 11, PERSGA, Jeddah. 

Peterson B. J. and Fry B. (1987) Stable Isotopes in Ecosystem Studies, Annual Review of 
Ecology and Systematics 18, 293-320. 



REFERENCES 

206 

Peterson C. H. (1992) Competition for food and its community-level implications. Benthos 
Research 42, 1-11. 

Pinto L. and Punchihewa N. N. (1996) Utilization of mangroves and seagrasses by fishes in 
the Negombo Estuary, Sri Lanka. Marine Biology 126 (2), 333-345. 

Pinto T. K., Austen M. C. V., Warwick R. M., Somerfield P. J., Esteves A. M., Castro F. J.V., 
Fonseca-Genevois V. G. and Santos P. J. P. (2013) Nematode diversity in different 
microhabitats in a mangrove region. Marine Ecology 34, 257-268. 

Plaziat J. C. (1984). Mollusk distribution in the mangal. Hydrobiology of the mangal: the 
ecosystem of the mangrove  forests.Developments in Hydrobiology 20. The 
Hague: Junk Publishers, Boston, pp 111-143. 

Polidoro B. A., Carpenter K. E., Collins L., Duke N. C., Ellison A. M., Ellison J. C., Farnsworth 
E. J., Fernando E. S., Kathiresan K., Koedam N. E., Livingstone S. R., Miyagi T., 
Moore G. E., Nam V. N., Ong J. E., Primavera J. H., Salmo S. G. III, Sanciangco J. C., 
Sukardjo S., Wang Y. and Yong J. W. H. (2010). The loss of species: mangrove 
extinction risk and geographic areas of global concern. PLoS One 5(4), e10095. 

Pontius Jr R. G. and Millones M. (2011) Death to Kappa: birth of quantity disagreement 
and allocation disagreement for accuracy assessment. International Journal of 
Remote Sensing 32(15), 4407-4429. 

Por F. D., Dor I. and Amir A. (1977) ‘The mangal of Sinai: limits of an ecosystem. 
elgolander Wissenschaftliche Meeresuntersuchungen 34, 295-314. 

Post D.M. (2002) Using stable isotopes to estimate trophic position: models, methods, 
and assumptions. Ecology 83, 703-718. 

Post D. M., Pace,M. L. and Hairston Jr. N.G. (2000) Ecosystem size determines food-chain 
length in lakes. Letters to Nature 405 (29), 1047-1049. 

Prasad M. B. K. and Ramanathan A. L. (2008) Sedimentary nutrient dynamics in a tropical 
estuarine mangrove ecosystem. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 80(1), 60-
66. 

Primavera J. H. (1997) Fish predation on mangrove-associated penaeids: the role of 
structures and substrate. Journaal of Experimental Marin Biology and Ecology 
215, 205-216. 

Primavera J. H. (2006) Overcoming the impacts of aquaculture on the coastal zone. Ocean 
and Coastal Management 49, 531-545. 

Primavera J. H., Altamirano J. P., Lebata M. J. H. L., Reyes A. A. D. and Pitogo C. L. (2007) 
Mangroves and shrimp pond culture effluents in Aklan, Panay Is., Central 
Philippines. Bulletin of Marine Science 80 (3), 795-804. 

Probert P. K. (1984) Disturbance, sediment stability and trophic structure of soft-bottom 
communities. Journal of Marine Research 42, 893-921.  

Pusceddu A., Gambi C., Corinaldesi C., Scopa M. and Danovaro R. (2014) Relationships 
between Meiofaunal Biodiversity and Prokaryotic Heterotrophic Production in 
Different Tropical Habitats and Oceanic Regions. PLoS ONE 9(3), e91056. 
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0091056. 



REFERENCES 

207 

Quang N. X., Chau N. N., and Vanreusel A. (2014) Nematode morphometry and biomass 
patterns in relation to community characteristics and environmental variables in 
the Mekong Delta, Vietnam.Raffles Bulletin of Zoology62, 501-512. 

Quisthoudt K. (2013) Mangroves meet their limits: where and how climate sets the 
latitudinal limits of mangroves in the context of global warming. PhD Thesis. 
Faculty of Science and Bio-Engineering Sciences.VUB, Brussels, Belgium. 

Quisthoudt K., Schmitz N., Randin C. F., Dahdouh-Guebas F., Robert E. M. and Koedam N. 
(2012). Temperature variation among mangrove latitudinal range limits 
worldwide. Tree26(6), 1919-1931. 

Qurbana M. A., Balalaa A. C., Kumarb S., Bhavyab P. S. and Wafar M. (2014) Primary 
production in the northern Red Sea. Journal of Marine Systems 132, 75-82. 

Qureshi M. T. (1990) Experimental Plantation for Rehabilitation of Mangrove Forests in 
Pakistan. Mangrove ecosystem occasional paper no. 4. UNDP/UNESCO Regional 
project for mangroves (RAS/86/120). 

Raes M., De Troch M., Ndaro S. G. M., Muthumbi A., Guilini K. and Vanreusel A. (2007) 
The structuring role of microhabitat type in coral degradation zones: a case 
study with marine nematodes from Kenya and Zanzibar. Coral Reefs 26 (1), 113-
126. 

Raitsos D. E., Hoteit I., Prihartato P. K., Chronis T., Triantafyllou G. and Abualnaja Y. (2011) 
Abrupt warming of the Red Sea. Geophysical Research Letters 38, L14601, 
doi:10.1029/2011GL047984. 

Raitsos D. E., Pradhan Y., Brewin R. J., Stenchikov G. and Hoteit I. (2013) Remote sensing 
the phytoplankton seasonal succession of the Red Sea. PloS one 8(6), e64909. 

Rajendran N., and Kathiresan K. (2004) How to increase juvenile shrimps in mangrove 
waters? Wetlands Ecology and Management 12, 179-188. 

Rajendran N., and Kathiresan K. (2007) Microbes associated with submerged leaf litter of 
mangroves, Revista de Biologia Tropical 55(2), 393-400. 

Ramanathan A. L. (1997) Sediment characteristics of the Pichavaram mangrove 
environment, southeast coast of India. Indian Journal of Marine Sciences 26, 
319-322. 

Ramey P. A. and Snelgrove P. V. R. (2003) Spatial patterns in sedimentary macrofaunal 
communities on the south coast of Newfoundland in relation to surface 
oceanography and sediment characteristics. Marine Ecology Progress Series 262, 
215-227. 

Ramsey E. W. and Jensen J. R. III. (1996) Remote sensing of mangrove wetlands: Relating 
canopy spectra to site-specific data. Photogrammetric Engineering and Remote 
Sensing 62, 939-948. 

Ravera O. (1998) Utility and limits of biological and chemical monitoring of the aquatic 
environment. Annali di Chimica, Rome 88, 909-913. 

Reef R., Feller I. C. and Lovelock C. E. (2010) Nutrition of mangroves. Tree Physiology 30 
(9), 1148-1160. 



REFERENCES 

208 

Ricciardi A. and Bourget E. (1999) Global patterns of macro invertebrate biomass in 
marine intertidal communities. Marine Ecology Progress Series 185, 21-35. 

Ridd P. V. (1996) Flow through animal burrows in mangrove creeks. Estuarine, Coastal 
and Shelf Science43(5), 617-625. 

Riera P., Stal L. J., Nieuwenhuize J., Richard P., Blanchard G. and Gentil F. (1999) 
Determination of food sources for benthic invertebrates in a salt marsh 
(Aiguillon Bay, France) by carbon and nitrogen stable isotopes: importance of 
locally produced sources. Marine Ecology Progress Series 187,301-307. 

Risser P. G. (1995) The status of the science examining ecotones. BioScience 45, 318-325. 

Roberts D. E. (1996) Effects of the North Head deep-water sewage outfall on nearshore 
coastal reef macrobenthic assemblage. Marine Pollution Bulletin 33, 303-308. 

Robertson A. I. and Alongi D. M. (1992) Tropical mangrove ecosystems. American 
Geophysical Union. 330 pp. 

Robinson D. (2001) δ15N as an Integrator of the Nitrogen Cycle, Trends in Ecology & 
Evolution 16, 153-162. 

Rodelli M. R., Gearing J. N., Gearing P. J., Marshall N. and Sasekumar A. (1984) Stable 
isotope ratio as a tracer of mangrove carbon in Malaysian ecosystems. Oecologia 
61, 326-333. 

Rönnbäck P. (1999) The ecological basis for economic value of seafood production 
supported by mangrove ecosystems. Ecological Economics 29, 235-252. 

Rosenberg R., Blomqvist M., Nilsson H. C., Cederwall H. and Dimming A. (2004) Marine 
quality assessment by use of benthic species-abundance distributions: a 
proposed new protocol within the European Union Water Framework Directive. 
Marine Pollution Bulletin 49,728-739. 

Rutledge D. (2003) Landscape indices as measures of the effects of fragmentation: can 
pattern reflect process? DOC Science International Series 98, Department of 
Conservation, Wellington. 27 p. 

Sabeel R. A. O., Ingels J., Pape E. and Vanreusel A. (2014) Macrofauna along the Sudanese 
Red Sea coast: potential effect of mangrove clearance on community and trophic 
structure. Marine Ecology doi: 10.1111/maec.12184. 

Sahoo G., Suchiang S. R. and Ansari Z. A. (2013) Meiofauna-Mangrove interaction: a pilot 
study from a tropical mangrove habitat. Cahiers de Biologie Marine 54, 349-358. 

Samoilys M. (2011) Fishing sea cucumber to disappearance on Sudan’s Red Sea coast. 
SWARA (East African Wildlife Society 35(3), 30-32. 

Sasekumar A. (1974). Distribution of macrofauna on a Malayan mangrove shore. The 
Journal of Animal Ecology, 51-69. 

Sasekumar A (1994) Meiofauna of a mangrove shore on the west coast of peninsular 
Malaysia. Raffles Bulletin of Zoology 42, 901-915. 

Sasekumar A. and Chong V. C. (1998) Faunal diversity in Malaysian mangroves. Global 
Ecology and Biogeography Letters 7, 57-60. 



REFERENCES 

209 

Sathirathai S. and Barbier E. B. (2001) Valuing mangrove conservation, Southern Thailand. 
Contemporary.  Economic Policy 19, 109-122. 

Satyanarayana B., Mohamad K. A., Idris I. F., Husain M. and Dahdouh-Guebas F. (2011) 
Assessment of mangrove vegetation based on remote sensing and ground-truth 
measurements at Tumpat, Kelantan Delta, East Coast of Peninsular Malaysia. 
International Journal of Remote Sensing 32 (6), 1635 - 1650. 

Saunders D. A., Hobbs R. J. and Margules C. R. (1991) Biological consequences of 
ecosystem fragmentation: a review. Conservation Biology 5, 18-32. 

Schmidt S. N., Olden J. D., Solomon C. T., and Vander Zanden M. J. (2007) Quantitative 
approaches to the analysis of stable isotope food web data. Ecology 88, 2793-
2802. 

Schratzberger M. and Warwick R. M. (1998) Effects of physical disturbance on nematode 
communities in sand and mud: a microcosm experiment. Marine Biology 130, 
643-650. 

Schratzberger M. and Warwick R. M. (1999) Impact of predation and sediment 
disturbance by Carcinusmaenas (L.) on free-living nematode community 
structure. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 235, 255-271. 

Schratzberger M., Gee J. M., Rees H. L., Boyd S. E. and Wall C. M. (2000) The structure 
and taxonomic composition of sublittoral meiofauna assemblages as an indicator 
of the status of marine environments. Journal of the Marine Biological 
Association of the United Kingdom 80, 969-980.  

Schratzberger M., Bolam S. G., Whomersley P., Warr K., Rees, H. .L. (2004a) Development 
of a meiobenthic nematode community following the intertidal placement of 
various types of sediment. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 
303 (1), 79-96. 

Schratzberger M., Whomersley P., Kilbride R. and Rees H. L. (2004b) Structure and 
taxonomic composition of subtidal nematode and macrofauna assemblages at 
four stations around the UK coast. Journal of Marine Biological Association U. K. 
84, 315-322. 

Schratzberger M., Warr K., and Rogers S. I. (2007). Functional diversity of nematode 
communities in the southwestern North Sea.Marine Environmental 
Research63(4), 368-389. 

Schratzberger M., Forster R. M., Goodsir F. and Jennings S. (2008) Nematode community 
dynamics over an annual production cycle in the central North Sea. Marine 
Environmental Research66, 508-519. 

Schratzberger M., Lampadariou N., Somerfield P. J., Vandepitte L. and Vanden Berghe E. 
(2009) The impact of seabed disturbance on nematode communities: linking 
field and laboratory observations. Marine Biology 156, 709-724. 

Schrijvers J. (1996) Meiobenthos of Ceriops and Rhizophora mangroves at Gazi bay, 
Kenya: human impact.Academia Analecta58(1), 97-114. 

Schrijvers J., Van Gansbeke D. and Vincx M. (1995a) Macrobenthic infauna of mangroves 
and surrounding beaches at Gazi Bay, Kenya. Hydrobiologia 306, 53-66. 



REFERENCES 

210 

Schrijvers J., Okondo J., Steyaert M. and Vlncx M. (1995b) Influence of epibenthos on 
meiobenthos of the Ceriops tagal mangrove sediment at Gazi Bay, Kenya. Marine 
Ecology Progress Series 128, 247-259. 

Schrijvers J., Camargo M. G., Pratiwi R and Vincx M. (1998) The infaunal macrobenthos 
under East African Ceriops tagal mangroves impacted by epibenthos.Journal of 
experimental marine biology and ecology222(1), 175-193. 

Schwinghamer P. (1981) Characteristic size distributions of integral benthic communities. 
Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences38(10), 1255-1263. 

Schwinghamer P. (1983) Generating ecological hypotheses from biomass spectra using 
causal analysis: a benthic example. Marine Ecology Progress Series 13, 151-166. 

Selvam V., Ravichandran K. K., Gnanappazham L. and Navamuniyammal M. (2003) 
Assessment of community-based restoration of Pichavaram mangrove wetland 
using remote sensing data.Current science85(6), 794-798. 

Semeniuk V. (1983) Mangrove distribution in northwestern Australia in relationship to 
regional and local freshwater seepage. Vegetation 53(1), 11-31. 

Semprucci F., Boi P., Manti A., Covazzi Harriague A., Rocchi M., Colantoni P., Papa S. and 
Balsamo M. (2010) Benthic communities along a littoral of the Central Adriatic 
Sea (Italy). Helgoland Marine Research 64, 101-115. 

Semprucci F., ColantoniP., Giuseppe BaldelliG., Rocchi M. and Maria Balsamo M. (2010) 
The distribution of meiofauna on back-reef sandy platforms in the Maldives 
(Indian Ocean). Marine Ecology 31, 592-607.  

Semprucci F., Moreno M., Sbrocca S., Rocchi M., Albertelli G. and Balsamoi M. (2013) The 
nematode assemblage as a tool for the assessment of marine ecological quality 
status: a case-study in the Central Adriatic Sea. Mediterranean Marine Science 
14(1), 48-57. 

Seto K. C. and Fragkias M. (2007) Mangrove conversion and aquaculture development in 
Vietnam: A remote sensing-based approach for evaluating the Ramsar 
Convention on Wetlands. Global Environmental Change17(3), 486-500. 

Shahraki M., Fry B., Krumme U. and Rixen T. (2014) Microphytobenthos sustain fish food 
webs in intertidal arid habitats: A comparison between mangrove-lined and un-
vegetated creeks in the Persian Gulf. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science149, 
203-212. 

Sheaves M. and Molony B. (2000) Short-circuit in the mangrove food chain. Marine 
Ecology Progress Series 199, 97-109. 

Sheaves M., Johnston R., Connolly R. M. and Baker R. (2012) Importance of estuarine 
mangroves to juvenile banana prawns. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 114, 
208-219. 

Sheaves M., Baker R., Nagelkerken I. and Connolly R. M. (2014) True value of estuarine 
and coastal nurseries for fish: incorporating complexity and dynamics. Estuaries 
and Coasts, 1-14. 



REFERENCES 

211 

Sheppard C., Price A. and Roberts C. (1992) Marine Ecology of the Arabian Region: 
Patterns and Processes in Extreme Tropical Environments. London: Academic 
Press. 

Sheridan R. P. (1991) Epicaulous, nitrogen-fixing microepiphytes in a tropical mangal 
community, Guadeloupe, French West Indies. Biotropica 23, 530-541. 

Shibuno T., Nakamura Y., Horinouchi M. and Sano, M. (2008). Habitat use patterns of 
fishes across the mangrove-seagrass-coral reef seascape at Ishigaki Island, 
southern Japan.Ichthyological Research55(3), 218-237. 

Shinnaka T., Sano M., Ikejima K., Tongnunui P., Horinouchi M., and Kurokura H. (2007). 
Effects of mangrove deforestation on fish assemblage at Pak Phanang Bay, 
southern Thailand. Fisheries Science 73(4), 862-870. 

Shuman C. S. and Ambrose R. F. (2003) A Comparison of Remote Sensing and 
Ground‐Based Methods for Monitoring Wetland Restoration Success. 
Restoration Ecology11(3), 325-333. 

Simboura N. and Zenetos A. (2002) Benthic indicators to use in ecological quality 
classification of Mediterranean soft bottom marine ecosystems, including a new 
biotic index. Mediterranean Marine Science 3, 77-111. 

Sjöling S., Mohammed S. M., Lyimo T. J. and Kyaruzi J. J. (2005) Benthic bacterial diversity 
and nutrient processes in mangroves: impact of deforestation. Estuarine, Coastal 
and Shelf Science 63, 397-406. 

Skilleter G A. and Warren S (2000) Effects of habitat modification in mangroves on the 
structure of mollusc and crab assemblages. Journal of Experimental Marine 
Biology and Ecology 244, 107-129 

Skov M. W., Vannini M., Shunula J., Hartnoll R., and  Cannicci, S. (2002). Quantifying the 
density of mangrove crabs: Ocypodidae and Grapsidae.Marine Biology141(4), 
725-732. 

Smith S.V. (1984) Phosphorus versus nitrogen limitation in the marine environment. 
Limnology and  Oceanography 29, 1149-1160. 

Smith T. J. (1992) Forest structure. In Robertson A. I. and Alongi D. M. (eds.), Tropical 
Mangrove Ecosystems. American Geophysical Union, Washington, D.C.; pp. 101-
136. 

Smith T. J., Boto K.G., Frusher S.D. and Griddins R. L. (1991) Keystone species and 
mangrove forest dynamics- the influence of burrowing by crabs on soil nutrient 
status and forest productivity. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 33, 419-432. 

Snelgrove P. V. R. and Butman C. A., (1994) Animal-sediment relationships revisited: 
cause versus effect. Oceanography and Marine Biology-An Annual Review 32, 
111-177. 

Sofianos S. S. and Johns W. E. (2003) An oceanic general circulation model (OGCM) 
investigation of the Red Sea circulation: 2. Three‐dimensional circulation in the 
Red Sea. Journal of Geophysical Research: Oceans (1978-2012), 108(C3). 

Sohn Y. and Rebello N. S. (2002) Supervised and Unsupervised Spectral Angle Classifiers. 
Photogrammetric Engineering & Remote Sensing 68 (12), 1271-1280. 



REFERENCES 

212 

Somerfield P. J., Gee J. M. and Aryuthaka C. (1998) Meiofaunal communities in a 
Malaysian mangrove forest. Journal of the Marine Biological Association of the 
United Kingdom78(03), 717-732. 

Sousa W. P. (2001) Natural disturbance and the dynamics of marine benthic 
communities. In: Bertness M. D., Gaines S. D., and Hay M. E. (eds). Marine 
community ecology. Sinauer, Sunderland, Massachusetts, USA, pp. 85-130. 

Spalding M. D., Blasco F. and Field C. D. (1997) World Mangrove Atlas (eds.). The 
International Society for Mangrove Ecosystems, Okinawa, Japan.178 p. 

Spalding M., Kainuma M. and Collins.L. (2010) World Atlas of Mangroves. A collaborative 
project of ITTO, ISME, FAO, UNEP-WCMC, UNESCO-MAB, UNU-INWEH and TNC. 
Earthscan, London. 319 p. 

Steyaert M., Garner N., Gansbeke D. and Vincx M. (1999) Nematode communities from 
North Sea: environmental controls on species diversity and vertical distribution 
within the sediment. Journal of Marine Biology Association, U.K 76, 253-264. 

Steyaert M., Moodley L., Nadong T., Moens T., Soetaert K. and Vincx M. (2007) Responses 
of intertidal nematodes to short-term anoxic events. Journal of Experimental 
Marine Biology and Ecology 345, 175-184. 

Steyaert M., Moodley L., Nadong T., Moens T., Soetaert K. and Vincx M. (2007) Responses 
of intertidal nematodes to short-term anoxic events. Journal of Experimental 
Marine Biology and Ecology 345, 175-184. 

Strayer D. L. (1991) Perspectives on the size structure of lacustrine zoobenthos, its 
causes, and its consequences.Journal of the North American Benthological 
Society 210-221. 

Suding K. N. and Hobbs R. J. (2009) Threshold models in restoration and conservation: a 
developing framework. Trends in Ecology and Evolution 5, 271-279. 

Suga A. A. B. (1999) On the Ecology of Sudanese Red Sea Coastal Vegetation with 
Emphasis on Mangrove Ecosystem. PhD Thesis, Faculty of Science, University of 
Khartoum, Sudan. 

Sweetman A. K., Middelburg J. J., Berle A. M., Bernardino A. F., Schander C., Demopoulos 
A. W. J. and Smith C. R. (2010) Impacts of exotic mangrove forests and mangrove 
deforestation on carbon remineralization and ecosystem functioning in marine 
sediments. Biogeosciences 7, 2129-2145. 

Tam N. F. Y., Vrijmoed L. L. P. and Wong Y. S. (1990) Nutrient dynamics associated with 
leaf decomposition in a small subtropical mangrove community in Hong Kong. 
Bulletin of  Marine Science 47, 68‐78. 

Taylor J. D. and Reid D. G . (1984) The Abundance and trophic classification of molluscs 
upon coral reefs in the Sudanese Red Sea. Journal of Natural History 18, 175-
209. 

Thampanya U., Vermaat J. E., and Terrados J. (2002) The effect of increasing sediment 
accretion on the seedlings of three common Thai mangrove species. Aquatic 
Botany 4, 315-325. 



REFERENCES 

213 

Thiel H., Weikert H. and Karbe L. (1986) Risk assessment for mining metalliferous muds in 
the deep Red Sea. Ambio 15, 34 - 41. 

Thom B. G. (1984) Coastal landforms and geomorphic processes. In The Mangrove 
Ecosystem: Research Methods (ed.) Snedaker S. C. and Snedaker J. G., UNESCO, 
Paris. pp. 3-17. 

Thomas Y., Courties C., El Helwe Y., Herbland A. and Lemonnier H. (2010) Spatial and 
temporal extension of eutrophication associated with shrimp farm wastewater 
discharges in the New Caledonia lagoon. Marine Pollution Bulletin 61, 387-398. 

Thrush S. F. and Dayton P. K. (2002) Disturbance to marine benthic habitats by trawling 
and dredging: implications for marine biodiversity. Annual Review of Ecology and 
Systematics 33, 449-473. 

Thrush S. F., Hewitt J. E., Norkko A., Nicholls P. E., Funnell G. A. and Ellis J. I. (2003) 
Habitat change in estuaries: predicting broad-scale responses of intertidal 
macrofauna to sediment mud content. Marine Ecology Progress Series 263, 101-
112.  

Thrush S. F., Hewitt J. E., Dayton P. K., Coco G., Lohrer A. M., Norkko A., Norkko J., and 
Chiantore M. (2009) Forecasting the limits of resilience: integrating empirical 
research with theory. Proceedings of the Royal Society B 276, 3209-3217. 

Tischendorf L. (2001) Can landscape indices predict ecological processes consistently? 
Landscape Ecology 16(3), 235-254. 

Tita G., Vincx M. and Desrosiers G. (1999) Size spectra, body width and morphotypes of 
intertidal nematodes: an ecological interpretation. Journal of the Marine 
Biological Association of the UK 79, 1007-1015. 

Todd E. M. (2001) Canopy and substratum heterogeneity influence recruitment of 
themangrove Avicennia marina. Journal of Ecology 89: 888-902. 

Tomlinson P. B. (1986) The botany of mangroves. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 
United Kingdom. 

Torres Pratts H. and Schizas N. V. (2007) Meiofaunal Colonization of Decaying Leaves of 
the Red Mangrove Rhizophora mangle in Southwestern Puerto Rico. Caribbean 
Journal of Science 43 (1), 127-137. 

Trott L. A., and Alongi D. M. (2000) The impact of shrimp pond effluent on water quality 
and phytoplankton biomass in a tropical mangrove estuary. Marine Pollution 
Bulletin40(11), 947-951. 

Tue N. T., Hamaoka H., Sogabe A., Quy T. D., Nhuan M. T. and Omori K. (2012) Food 
sources of macro-invertebrates in an important mangrove ecosystem of Vietnam 
determined by dual stable isotope signatures. Journal of Sea Research72, 14-21. 

Turnbull M. S., George P. B. L. and Lindo Z. (2014) Weighing in: Size spectra as a standard 
tool in soil community analyses. Soil Biology and Biochemistry 68, 366-372. 

Turner M.G. (2005) Landscape ecology: what is the state of the science? Annual Review of 
Ecology and Systematics 36, 319-344. 



REFERENCES 

214 

Turner M. G., O'Neill R. V., Gardner R. H. and Milne B. T. (1989) Effects of changing spatial 
scale on the analysis of landscape pattern. Landscape Ecology 3, 153-162. 

Turner M. G., Gardner R. H. and O’Neill R.V (2001) Landscape Ecology in Theory and 
Practice: Pattern and Process. Springer verlag, New York, USA. 

Twilley R. R. (1995) Properties of mangrove ecosystems related to the energy signature of 
coastal environments. In: C. Hall (ed.). Maximum Power: the ideas and 
applications of H.T. Odum, The University Press of Colorado. 

Twilley R. R. (1997) The diversity of mangrove wetlands and ecosystem 
management.Intercoast Network, (1), 31-32. 

Twilley R. R. (1998) Mangrove Wetlands. In: Messina M. G and Conner W. H. (eds.). 
Southern Forested Wetlands: Ecology and Management. Lewis Publishers. 

Twilley R. R., Chen R. H. and Hargis T. (1992) Carbon sinks in mangroves and their 
implications to carbon budget of tropical coastal ecosystems. Water, Air and Soil 
Pollution 64, 265-288. 

Twilley R. R., Snedaker S. C., Yanez-Arancibia A. and Medina, E. (1996) Biodiversity and 
ecosystem processes in tropical estuaries: perspectives of mangrove ecosystems. 
In: Functional Roles of Biodiversity: A Global Perspective, ed. Mooney H. A., 
Cushman J. H., Medina E., Sala O. E. and Schulze E. D. Chichester, UK: John Wiley 
& Sons. 

Twilley R. R., Rivera-Monroy V. H., Chen R. and Botero L. (1998) Adapting an ecological 
mangrove model to simulate trajectories in restoration ecology. MarinePollution 
Bulletin37, 404-419. 

Udalov A. A., Azovsky A. I. and Mokievsky V. O. (2005) Depth-related pattern in nematode 
size: What does the depth itself really mean? Progress in Oceanography 67, 1-23. 

Ukpong I. E. (1997) Vegetation and its relation to soil nutrient and salinity in the Calabar 
mangrove swamp, Nigeria. Mangroves Salt Marshes 1, 211-218. 

Underwood A. J. (1992) Beyond BACI: the detection of environmental impacts on 
populations in the real, but variable, world. Journal of Experimental Marine 
Biology and Ecology 161, 145-178. 

Underwood A. J. (1993) The mechanics of spatially replicated sampling programmes to 
detect environmental impacts in a variable world. Australian Journal of Ecology 
18, 99-116. 

Underwood A. J. (1994)On beyond BACI: sampling designs that might reliably detect 
environmental disturbances. Ecological Applications 4, 3-15. 

Underwood G. J. C. and Paterson D. M. (1993) Seasonal changes in diatom biomass, 
sediment stability and biogenic stabilization in the Severn Estuary. Journal of the 
Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom 73, 871-887. 

UNEP (2006) Marine and coastal ecosystems and human wellbeing: A synthesis report 
based on the findings of the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment. UNEP. 76pp. 

UNEP (2007) Sudan Post-Conflict Environmental Assessment. UNDP, Job No.: 
DEP/0816/GE. 



REFERENCES 

215 

Unsworth R. K., Salinas De Leon P., Garrard S. L., Jompa J., Smith D. J. and Bell J. J. (2008) 
High connecvity of Indo-Pacific seagrass fish assemblages with mangrove and 
coral reef habitats. Marine Ecolology Progress Series 353,  213-224. 

Untawale A. G., Wafar S. and Jagtap T. G. (1992) Status of mangroves along the countries 
bordering the Arabian Sea. In: Oceanography of the Indian Ocean (ed.) Desai 
B.N., 239-245. 

Vaghela A., Bhadja P., Ramoliya J., Patel N. and Kundu R. (2010) Seasonal variations in the 
water quality diversity and population ecology of intertidal macrofauna at an 
industrially influenced coast. Water Science and Technology 61, 1505-1514. 

Vaiphasa C., De Boer W. F., Skidmore  A. K., Panitchart S., Vaiphasa T., Bamrongrugsa N. 
and Santitamnont P. (2007) Impact of solid shrimp pond waste materials on 
mangrove growth and mortality: a case study from Pak Phanang, Thailand. 
Hydrobiologia591(1), 47-57. 

Valentine-Rose L., Layman C. A., Arrington D. A. and Rypel A. L. (2007) Habitat 
fragmentation decreases fish secondary production in Bahamian tidal creeks. 
Bulletin of Marine Science80(3), 863-877. 

Valiela I. (1995) Marine ecological processes. 2nd Edition. Springer-Verlag, New York, NY. 

Valiela I., Bowen J. L. and York J. K. (2001) Mangrove forests: one of the world's 
threatened major tropical environments. Bioscience 51(10), 807-815. 

Van Colen C., Montserrat F., Verbist K., Vincx M., Steyaert M., Vanaverbeke J. and 
Ysebaert T. (2009) Tidal flat nematode responses to hypoxia and subsequent 
macrofauna-mediated alterations of sediment properties. Marine Ecology-
Progress Series 381, 189-197. 

Van der Stocken T., De Ryck D. J. R., Di Nitto D., Triest L., Dahdouh-Guebas F. and Koedam 
N. (2012) The propagule dispersal black box - driving factors and complexities: a 
review. VLIZ Special Publication 57:182. 

Van Nedervelde F., Koedam N., Bosire J.O., Berger U., Cannicci S. and Dahdouh-Guebas F. 
(2012) The bidirectional relationship between mangrove vegetation and 
sesarmid crabs: complex interaction amongst density and composition of 
vegetation, crab density and propagule density. VLIZ Special Publication 57: 183. 

Vanaverbeke J., Gheskiere T., Steyaert M. and Vincx M. (2002) Nematode assemblages 
from subtidal sandbanks in the Southern Bight of the North Sea: effect of small 
sedimentological differences. Journal of sea research 48 (3), 197-207. 

Vanaverbeke J., Steyaert M., Vanreusel A. and Vincx, M. (2003) Nematode biomass 
spectra as descriptors of functional changes due to human and natural impact. 
Maine Ecology Progress Series 249, 157-170. 

Vanaverbeke J., Merckx B., Degraer S. and Vincx M. (2011) Sediment-related distribution 
patterns of nematodes and macrofauna: Two sides of the benthic coin? Marine 
Environmental Research 71 (1), 31-40. 

Vanaverbeke J., Bezerra T. N., Braeckman U., De Groote A., De Meester N., Deprez T., 
Derycke S,. Gilarte P., Guilini K., Hauquier F., Lins L., Maria T., Moens T., Pape E., 
Smol N., Taheri M., Van Campenhout J., Vanreusel A., Wu X .and Vincx M (2015). 



REFERENCES 

216 

NeMys: World Database of Free-Living Marine Nematodes. Accessed at 
http://nemys.ugent.be on 2015-03-04. 

Vander Zanden M. J. and Fetzer W.W. (2007) Global patterns of aquatic food chain 
length. OIKOS 116, 1378-1388. 

Vander Zanden M. J., Shuter B. J., Lester N. and Rasmussen J. B. (1999) Patterns of food 
chain length in lakes: a stable isotope study. The American Naturalist 154 (4), 
406-416. 

Vanhove S., Vincx M., Van Gansbeke D., Gijselinck W. and Schram D. (1992) The 
meiobenthos of five mangrove vegetation types in Gazi Bay, Kenya. In: The 
Ecology of Mangrove and Related Ecosystems (pp. 99-108).Springer Netherlands. 

Vanreusel A., Vincx M., Schram D. and Van Gansbek D. (1995a) On the vertical 
distribution of metazoan meiofauna in shelf break and upper slope habitats of 
the NE Atlantic. International Review of Hydrobiology 80(2), 313-326. 

Vanreusel A., Vincx M., Bett B. J. and Rice A. L. (1995b) Nematode biomass spectra at two 
abyssal sites in the NE Atlantic with contrasting food supply. International 
Review of Hydrobiology 80, 287-296. 

Vaslet A., Phillips D. L., France C., Feller I. C. and Baldwin C. C. (2012) The relative 
importance of mangroves and seagrass beds as feeding areas for resident and 
transient fishes among different mangrove habitats in Florida and Belize: 
evidence from dietary and stable-isotope analyses.Journal of Experimental 
Marine Biology and Ecology434, 81-93. 

Vaz E. (2014) Managing urban coastal areas through landscape metrics: An assessment of 
Mumbai's mangrove system. Ocean and Coastal Management 98, 27-37. 

Verweij M. C., Nagelkerken I., Graaff D. D., Peeters M., Bakker E. J. and Velde V. D. G. 
(2006) Structure, food and shade attract juvenile coral reef fish to mangrove and 
seagrass habitats: a field experiment. Marine Ecology Progress Series 306, 257-
268. 

Wallace J. B., Grubaugh J. W. and Whiles M.R. (1996) Biotic indices and stream ecosystem 
processes: Results from an experimental study. Ecological Applications 6(1), 140-
151. 

Wang L. and Sousa W.P. (2009) Distinguishing mangrove species with laboratory 
measurements of hyperspectral leaf reflectance. International Journal of Remote 
Sensing 30, 1267-1281. 

Wang L., Sousa W. P. and Gong P. (2004) Integration of object-based and pixel-based 
classification for mapping mangroves with IKONOS imagery. International 
Journal of Remote Sensing 25(24), 5655-5668. 

Wang L., Silván-Cárdenas J. L. and Sousa W. P. (2008) Neural network classification of 
mangrove species from multi-seasonal Ikonos imagery. Photogrammetric 
Engineering & Remote Sensing74(7), 921-927. 

Wang W., Yan Z., You S., Zhang Y., Chen L.,  Lin G. (2011) Mangroves: obligate or 
facultative halophytes? A review. Trees, 25(6):953-963. 



REFERENCES 

217 

Warwick R. M. (1984) Species size distributions in marine benthic communities. 
Oecologia 61, 32-41. 

Warwick R. M. (1986) A new method for detecting pollution effects on marine 
macrobenthic communities. Marine Biology92, 557-562. 

Warwick R. M. (1988) Analysis of community attributes of the benthic meiofauna of 
Frierfjord/Langesundfjord at taxonomic levels higher than the species. Marine 
Ecology Progress Series 46, 167-170. 

Warwick R. M. and Ruswahyuni (1987) Comparative study of the structure of some 
tropical and temperate marine soft-bottom macrobenthic communities. Marine 
Biology 95, 641-649. 

Warwick R. M. and Clarke K. R. (1994) Relearning the ABC: taxonomic changes and 
abundance/biomass relationships in disturbed benthic communities. Marine 
Biology 118, 739-744. 

Warwick R. M., Pearson T. H. and Ruswahyuni (1987) Detection of pollution effects on 
marine macrobenthos: further evaluation of the species abundance/biomass 
method. Marine Biology95(2), 193-200. 

Warwick R. M., Platt H. M. and Somerfield P. (1998) Free-living marine nematodes part III 
- Monhysterids. Pictorial key to world genera and notes for the identification of 
British species Barnes DKA, Crothers JH, (eds.) London: The Linnean Society of 
London. 

Wentworth C.K. (1922) A scale of grade and class terms for clastic sediments. Journal of 
Geology 30, 377-392. 

Werry J. and Lee S. Y. (2005) Grapsid crabs mediate link between mangrove litter 
production and estuarine planktonic food chains. Marine Ecology Progress Series 
29, 165-176. 

Whitcraft C. R. and Levin L. A. (2007) Regulation of benthic algal and animal communities 
by salt marsh plants: impact of shading. Ecology 88, 904-91. 

White P. S. and Pickett S. T. A. (1985) Natural disturbance and patch dynamics: an 
introduction. In: Pickett S.T.A. and White P.S. The ecology of natural disturbance 
and patch dynamics. Academic Press, California, USA 472P. 

Wickham J. D., Stehman S. V., Fry J. A., Smith J. H. and Homer C. G. (2010) Thematic 
accuracy of the NLCD 2001 land cover for the conterminous United States. 
Remote Sensing of Environment114, 1286-1296. 

Wieser W. (1953) Beziehungen zwischen Mundhöhlengestalt, Ernährungsweise und 
Vorkommen bei freilebenden marinen Nematoden. Arkiv För Zoologi 2, 439-484. 

Wiktelius S., Ardö J. and  Fransson T. (2003) Desert locust control in ecologically sensitive 
areas: need for guidelines. AMBIO: A Journal of the Human Environment32(7), 
463-468. 

Wilkie L. M. (1995) Mangrove conservation and management in the Sudan. Consultancy 
report. Based on the work of Ministry of environment and tourism. FOL/CF 
Sudan. FP:GCP/SUD/O47/NET. FAO, Khartoum, 92 p. 



REFERENCES 

218 

Williams R. (1972) The abundance and biomass of the interstitial fauna of a graded series 
of shell-gravels in relation to the available space. Journal of Animal Ecology 41, 
623-646. 

Woitchik A. F., Ohowa B., Kazungu M., Rao R. G., Goeyens L. and Dehairs F. (1997) 
Nitrogen enrichment during decomposition of mangrove leaf litter in an east 
African coastal lagoon (Kenya): relative importance of biological nitrogen 
fixation. Biogeochemistry 39, 15-35. 

Wolanski E, (1995) Transport of sediment in mangrove swamps. Hydrobiologia 295, 31-
42. 

Wolanski E., Mazada Y. and Ridd P. (1992) Mangrove hydrodynamics. In A.l. Robertson 
and Alongi D. M. (eds.). Tropical Mangrove ecosystem. American  Geophysical 
Union Washington, D.C., pp. 436-462. 

Wong Y. S., Lan C. Y., Chen G. Z., Li S. H., Chen X. R., Liu Z. P. and Tam N. F. Y. (1995) Effect 
of wastewater discharge on nutrient contamination of mangrove soils and 
plants. Hydrobiologia, 295(1-3), 243-254. 

Woodroffe C D. (1992) Mangrove sediments and geomorphology. In: Robertson A. I. and 
Alongi D. M. (ed) Tropical mangrove ecosystems. American Geophysical Uniion 
Washington D. C.  pp. 7-42. 

Xin K., Huang X., Hu J., Li C., Yang X. and Arndt S. K. (2014). Land use Change Impacts on 
Heavy Metal Sedimentation in Mangrove Wetlands—A Case Study in Dongzhai 
Harbor of Hainan, China. Wetlands 34(1), 1-8. 

Xuan Q. N., Vanreusel A., Thanh N. V., and Smol N. (2007). Biodiversity of meiofauna in 
the intertidal Khe Nhan mudflat, Can Gio mangrove forest, Vietnam with special 
emphasis on free living nematodes. Ocean Science Journal 42(3), 135-152. 

Xuan Quang N. G. O., Smol N. and Vanreusel A. (2013). The meiofauna distribution in 
correlation with environmental characteristics in 5 Mekong estuaries, Vietnam. 
Cahiers de Biologie Marine 54, 71-83. 

Yang J., Gao J., Liu B. and Zhang W. (2014) Sediment deposits and organic carbon 
sequestration along mangrove coasts of the Leizhou Peninsula, southern China. 
Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 136, 3-10. 

Yoshii K. (1999) Stable isotope analyses of benthic organisms in Lake Baikal. 
Hydrobiologia 411,145-149. 

Ysebaert T. and Herman P.M.J. (2002) Spatial and temporal variation in benthic 
macrofauna and relationship with environmental variables in an estuarine, 
intertidal soft-sediment environment. Marine Ecology Progress Series, 244:105-
124. 

Zagars M., Ikejima K., Kasai A., Arai N. and Tongnunui P. (2013) Trophic characteristics of 
a mangrove fish community in Southwest Thailand: Important mangrove 
contribution and intraspecies feeding variability.Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf 
Science119, 145-152. 

Zahran M. A. (1965) Distribution of the mangrove vegetation in UAR (Egypt). Bulletin of 
the Institute of Desert Egypt, pp 6-12. 



REFERENCES 

219 

Zahran M. A. and Willis A. J. (2009) The vegetation of Egypt. (2nd ed.) Springer Sience. 
427pp. 

Zajac R. M. and Whitlatch R. B. (1982) Responses of estuarine infauna to disturbance. I. 
Spatial and temporal variation of initial recolonization. Marine Ecology Progress 
Series 10, 1-14. 

Zhang C., Liu Y., Kovacs J. M., Flores-Verdugo F., de Santiago F. F. and Chen K. (2012) 
Spectral response to varying levels of leaf pigments collected from a degraded 
mangrove forest. Journal of Applied Remote Sensing6(1), 063501-1. 

Zhang C., Kovacs J. M., Wachowiak M. P. and Flores-Verdugo F. (2013) Relationship 
between hyperspectral measurements and mangrove leaf nitrogen 
concentrations.Remote Sensing5(2), 891-908. 

Zhang C., Kovacs J. M., Liu Y., Flores-Verdugo F. and Flores-de-Santiago F. (2014) 
Separating Mangrove Species and Conditions Using Laboratory Hyperspectral 
Data: A Case Study of a Degraded Mangrove Forest of the Mexican 
Pacific.Remote Sensing6(12), 11673-11688. 

Zhou H. (2001) Effects of leaf litter addition on meiofaunal colonization of azoic 
sediments in a sub-tropical mangrove in Hong Kong. Journal of Experimental 
Marine Biology and Ecology 256, 99-121. 

Zieman J. C., Macko S. A. and Mills L. (1984) Role of seagrasses and mangroves in 
estuarine food webs: temporal and spatial changes in stable isotope composition 
and amino acid content during decomposition. Bulletin  of Marine Science 
35,380-392.



 

 

 

 



 

 

Appendices 

8 



REFERENCES 

222 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Appendices 

Appendix 1 

Landsat imagery used to create mosaics 

Year Mosaic  Satellite  Date  Path/ Row 

1984 
MSS Landsat 5 Jun 13, 1984 171 / 046 

MSS Landsat 5 Jun 13, 1984 171 / 047 

MSS Landsat 5 Jun 06, 1984 170 / 047 

1990 
TM Landsat 4 Apr 03, 1990 171 / 046 

TM Landsat 4 May 21, 1990 171 / 047 

TM Landsat 4 Nov 06, 1990 170 / 047 

1995 
TM Landsat 5 Mar 24, 1995 171 / 046 

TM Landsat 5 Mar 24, 1995 171 / 047 

TM Landsat 5 May 20, 1995 170 / 047 

2000 
ETM+ Landsat 7 Jun 17, 2000 171 / 046 

ETM+ Landsat 7 Jun 01, 2000 171 / 047 

TM Landsat 5 Sep 22, 2000 170 / 047 

2005 
ETM+ Landsat 7 Sep 19, 2005 171 / 046 

ETM+ Landsat 7 Sep 19, 2005 171 / 047 

ETM+ Landsat 7 Sep 28, 2005 170 / 047 

2010 
ETM+ Landsat 7 Oct 03, 2010 171 / 046 

ETM+ Landsat 7 Sep 17, 2010 171 / 047 

ETM+ Landsat 7 Apr 03, 2010 170 / 047 

2013 
OLI Landsat 8 Jun 29, 2013 171 / 046 

ETM+ Landsat 7 Jun 21, 2013 171 / 047 

OLI Landsat 8 Jul 8, 2013 170 / 047 

 



 

224 

Appendix 2 

(a) Classification maps for the impacted mangrove by shrimp farming at Mersa Atta 
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(b) Classification maps for the non-impacted mangrove at Mersa Ashat 
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Appendix 3 

(c) Error matrices for the change analysis in the impacted mangrove site generated based onpost-classification comparison techniquesof different 
classified maps. Numbers denote pixels. 

1984-1990: Overall accuracy 65%  

Land-cover class Mangrove 
Saline 

soil 
Mud Sand 

Shallow 
water 

Deep 
water 

Total 
User's accuracy 

(%) 
Producer's 

accuracy(%) 

Mangrove 346 430 536 74 69 12 1467 50 76 

Saline soil 74 1603 6829 1814 295 53 10668 66 85 

Mud 86 1792 10599 3383 574 100 16534 57 36 

Sand 40 556 5453 5092 208 20 11369 51 55 

Shallow water 16 77 356 0 5944 2237 8630 32 31 

Deep water 130 294 673 13 1689 28122 30921 8 9 

Total 692 4752 24446 10376 8779 30544 79589   

1990-1995: Overall accuracy 60% 

Land-cover class Mangrove Saline soil Mud Sand 
Shallow 
water 

Deep 
water 

Salt 
marshes 

Total 
User's accuracy 

(%) 
Producer’s 

accuracy(%) 

Mangrove 560 0 37 0 21 7 67 692 29 19 

Saline soil 2 1571 2035 0 819 1 327 4755 92 67 

Mud 95 13452 5166 3302 1449 73 958 24495 49 79 

Sand 11 3948 1213 4348 30 0 894 10444 43 58 

Shallow water 13 21 62 0 8253 372 71 8792 37 6 

Deep water 3 0 3 0 1733 29301 3 31043 2 6 

Salt marshes 108 756 1546 9 782 9 793 4003 75 80 

Total 232 19748 10025 7659 13066 29756 80486 84224   
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1995-2000: Overall accuracy 66% 

Land-cover class Mangrove Saline soil Mud Sand 
Shallow 
water 

Deep 
water 

Salt 
marshes 

Total 
User's 

accuracy (%) 
Producer's 

accuracy(%) 

Mangrove 608 15 43 9 5 14 98 792 34 23 

Saline soil 2 4781 10629 3818 233 104 181 19748 44 76 

Mud 103 2924 4673 837 357 230 938 10062 75 54 

Sand 3 159 1658 5838 0 1 0 7659 49 24 

Shallow water 81 288 676 7 10066 1873 96 13087 9 23 

Deep water 42 0 14 0 244 29463 0 29763 7 1 

Salt marshes 80 305 1190 918 98 92 430 3113 75 86 

Total 311 8457 18840 11418 10998 31763 81787 84224   

2000-2005: Overall accuracy 55% 

Land-cover class Mangrove Saline soil Mud Sand 
Shallow 
water 

Deep 
water 

Salt 
marshes 

Total 
User's 

accuracy (%) 
Producer's 

accuracy(%) 

Mangrove 460 0 25 0 22 20 14 541 50 15 

Saline soil 76 386 619 68 802 238 63 2252 95 83 

Mud 317 2919 3359 278 837 652 1051 9413 82 64 

Sand 12 2157 8414 8469 266 59 68 19445 26 56 

Shallow water 0 24 50 2 248 25 11 360 98 31 

Deep water 10 45 119 7 8284 30611 36 39112 4 22 

Salt marshes 44 2941 6297 2603 544 172 500 13101 71 96 

Total 919 8472 18883 11427 11003 31777 1743 84224   
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2005-2010: Overall accuracy 65% 

Land-cover class Mangrove Saline soil Mud Sand 
Shallow 
water 

Deep 
water 

Salt 
marshes 

Total 
User's 

accuracy (%) 
Producer's 

accuracy(%) 

Mangrove  415 685 639 71 29 150 124 2113 23 80 

Saline soil 6 276 3795 5130 8 242 4509 13966 88 98 

Mud 100 640 932 103 206 85 213 2279 90 59 

Sand 0 19 1633 12906 0 240 1873 16671 34 23 

Shallow water 2 135 20 1 54 7510 0 7722 85 99 

Deep water 17 343 321 0 63 30652 0 31396 22 2 

Salt marshes 1 154 2073 1234 0 233 6382 10077 51 37 

Total 541 2252 9413 19445 360 39112 13101 84224   

2010-2013: Overall accuracy 60% 

Land-cover class Mangrove Saline soil Mud Sand 
Shallow 
water 

Deep 
water 

Salt 
marshes 

Total 
User's 

accuracy (%) 
Producer's 

accuracy(%) 

Mangrove  550 186 242 0 780 244 111 2113 74 26 

Saline soil 34 4913 3639 3105 978 193 1104 13966 65 58 

Mud 96 282 284 1 1201 247 168 2279 88 97 

Sand 2 3905 2833 9671 21 19 220 16671 42 39 

Shallow water 3 33 10 0 5712 1960 4 7722 26 54 

Deep water 20 4 55 0 3400 27912 5 31396 11 9 

Salt marshes 37 2375 3055 3030 434 61 1085 10077 89 60 

Total 742 11698 10118 15807 12526 30636 2697 84224   
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(d) Error matrices for the change analysis in the non-impacted mangrove site generated based on post-classification comparison techniques of 

different classified maps. Numbers denote pixels. 

1984-1990: overall accuracy 30% 

Land-cover class Mangrove Mud Sand 
Saline 

soil 
Shallow 
water 

Deep 
water 

Total 
User's accuracy 

(%) 
Producer's 

accuracy(%) 

Mangrove  313 6 24 92 0 14 313 67 30 

Salt 0 38 35 13 14 198 0 99 96 

Mud 2 878 108 14 1584 1001 2 42 76 

Sand 41 351 324 133 109 624 41 69 80 

Saline soil 0 120 0 0 1691 29 0 51 8 

Water 604 130 559 982 19 267 604 87 90 

Total 961 1526 1054 1236 3422 2139 961   

1990-1995: overall accuracy 70% 

Land-cover class Mangrove Salt Mud Sand 
Saline 

soil 
Water 

Salt 
marshes 

Total 
User's 

accuracy (%) 
Producer's 

accuracy(%) 

Mangrove  483 75 0 53 0 2 74 687 37 30 

Salt 142 342 14 94 0 12 473 1077 78 68 

Mud 12 227 789 454 4 543 46 2075 64 62 

Sand 88 523 0 58 0 139 943 1751 96 97 

Saline soil 16 18 1178 613 1349 18 82 3274 0 59 

Water 15 304 202 264 1 886 138 1810 45 51 

Salt marshes 9 34 0 0 0 0 11435 11478 13 0 

Total 765 1523 2183 1536 1354 1600 13191 22152   
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1995-2000: overall accuracy 66% 

Land-cover class 
Mangrove Salt Mud Sand 

Saline 
soil 

Water 
Salt 

marshes 
Total User's accuracy 

(%) 
Producer's 

accuracy(%) 

Mangrove  313 90 37 11 0 0 0 451 21 31 

Salt 0 14 354 0 23 302 6 699 98 98 

Mud 0 0 0 0 1774 29 0 1803 100 100 

Sand 76 327 477 105 2 38 16 1041 96 90 

Saline soil 0 0 0 0 2000 0 0 2000 56 0 

Water 0 0 58 0 732 1455 10 2255 23 35 

Salt marshes 8 485 468 2252 13 61 10616 13903 0 24 

Total 397 916 1394 2368 4544 1885 10648 22152   

2000-2005: overall accuracy 60% 

Land-cover class Mangrove Salt Mud Sand 
Saline 

soil 
Water 

Salt 
marshes 

Total 
User's accuracy 

(%) 
Producer's 

accuracy(%) 

Mangrove  295 25 0 0 1 27 49 397 56 26 

Salt 65 336 137 21 73 185 99 916 86 88 

Mud 0 163 596 29 310 284 12 1394 95 95 

Sand 302 351 128 342 220 74 951 2368 12 26 

Saline soil 0 22 749 3349 325 99 0 4544 93 96 

Water 0 236 786 54 68 740 1 1885 100 100 

Salt marshes 16 55 0 0 0 0 10577 10648 99 89 

Total 678 1188 2396 3795 997 1409 11689 22152   
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2005-2010: overall accuracy 55% 

Land-cover class Mangrove Salt Mud Sand 
Saline 

soil 
Water 

Salt 
marshes 

Total 
User's 

accuracy (%) 
Producer's 

accuracy(%) 

Mangrove  310 66 0 0 3 0 47 426 51 27 

Salt 26 129 631 930 457 385 0 2558 94 95 

Mud 112 1166 2 0 0 40 609 1929 100 100 

Sand 25 229 584 1961 432 494 1 3726 46 47 

Saline soil 92 273 189 2 11 136 64 767 99 99 

Water 3 106 0 0 0 1 10130 10240 100 100 

Salt marshes 59 307 761 716 281 373 9 2506 100 100 

Total 568 1969 1406 2893 903 1056 10851 22152   

2010-2013: overall accuracy 66% 

Land-cover class Mangrove Salt Mud Sand 
Saline 

soil 
Water 

Salt 
marshes 

Total 
User's 

accuracy (%) 
Producer's 

accuracy(%) 

Mangrove  264 33 0 65 0 2 0 364 47 27 

Salt 2 294 44 35 57 114 14 560 74 59 

Mud 41 228 19 136 6 99 30 559 99 99 

Sand 176 97 14 699 0 24 349 1359 100 100 

Saline soil 0 64 1284 1 1799 1173 0 4321 36 18 

Water 0 85 202 35 3263 412 1 3998 100 100 

Salt marshes 18 66 0 480 0 0 10427 10991 100 98 

Total 501 867 1563 1451 5125 1824 10821 22152   
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Appendix 4 

(a) Rate of change in land-cover classesin impacted mangrove non-impacted mangroveduring the 
period of 1984-2013 

Site 
Land-cover 
class 

1984-
1990 

1990-
1995 

1995-
2000 

2000-
2005 

2005-
2010 

2010-
2013 

Impacted 
mangrove 

Salt marshes 11 0 -29 76 -8 -7 

Saline soil 8 -112 36 -73 19 34 

Mud 74 -124 88 -71 -57 -6 

sand -7 33 -36 61 -17 -5 

shallow water 0 -9 33 -11 1 38 

deep water -1 7 -4 24 -25 -2 

Non-
impacted 
mangrove 

salt marshes 
 

0 -54 24 -11 -5 

Saline soil -5 -67 20 -20 -150 81 

Mud -7 9 -68 56 -23 -42 

Sand -10 44 97 56 22 14 

water 3 -90 17 -31 -3 7 

salt 1 -15 44 -29 46 -3 

*Rate of change in mangrove was shown in Table 2.8.(b) Percentage of land-cover classes change 

during the study period 

Appendix 5  
Composite image of mangrove impacted by shrimp farming at Mersa Atta showing the 
difference in the appearance of mangrove between1990 (left) and 2005 (right) 

 



 

 

Appendix 6 

SIMPER analysis of raw abundance and biomass data showing the percentage contribution 

(cumulative) of each taxon to the average Bray-Curtis dissimilarities between the three habitats. 

 Species 
Average abundance 

Average 
dissimilarity 

Dissimilarity/
SD 

Contribution 
% 

Bare sand flat Cleared mangrove (Average dissimilarity = 78.71%) 

H
ab

it
at

 

Neredidae 4.63 40.86 18.47 0.8 23.47 

Orbiniidae 0.38 4 10.96 0.5 13.92 

Mytilidae 10.63 4.07 9.57 0.81 12.16 

Turridae 8.5 5.14 9.41 0.79 11.96 

Ocypodidae 0.38 1.79 5.78 0.53 7.34 

Porifera 4.38 3.14 4.74 1 6.03 

Spionid 0.38 6.14 4 0.85 5.09 

Tellinidae 5.63 1.29 3.23 0.75 4.11 

Marginellidae 1.75 1.43 3.11 0.83 3.95 

Cirratuilidae 0 2.14 1.41 0.34 1.8 

Diogenidae 1.38 1.29 0.95 0.72 1.2 

 
Bare sand flat Intact mangrove (Averagedissimilarity = 88.94%) 

Turridae 8.5 32.42 35.84 1.14 40.3 

Mytilidae 10.63 2.33 13.02 0.84 14.64 

Porifera 4.38 2.83 7.3 0.81 8.2 

Tellinidae 5.63 0.25 5.55 0.89 6.24 

Diogenidae 1.38 3 .08 5.33 1.08 5.99 

Neredidae 4.63 0.25 4.51 0.93 5.07 

Marginellidae 1.75 1.83 4.15 0.91 4.66 

Cancellaridae 0.25 0.75 1.98 0.44 2.22 

Ocypodidae 0.38 1.08 1.81 0.94 2.04 

Grapsidae 0 0.58 1.29 0.25 1.45 

 
Cleared mangrove Intact mangrove (Averagedissimilarity = 84.75%) 

Turridae 5.14 32.42 28.51 1.02 33.64 

Neredidae 40.86 0.25 17.99 0.65 21.23 

Orbiniidae 4 0 5.31 0.53 6.27 

Porifera 3.14 2.83 4.82 0.68 5.69 

Diogenidae 1.29 3.08 4.4 1.16 5.2 

Mytilidae 4.07 2.33 4 0.95 4.72 

Spionidae 6.14 0 3.46 0.58 4.09 

Ocypodidae 1.79 1.08 2.85 0.77 3.37 

Marginellidae 1.43 1.83 2.27 0.96 2.67 

Semelidae 0.64 1.33 1.66 0.46 1.96 

Cirratuilidae 2.14 0.08 1.6 0.3 1.88 

W
at

er
 le

ve
l 

 
High level Mid water (Average dissimilarity = 63.22%) 

Turridae 34.18 2.56 28.35 1.04 44.85 

Orbiniidae 1.09 3.78 8.66 0.61 13.7 

Porifera 2.64 3.33 6.47 0.47 10.24 

Ocypodidae 1.64 1.56 4.28 0.66 6.78 

Mytilidae 2.64 0.78 3.73 0.93 5.9 

Neredidae 0.18 1.22 2.69 0.41 4.26 

Marginellidae 1.82 1.11 2.09 0.93 3.31 

Diogenidae 2.36 1 1.53 0.55 2.42 

 
High level Low water (Averagedissimilarity = 90.84%) 

Turridae 34.18 9.29 31.82 1.06 35.03 

Neredidae 0.18 42.79 19.66 0.71 21.65 

Mytilidae 2.64 9.57 7.71 0.67 8.49 

Spionidae 0.18 6.07 3.58 0.6 3.94 
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Diogenidae 2.36 2.21 3.48 1 3.83 

Porifera 2.64 3.86 3.43 0.88 3.77 

Tellinidae 0 4.71 3.31 0.67 3.65 

Semelidae 0 2.43 3.27 0.99 3.6 

Marginellidae 1.82 1.86 2.62 0.93 2.88 

Ocypodidae 1.64 0.64 2.38 0.54 2.62 

Orbiniidae 1.09 0.93 2.29 0.34 2.52 

 
Mid water Low water (Averagedissimilarity = 87.76%) 

Neredidae 1.22 42.79 22.91 0.82 26.1 

Turridae 2.56 9.29 10.27 0.91 11.71 

Mytilidae 0.78 9.57 8.19 0.65 9.34 

Porifera 3.33 3.86 6.89 0.81 7.85 

Orbiniidae 3.78 0.93 5.25 0.47 5.98 

Semelidae 0 2.43 4.96 0.89 5.65 

Spionidae 0.22 6.07 4.14 0.67 4.72 

Tellinidae 0 4.71 3.99 0.75 4.54 

Diogenidae 1 2.21 3.82 1.13 4.35 

Ocypodidae 1.56 0.64 3.12 0.67 3.56 

Marginellidae 1.11 1.86 3.02 0.86 3.44 

Cirratuilidae 0 2.21 1.98 0.35 2.26 

Cancellaridae 0.67 0.43 1.66 0.49 1.89 



 

 

Appendix 7 

Average values of stable carbon and nitrogen isotope signatures of (a) potential food sources and (b) 

macrofauna collected from different water levels (H: high-water level, M: mid-water level, l: low-water 

level) at the three studied sites.  

(a) 

Potential food sources δ13C (‰) δ15N (‰) 

Bare sand flat 

Seagrass -15.1±3.0 1.4±1.3 

Epiphytes -20.9±1.5 3.4±1.1 

Macroalgae -20.4±3.1 2.4±1.2 

Suspended particulate organic matter (SPOM) -20.7±0.53 3.1±0.53 

Sediment organic matter (SOM) -22.1±1.1 6.1±0.3 

Cleared mangrove 

Seagrass -11.9±3.0 1.4±1.3 

Epiphytes -20.7±2.1 3.5±1.6 

Microphytobenthos -23.0±0.1 2.9±0.1 

Macroalgae -20.4±4.4 2.4±1.7 

Suspended particulate organic matter (SPOM) -20.7±0.8 3.1±0.7 

Sediment organic matter (SOM) -17.8±0.8 4.2±0.9 

Intact mangrove 

Mangrove (fresh leaves) -27 3.6 

Seagrass -17.9±3.0 3.05±1.3 

Macroalgae -19.9±4.4 4.15±0.6 

Microphytobenthos -22.9±3.1 1.88±1.2 

Suspended particulate organic matter (SPOM) -19.7±1.1 3.14±1.1 

Sediment organic matter (SOM) -22.7±0.6 2.95±2.2 

 (b) 

Site/water level Taxon Family δ13C (‰) δ15N (‰) 

Bare sand flat 

Low water Decapoda Diogenidae -15.8 4.8 

Low water Decapoda Ocyptidae -15.7 4.4 

Low water Decapoda Leucosiidae -13.3 5.0 

Low water Bivalvia Mytilidae -14.4 4.9 

Low water Bivalvia Tellinidae -13.4 6.3 

Low water Gastropoda Batillaridae -11.6 5.7 

Cleared mangrove 

Mid water Gastropoda Batillaridae -12.5 6.8 

Mid water Decapoda Ocyptidae -15.6 6.9 

Mid water Polychaeta Nereididae -13.0 7.6 

Low water Gastropoda Ocyptidae -12.2 7.2 

Low water Bivalvia Tellinidae -13.7 5.5 

Low water Bivalvia Mytilidae -12.3 5.2 

Low water Bivalvia Semelidae -15.0 2.8 
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Low water Bivalvia Petrcelidae -13.5 3.9 

Low water Decapoda Diogenidae -14.4 4.3 

Low water Polychaeta Ophelidae -13.0 7.8 

Low water Polychaeta Nereididae -13.0 7.7 

Low water Polychaeta Spoinidae -13.7 5.8 

Low water Polychaeta Cirratuilidae -13.4 7.1 

Low water Polychaeta Oweniidae -13.9 6.8 

Low water Polychaeta Euriciodae -11.6 6.9 

Low water Amphipoda 
 

-16.2 4.8 

Intact mangrove 

High water Bivalvia Mytilidae -15.0 3.7 

High water Decapoda Leucosiidae -11.0 3.0 

High water Decapoda Diogenidae -16.1 4.3 

High water Decapoda Diogenidae -16.7 2.1 

High water Decapoda Grapsidae -15.3 11.6 

High water Decapoda Ocypodidae -14.0 8.5 

High water Gastropoda Batillaridae -16.5 2.8 

Low water Polychaeta Aphelochaeta -8.7 3.8 

Low water Polychaeta Neredidae -17.4 5.8 

Low water Polychaeta Serpula -18.5 2.4 

Low water Polychaeta unclassified -14.0 5.2 

Low water Decapoda Ocyptidae -15.4 5.6 

Low water Decapoda Leucosiidae -16.7 7.5 

Low water Decapoda Diogenidae -15.6 6.3 

Low water Bivalvia Mytilidae -15.0 3.9 

Low water Bivalvia Semelidae -18.2 6.1 

Low water Bivalvia Tellinidae -15.4 4.4 

 



 

 

Appendix 8 

Results of Distance-based linear modeling (DISTLM) testing for relationships between selected sediment characteristics (MGS: median grain size, SS: sediment sorting, 

TN: total nitrogen content, TOC: total organic carbon content, C/N: total carbon-nitrogen ratio) and  macrofaunal community attributes patterns in marginal tests 

(variation explained by single variables) and in sequential tests (variation explained by adding new variable each time to get the optimum fit criterion) using the stepwise 

selection procedure: on the basis of the adjusted R² selection criterion (significantP values in bold italic)  

Macrofauna 
attributes 

MARGINAL TESTS SEQUENTIAL TESTS 

Variable SS(trace) Pseudo-F P Proportion Variable R² SS(trace) Pseudo-F P Proportion Cumulative 

Total abundance 

Clay 3810.8 0.68 0.4218 2.1 +C/N 0.0589 15979 3.0653 0.0903 0.0874 0.0874 

Silt 18.615 0.00 0.9576 0.0 +% TOC 0.1728 24773 5.4068 0.0235  0.1355   0.2229 

Sand 111.33 0.02 0.8926 0.1 +Silt 0.2024    9495.7 2.1493 0.1502 0.0520   0.2749 

MGS 14050 2.66 0.0816 7.7 +% TN 0.2027    4471.4 1.0125 0.2887 0.0244   0.2994 

SS 2488.2 0.44 0.5229 1.4        

% TN 4718.2 0.85 0.3191 2.6        

% TOC 2738.3 0.49 0.4975 1.5        

C/N 15979 3.0653 0.0887 8.7 3.0653 0.0887      

Total biomass 

Clay 0.00008 0.010 0.921 0.0 + MGS 0.0803 0.0261   3.7954 0.0502  0.1091 0.10908 

Silt 0.00047 0.061 0.8015 0.2 + SS 0.0985 0.0110   1.6275 0.2087 0.0458 0.15492 

Sand 0.00022 0.029 0.8672 0.1        

MGS 0.02609 3.795 0.05 10.9        

SS 0.02511 3.636 0.0696 10.5        

% TN 0.02144 3.052 0.0883 9.0        

% TOC 0.01027 1.390 0.2502 4.3        

C/N 0.01059 1.436 0.2437 4.4        

Taxon richness 

Clay 4.358 0.25 0.6177 0.8 + MGS 0.2527    152.23   12.157 0.0016  0.2753 0.27531 

Silt 0.868 0.05 0.821 0.2 +C/N 0.2961    35.104   2.9765 0.0958 0.0636  0.3388 

Sand 0.068 0.00 0.9513 0.0        

MGS 152.230 12.16 0.0019 27.5        

SS 18.314 1.10 0.3043 3.3        

% TN 9.451 0.56 0.4792 1.7        

% TOC 26.198 1.59 0.2173 4.7        

C/N 108.980 7.85 0.008 19.7        

Diversity (H’) Clay 0.11 0.225 0.64 0.7 + MGS 0.4214    6.5923   25.038 0.0001 0.4390 0.4390 
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Silt 0.20 0.435 0.5076 1.3 +% TOC 0.4695    0.9416   3.9003 0.0546 0.0627 0.5017 

Sand 0.18 0.391 0.5349 1.2        

MGS 6.59 25.038 0.0001 43.9        

SS 1.95 4.778 0.0383 13.0        

% TN 1.81 4.373 0.0369 12.0        

% TOC 2.94 7.798 0.0092 19.6        

C/N 2.79 7.303 0.0109 18.6        

Taxon 
composition 

Clay 5575.4 2.15 0.0357 6.3 + MGS 0.1500     15569   6.8217 0.0001  0.1757 0.17572 

Silt 7386.1 2.91 0.0062 8.3 +C/N 0.2507     10666   5.3017 0.0001  0.1204  0.2961 

Sand 7014.3 2.75 0.0094 7.9 +TOC 0.3008    6049.7   3.2226 0.0022 0.0683 0.36438 

MGS 15569 6.82 0.0001 17.6 +TN 0.3135    2861.3   1.5523 0.1414 0.0323 0.39667 

SS 8330.5 3.32 0.0031 9.4 +SS 0.3324    3264.6   1.8212 0.0798 0.0368 0.43352 

% TN 4477.5 1.70 0.0919 5.1        

% TOC 11422 4.74 0.0001 12.9        

C/N 13319 5.66 0.0001 15.0        
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Appendix 9 

SIMPER analysis of (a) meiofaunal and (b) nematode average abundance data per 
core showing the average dissimilarity, dissimilarity standard deviation (SD) and 
percentage contribution of each taxon to the average Bray-Curtis dissimilarities 
between the three habitats 

(a) 

Species 

Average abundance 
Average 

dissimilarity 
Dissimilarity 

SD 
Contribution 

% 

Bare sand 
flat 

Cleared 
mangrove 

(Average dissimilarity = 78.71%) 

H
ab

it
at

 

Nematoda 4.6 6.5 8.7 1.3 25.1 

Turbellaria 0.6 2.2 6.4 1.5 18.6 

Copepoda 1.8 3.4 6.3 2.0 18.2 

Polychaeta 1.4 3.0 5.5 1.7 16.0 

Ostracoda 0.3 0.9 2.5 1.0 7.3 

Holothuroidea 0.7 0.1 1.5 0.6 4.3 

Gastropoda 0.0 0.5 1.5 0.7 4.2 

 
Bare sand 

flat 
Intact 

mangrove 
(Average dissimilarity = 88.94%) 

Ostracoda 0.3 2.8 7.3 2.8 14.1 

Acarina 0.0 2.2 6.7 2.4 12.9 

Copepoda 1.8 3.6 6.0 1.7 11.5 

Nematoda 4.6 6.2 5.5 1.3 10.6 

Gastrotricha 0.0 2.0 5.4 2.9 10.4 

Turbellaria 0.6 2.3 4.8 1.5 9.3 

Gastropoda 0.0 1.4 4.3 1.7 8.3 

Gnathostomulida 0.0 1.5 4.1 1.5 7.8 

Polychaeta 1.4 2.6 3.7 1.8 7.2 

 
Cleared 

mangrove 
Intact 

mangrove 
(Average dissimilarity = 84.75%) 

Acarina 0.0 2.2 5.4 2.6 17.6 

Ostracoda 0.9 2.8 5.1 2.1 16.5 

Gastrotricha 0.0 2.0 4.4 2.8 14.4 

Copepoda 3.4 3.6 3.7 3.2 11.9 

Gnathostomulida 0.0 1.5 3.4 1.5 11.0 

Gastropoda 0.5 1.4 3.3 1.6 10.8 

Turbellaria 2.2 2.3 1.5 1.6 4.7 

Polychaeta 3.0 2.6 1.3 1.6 4.1 

W
at

er
 le

ve
l 

 
High level Mid water (Average dissimilarity = 63.22%) 

Oligochaeta 0.0 2.5 8.5 3.1 25.7 

Polychaeta 1.5 3.3 6.2 2.1 18.5 

Copepoda 2.2 2.6 4.6 2.4 13.9 

Turbellaria 1.5 0.3 3.4 1.4 10.2 

Nematoda 5.9 5.8 3.4 1.0 10.1 

Ostracoda 0.9 1.3 2.9 1.5 8.8 

Gastropoda 0.7 0.6 1.1 0.7 3.3 

 
High level Low water (Average dissimilarity = 90.84%) 

Copepoda 2.2 4.3 6.8 2.0 20.6 

Turbellaria 1.5 3.7 6.7 2.3 20.4 

Polychaeta 1.5 2.6 3.7 1.6 11.3 

Ostracoda 0.9 1.8 3.1 1.1 9.5 

Holothuroidea 0.0 0.7 2.6 0.6 7.9 

Gastropoda 0.7 0.7 2.1 1.0 6.5 



APPENDICES 

240 
 

(b) 

Species 

Average abundance 
Average 

dissimilarity 
Dissimilarity 

SD 
Contribution 

% 

Bare sand 
flat 

Cleared 
mangrove 

(Average dissimilarity = 90.95 %) 

H
ab

it
at

 

Daptonema 7.2 96.1 27.2 3.1 29.9 

Ethmolaimus 2.3 68.8 18.7 0.7 20.6 

Monhystrella 15.5 6.0 6.7 1.1 7.4 

Theristus 2.5 19.2 5.8 1.6 6.3 

Microlaimus 0.0 16.2 5.6 1.0 6.1 

Desmodora 0.0 17.7 5.5 0.8 6.0 

Syringolaimus 9.5 0.0 3.1 2.1 3.5 

Spilophorella 0.9 9.7 2.7 0.9 3.0 

Metalinhomoeus 1.4 6.8 2.3 0.7 2.5 

Paracyatholaimus 1.1 5.9 1.9 0.6 2.0 

Leptolaimus 0.0 4.6 1.6 0.5 1.7 

Oncholaimus 1,73 3,47 1,51 0,92 1,66 

  
Bare sand 

flat 
Intact 

mangrove 
(Average dissimilarity = 85,67%) 

Haliplectus 0.0 42.4 12.1 2.0 14.1 

Daptonema 7.2 45.6 11.9 3.5 13.9 

Monhystrella 15.5 9.4 9.1 1.0 10.6 

Terschellingia 0.9 32.2 8.8 2.2 10.2 

Spirinia 0.0 42.6 8.6 0.6 10.0 

Ethmolaimus 2.3 15.8 5.5 0.7 6.5 

Microlaimus 0.0 12.9 4.6 1.0 5.3 

Viscosia 0.7 12.9 4.0 3.2 4.6 

Theristus 2.5 9.5 3.4 1.2 4.0 

Bolbolaimus 0.0 8.3 2.9 1.0 3.4 

Syringolaimus 9.5 9.8 2.7 2.6 3.1 

Desmodora 0.0 9.2 2.2 1.0 2.6 

Oncholaimus 1.7 6.4 2.0 0.9 2.3 

  
Cleared 

mangrove 
Intact 

mangrove 
(Average dissimilarity = 70,46%) 

Daptonema 96.1 45.6 12.0 1.3 17.1 

Ethmolaimus 68.8 15.8 11.4 0.8 16.2 

Haliplectus 0.0 42.4 6.5 2.0 9.3 

Spirinia 0.0 42.6 6.1 0.6 8.6 

Terschellingia 0.0 32.2 5.4 1.7 7.7 

Microlaimus 16.2 12.9 4.4 3.1 6.3 

Theristus 19.2 9.5 2.9 1.0 4.1 

Nematoda 5.9 5.8 2.0 1.0 6.0 

Amphipoda 0.0 0.7 1.9 1.3 5.7 

Gastrotricha 0.4 0.9 1.2 0.7 3.7 

 
Mid water Low water (Average dissimilarity = 87.76%) 

Turbellaria 0.3 3.7 8.4 4.0 26.6 

Oligochaeta 2.5 0.2 5.8 3.4 18.5 

Copepoda 2.6 4.3 3.6 1.1 11.6 

Polychaeta 3.3 2.6 2.4 2.3 7.8 

Ostracoda 1.3 1.8 2.3 1.0 7.4 

Holothuroidea 0.0 0.7 2.3 0.7 7.4 

Gastropoda 0.6 0.7 1.5 0.9 4.7 

Amphipoda 0.2 0.7 1.4 1.0 4.4 

Gnathostomulida 0.0 0.8 1.2 0.5 3.9 
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Desmodora 17.7 9.2 2.7 0.9 3.9 

Syringolaimus 0.0 9.8 2.0 1.4 2.8 

Viscosia 3.5 12.9 1.9 2.1 2.7 

Oncholaimus 3.5 6.4 1.9 1.4 2.6 

Bolbolaimus 3.6 8.3 1.8 1.3 2.6 

Monhystrella 6.0 9.4 1.8 1.2 2.5 

Spilophorella 9.7 0.0 1.6 0.9 2.2 

Metalinhomoeus 6.8 0.0 1.2 0.7 1.7 

W
at

er
 le

ve
l 

  High level Mid water (Average dissimilarity = 63.32%) 

Ethmolaimus 84.3 8.8 17.3 1.2 27.3 

Monhystrella 9.7 14.2 12.3 0.6 19.5 

Daptonema 62.2 49.6 7.0 2.0 11.1 

Haliplectus 19.5 1.9 3.6 0.7 5.7 

Paracyatholaimus 0.0 12.9 3.4 2.0 5.4 

Microlaimus 10.7 7.5 3.4 1.3 5.3 

Theristus 16.2 11.4 2.5 1.4 3.9 

Desmodora 0.0 11.3 2.3 1.3 3.6 

Metachromodora 8.3 0.0 1.8 1.2 2.9 

Metalinhomoeus 0.0 4.8 1.7 0.9 2.6 

Oncholaimus 3.9 2.4 1.5 1.1 2.4 

Bolbolaimus 6.8 0.6 1.2 0.6 2.0 

  High level Low water (Average dissimilarity = 66.62%) 

Ethmolaimus 84.3 1.1 17.9 1.2 26.8 

Daptonema 62.2 54.7 6.6 1.3 9.9 

Spirinia 0.0 42.6 6.4 0.7 9.5 

Microlaimus 10.7 13.9 3.8 1.5 5.7 

Theristus 16.2 6.5 3.4 1.9 5.1 

Desmodora 0.0 20.7 3.3 0.9 4.9 

Oncholaimus 3.9 5.5 3.1 1.0 4.6 

Syringolaimus 7.2 3.6 2.8 0.7 4.1 

Terschellingia 6.9 20.2 2.5 0.7 3.7 

Monhystrella 9.7 5.2 2.4 1.6 3.5 

Spilophorella 1.1 8.9 2.1 0.9 3.1 

Viscosia 3.2 11.4 2.0 2.3 3.1 

Bolbolaimus 6.8 4.6 1.6 1.1 2.4 

Metachromodora 8.3 0.0 1.3 1.2 2.0 

Stylotheristus 0.5 6.3 1.1 0.8 1.6 

  Mid water Low water (Average dissimilarity = 59.06%) 

Monhystrella 14.2 5.2 9.9 0.7 16.8 

Daptonema 49.6 54.7 6.3 1.4 10.6 

Spirinia 0.0 42.6 6.2 0.5 10.4 

Desmodora 11.3 20.7 3.9 1.1 6.5 

Paracyatholaimus 12.9 0.0 3.3 1.5 5.7 

Theristus 11.4 6.5 2.8 1.1 4.7 

Terschellingia 5.0 20.2 2.6 0.6 4.5 

Haliplectus 1.9 18.3 2.3 0.5 3.9 

Ethmolaimus 8.8 1.1 2.2 1.8 3.7 

Microlaimus 7.5 13.9 2.1 0.9 3.6 

Metalinhomoeus 4.8 5.1 2.0 1.1 3.4 

Viscosia 3.0 11.4 2.0 2.9 3.4 

Spilophorella 3.1 8.9 2.0 0.9 3.3 

Oncholaimus 2.4 5.5 1.6 0.8 2.7 

Syringolaimus 6.2 3.6 1.3 0.7 2.3 

Bolbolaimus 0.6 4.6 1.2 0.7 2.0 

Prooncholaimus 3.6 0.0 1.0 0.6 1.7 

Stylotheristus 0.0 6.3 0.9 0.5 1.6 



 

 

Appendix10 

Results of Distance-based linear modeling (DISTLM) testing for relationships between selected sediment characteristics (MGS: median grain size, Sort: sediment sorting, 
TN: total nitrogen content, TOC: total organic carbon content, C/N: total carbon-nitrogen ratio), and meiofauna and nematode communities attributes patterns in 
marginal tests (variation explained by single variables) and in sequential tests (variation explained by adding new variable each time to get the optimum fit criterion) 
using the stepwise selection procedure: on the basis of the adjusted R² selection criterion. SS(trace): portion of sum of squares relative to the analysed predictor variable; 
pseudo-F: statistic; P: significance level obtained by permutation. Significant P-values are shown in bold italic 

Characteristic MARGINAL TESTS SEQUENTIAL TESTS 

M
ei

o
fa

u
n

a 

Total 
abundance 

Variable 
SS 

(trace) 
Pseudo-

F 
P 

Proportion 
(%) 

Variable 
Adjusted 

R² 
SS 

(trace) 
Pseudo-F P 

Proportion 
(%) 

Cumulative 
(%) 

Silt 55098 3.26 0.0848 14.02 +MGS 0.43 18140 17.15 0.0005 0.4616 46.16 

MGS 18140 17.15 0.0003 46.16 
       

Sort 32954 1.83 0.1913 8.39 
       

TN 27435 1.50 0.2415 6.98 
       

TOC 32283 1.79 0.2013 8.21 
       

C/N 23203 1.25 0.2693 5.90 
       

composition 

Silt 1350.5 1.78 0.1483 8.18 +MGS 0.30 5507 10.01 0.0001 0.3335 33.35 

MGS 5506.9 10.01 0.0001 33.35 +TN 0.43 2494 5.57 0.0019 0.1510 48.45 

Sort 2768.3 4.03 0.0134 16.76 + Sort 0.58 2554 7.72 0.0001 0.1547 63.92 

TN 4134.6 6.68 0.0013 25.04 +C/N 0.63 1055 3.66 0.0165 0.0639 70.31 

TOC 3206.6 4.82 0.0073 19.42 +Silt 0.64 341 1.20 0.3146 0.0207 72.37 

C/N 2562.6 3.67 0.0227 15.52 
       

Taxa richness 
(S) 

silt 12.6 1.49 0.2403 6.94 + TN 0.49 93 21.06 0.0002 0.5129 51.29 

MGS 53.8 8.44 0.0072 29.67 +MGS 0.54 12.5 3.14 0.0886 0.0691 58.2 

Sort 49.2 7.44 0.0119 27.12 
       

TN 93.0 21.06 0.0001 51.29 
       

TOC 65.5 11.32 0.0022 36.15 
       

C/N 12.3 1.45 0.2544 6.78 
       

Taxa 
evenness (J') 

silt 0.08 3.43 0.0774 14.64 +TOC 0.46 0.26 19.05 0.0001 0.4878 48.78 

MGS 0.03 1.33 0.2682 6.25 +Silt 0.54 0.05 4.62 0.0437 0.1003 58.81 

Sort 0.04 1.52 0.2361 7.04 +TN 0.64 0.05 6.07 0.0250 0.1039 69.19 
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TN 0.13 6.81 0.0164 25.40 +C/N 0.77 0.06 10.62 0.0046 0.1185 81.04 

TOC 0.26 19.05 0.0001 48.78 
       

C/N 0.21 13.35 0.0025 40.03 
       

Taxa  
diversity (H') 

silt 0.09 0.60 0.4467 2.90 +TOC 0.64 2.02 37.57 0.0001 0.6526 65.26 

MGS 0.54 4.25 0.0491 17.54 +TN 0.66 0.12 2.42 0.1375 0.0393 69.19 

Sort 0.55 4.28 0.0529 17.64 +C/N 0.75 0.30 8.22 0.0110 0.0966 78.85 

TN 1.51 18.99 0.0004 48.70 -TOC 0.76 0.01 0.26 0.6308 0.0030 78.55 

 TOC 2.02 37.57 0.0001 65.26 +Silt 0.85 0.26 11.78 0.0032 0.0848 87.03 

C/N 1.12 11.32 0.0039 36.14 
       

N
em

at
o

d
e

 

Total 
abundance 

Silt 71053 6.92 0.0185 25.72 +Silt 0.22 71053 6.92 0.0164 0.2572 25.72 

MGS 45448 3.94 0.0669 16.45 +C/N 0.25 17837 1.81 0.1892 0.0646 32.17 

Sort 2126.7 0.16 0.6938 0.77 +TOC 0.36 35004 4.13 0.0544 0.1267 44.84 

TOC 3317 0.24 0.6278 1.20 +MSG 0.39 16392 2.05 0.1751 0.0593 50.78 

C/N 612.5 0.04 0.8264 0.22 
       

Composition Silt 4128.1 1.94 0.0664 8.84 +TOC 0.10 6468.4 3.22 0.0037 0.1385 13.85 

MGS 2998.9 1.37 0.2112 6.42 +C/N 0.19 5877.1 3.25 0.0068 0.1258 26.43 

Sort 5931.6 2.91 0.0084 12.70 +Silt 0.29 5736.2 3.61 0.0040 0.1228 38.72 

TOC 6468.4 3.22 0.0045 13.85 + Sort 0.29 1696.6 1.07 0.3788 0.0363 42.35 

C/N 4659.4 2.22 0.0365 9.98 
       

Genera 
richness (S) 

Silt 15.4 2.10 0.1609 9.50 +Silt 0.05 15.39 2.10 0.1647 0.0950 9.5 

MGS 11.6 1.54 0.2268 7.16 +C/N 0.16 24.12 3.74 0.0686 0.1489 24.39 

Sort 11.8 1.57 0.2251 7.29 +TOC 0.18 8.04 1.27 0.2676 0.0497 29.36 

TOC 1.7 0.21 0.6592 1.04 
       

C/N 9.6 1.26 0.2706 5.92 
       

Genera 
evenness (J') 

Silt 0.0 0.01 0.9430 0.03 + TOC 0.10 0.05 3.22 0.0713 0.1388 13.88 

MGS 0.0 0.01 0.9312 0.04 
       

Sort 0.04 2.64 0.1212 11.67 
       

TOC 0.05 3.22 0.0750 13.88 
       

C/N 0.04 2.70 0.1116 11.90 
       

Genera 
diversity (H') 

Silt 0.24 0.99 0.3396 4.73 +Sort 0.09 0.69 3.09 0.0917 0.1337 13.37 

MGS 0.14 0.55 0.4579 2.66 +C/N 0.12 0.38 1.76 0.2020 0.0735 20.72 

Sort 0.69 3.09 0.0890 13.37 +MGS 0.17 0.44 2.16 0.1636 0.0850 29.22 

 TOC 0.42 1.77 0.1906 8.11 - Sort 0.21 0.02 0.11 0.7471 0.0044 28.78 

24
3

 

A
P

P
EN

D
IC

ES 

 



 

 

C/N 0.68 3.03 0.0955 13.16 
       

Maturity 
index (MI) 

Silt 0.15 1.52 0.2256 7.08 +Sort 0.33786 0.79226 11.716 0.0017 0.3694 36.939 

MGS 0.07 0.70 0.4107 3.39 +C/N 0.37229 0.13443 2.0968 0.1627 0.0627 43.207 

Sort 0.79 11.72 0.0031 36.94 +MGS 0.39912 0.11343 1.8484 0.1949 0.0529 48.496 

TOC 0.22 2.24 0.1531 10.06 
       

C/N 0.01 0.10 0.7549 0.49 
       

Trophic 
diversity 
(ITD) 

Silt 0.02 2.03 0.1648 9.23 +Silt 0.05 0.02 2.0327 0.1714 0.0923 9.23 

MGS 0.02 1.58 0.2287 7.30 +C/N 0.11 0.03 2.43 0.1355 0.1029 19.52 

Sort 0.01 0.86 0.3674 4.14 
       

TOC 0.00 0.19 0.6754 0.95 
       

C/N 0.01 0.71 0.4024 3.41 
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