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utilization of ecosystem goods and services?
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SUMMARY

Many coastal communities in developing countries depend on mangrove
ecosystem services (ES). A combination of anthropogenic and environmental
stresses threatens mangroves globally. This study at the Ankobra catchment
communities in Ghana focused on the relation between ES utilization and
mangrove forest structure. Through vegetation survey, we observed significant
effects of selective logging, branch cutting, density of Acrostichum aureum,
and water stress on tree stocking and sapling densities. We observed through
interviews in five communities that about 98% and 88% of mangrove wood
harvested are used for fuelwood and construction respectively. The vegetation
structure of the forest areas receiving high harvesting pressures was less com-
plex, with lower tree and sapling density, as well as lower seed-bearing trees
than less-disturbed areas. Existing mangrove harvesting regulations are compro-
mised to accommodate the needs of the surrounding communities. Recognizing
these impacts is important to improve management decisions, address commu-
nity needs, and reduce pressure on mangroves.

INTRODUCTION

Mangroves are (sub)tropical and warm temperate intertidal forests, providing a wide range of services sup-
porting the well-being of humans."? Found in >120 countries and territories,”® mangroves have about 80
so-called “true mangrove” species’® in 30 genera belonging to 17-20 families.® '° These are ecologically
functional species with an important ethnobiological value. Aside from their provisioning services, such as

11713 and defensive support against natural disasters, mangroves

fuelwood, timber, medicine, fish, etc.,
trap, and retain terrestrial sediments and recycle nutrients necessary for primary production in the marine
environment, and help improve the health of other coastal ecosystems, such as seagrass beds, salt
marshes, oyster reefs, and coral reefs.!18 Mangrove ecosystems also serve as carbon sinks, sequestering
over 226 + 39 g C m~2 of “blue” carbon annually.'”?° Aesthetically, mangroves attract tourists, generating

2" However, human pressure has led to significant threats to man-

16,24

revenues for many countries.
groves.”>?%?* |n the last 30 years of the 20th century, the world lost about 35% of its mangrove cover.
Typical causes of mangrove degradation globally have since been associated with aquaculture and agricul-
ture expansions, harvesting of wood products, freshwater diversion, urbanization, and other coastal

developments.?>?/

These processes that drive mangrove deforestation and degradation significantly differ geographically.”®
For example, in Latin America and Southeast Asia, aquaculture is the most important driver.””® Harvesting
mangrove wood for charcoal production, fuelwood, and construction are on the other hand the paramount
agents in sub-Saharan Africa.”?” The impacts of these processes make mangrove deforestation and degra-
dation a greater concern in developing countries, as coastal rural communities often directly depend on
the services provided by mangrove ecosystems.'“?>?**° Though the loss rate has reduced from =2% in
the 20th century to <0.4% annually in the 21st century,” the exploitation of mangrove services remains
mostly unsustainable and mostly unregulated.’®?®?" This is due to the unceasing human population
growth and the new development of human activities along the coasts. Until now, research on isolated
topics has been insufficient to address issues of man and the environment in terms of achieving a better
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growth, propagule production, density, and species composition.”®**** Previously, the structural proper-
ties of mangroves were viewed as being shaped by only abiotic processes, including hydrodynamic and
hydrographic actions of the ocean.®” While these actions of the ocean play a major role, the anthropogenic
activities on mangrove have become more significant. Stresses such as clear-cut and/or selective logging
can directly affect mangrove composition and other structural properties, thereby reducing tree
stock.'#"**° Regeneration, tree growth, and stock productivity and structure become compromised
through the disruption of mangrove ecosystem functions by human activities.'**"*® Transitions in
mangrove species composition due to users’ preferences from preferred to less preferred, and from vulner-
able mangrove species to more disturbance-resistant ones and mangrove associates, have also become a
real issue.'”***” Thus, mangrove vegetation structure may change in response to uncontrolled ecosystem
service exploitation.”® A sustainable vegetation structure of mangroves that transits over different gener-
ations is very important for many human reasons. For example, developing nations mostly depend
-directly- on services that nature provides including the ability of mangroves to provide food, fuel, support
for local income, and ecological benefits such as coastline protection and flood control.***>*! For these
reasons, the vulnerabilities of coastal communities increase under reduced capacity of mangrove ecosys-
tems to provide services.>>*° This makes mangrove vegetation structure assessment important as it allows
us to also evaluate both coastal habitat resilience, and community vulnerabilities.®**"*? Thus, the assess-
ment of mangrove vegetation structure can serve as an early warning sign and help identify opportunities
for reducing the risks associated with mangrove degradation on coastal communities.*’*> However, ap-
proaches that couple direct human impacts with vegetation dynamics are scarce considering the huge
spatial differences in mangrove degradation rate across the globe. Therefore, to better make informed de-
cisions for sustainable management, which improve our understanding of the impacts of human activities
onmangroves,” ' >*** anintegrated approach that relates mangrove resource users, resource distribution,
utilization patterns, and the mangrove vegetation structure is urgently needed.”®"> A study of this kind that
combines these factors helps to identify the needs of coastal communities, trends in mangrove resource
use, shifts in mangroves, and management decisions that ensure proper human well-being and environ-
mental justice.*”

Like in other developing countries, a high proportion of Ghana's population (39%) lives in coastal re-
gions,*® which creates pressure on coastal resources, especially on mangroves.'"*’**® Ghana has 7
mangrove species, 5 of which are true mangroves: Rhizophora racemosa Meyer; Rhizophora harrisonii
Leechman; Rhizophora mangle L.; Avicennia germinans (L.) Stearn; and Laguncularia racemosa (L.)
Gaertn. f.; and two are minor species or associates: A. aureum L.; and Conocarpus erectus L.***” How-
ever, as in other developing worlds like Indonesia, Nigeria, Cameroon, etc., mangroves are declining
along the entire coastline in Ghana through felling for fuelwood and construction''*° and through
land reclamation.'’" The Ankobra mangrove forest in Ghana also experiences these threats. We inves-
tigated the utilization pattern of mangrove resources and linked this pattern to the vegetation structure
of the Ankobra mangrove forest. First, we gathered information on the household use of mangrove
resources. Second, we investigated the local perception of the management and status of the mangrove.
We ended by establishing the relationship between mangrove utilization and mangrove forest vegeta-
tion composition and structure. This study is significant because it provides baseline information on
restoring mangrove structure especially in unmanaged systems within West Africa and beyond. It also
provides information for stakeholders to improve sustainable management and future studies of
mangroves.

RESULTS

Mangrove use, utilization pattern, and local knowledge

Survey of rural communities’ level of knowledge on mangroves

The study identified three true mangrove species (R. harrisonii, A. germinans, and L. racemosa) and other
minor or associate species. The respondents in the most mangrove cutting village (Sanwoma) (Figure 1)
significantly had good knowledge (able to identify and name at least two) of true mangrove species, as
opposed to the other communities (zg742 = 3.985, p = 6.74e-5) who rather had fair knowledge (able to
name at least one) about mangroves (x? = 51.344, df = 4, p = 1.89e-10). Knowledge of true mangrove spe-
cies varied by collection frequency per week (zg 047 = 2.017, p = 0.044) and collection distance (zo 052, = 2.11,
p = 0.035) when the models were fitted by Conway-Maxwell-Poisson. However, gender, age class, and the

number of years one lives in the village had no significant correlation with the knowledge of mangroves (see
Tables S1, S2, and Figure S1).
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Mangrove use and preferred species

The percentage of the population who used mangrove plants for fuelwood and construction was signifi-
cantly higher than the percentage who used mangrove plants for food, medicinal, and fishing activities
(x2=7877, df = 4, p = 3.18e-16) (Figure 2). However, no significant difference was found between those
who use mangroves for fuelwood and construction.

Regarding the preference of mangrove species, the number of people who use L. racemosa (19%) was
significantly lower than those who used R. harrisonii and A. germinans for fuelwood (x? = 24.89, df = 2,
p = 3.94e-6). However, no significant difference was found between those who use R. harrisonii (74%)
and A. germinans (65%). Regarding the choice of mangrove species for fuelwood, 90% of the respondents
reported R. harrisonii was the best, while for the second choice, 62.5% reported they would choose
A. germinans (see Figure S2). Over 36% of the respondents indicated that the high calorific value of the
mangrove species influences their choice for the first best fuelwood species, followed by little/no smoke
(27% comparatively), but 18.4% mentioned that the taste of fish after smoking was also a reason (see
Table S3). For mangrove as construction wood, the percentage of respondents who reported they use
A. germinans (76%) and R. harrisonii (70%) for pillars was significantly higher than the percentage who
use L. racemosa (22.5%) (x2 = 3072, df = 2, p = 2.13e-7). Over 56% of respondents indicated
A. germinans as the first best mangrove species for construction, ahead of 25% that preferred
R. harrisonii. The most influential factor for choosing construction wood species was durability (i.e.,
6.37 £ 4.37 and 3.78 + 3.31 years for first and second choices respectively), which was significantly different
(x? = 17.64. df = 1, p = 2.66e-5). The respondents’ ability to identify more true mangrove species (knowl-
edge of mangrove) significantly correlated with the ability to select the best species (zg4491 = 2.187,
p = 0287). Medicinally, the bark, roots, and leaves of Avicennia and Rhizophora were reported to cure
different diseases, such as malaria, ulcer, cardiac problems, stroke, wounds, and stomach problems (see
Figure S3). The use of mangroves for medicine had no significant variation with gender. On average, peo-
ple travel 1.34 km for mangrove parts for medicine.

Chemically, Rhizophora bark and roots were reported to be used for tanning fishing nets, which was
reported by 45% of respondents in Sanwoma (i.e., the most fishing and mangrove cutting village) and
10% of respondents from Eziom. Collection of mangrove parts for use as the dye was personally done
by fathers who averagely travel the same distance as those who go for medicine. Mangrove was not
used as fodder for animals, but rather the young roots of Rhizophora were reportedly eaten as food
by fishermen or mangrove harvesters while on the field for fishing or mangrove wood collection. Accord-
ing to 25 (31%) of respondents in the most fishing village (Sanwoma), eating/chewing the root reduces
hunger and thirst.

Fishing: The common activity that links all rural communities to the mangrove forest

Fishing was observed to be the commonest mangrove-dependent activity for all villages in this study where
all villages catch the same fish types (see Table S4). However, four villages, Adelekezo, Eshiem, Eziom, and
Kukuaville, do not fish from the open ocean and in unvegetated deep flats, as opposed to the most
mangrove cutting village (Sanwoma). Mangrove forest creeks were the commonest locations for fishing
by all villages (see Figure S4). However, communities were significantly separated by the type of fish species
they catch (F = 2.123, df =4, p = 0.0001). The results indicate a significant difference between Sanwoma and
Kukuaville (p,g = 0.025) and between Sanwoma and Eshiem (p.q; = 0.020) with respect to fish species
caught. However, no significant difference was observed in the species of fish caught by the people of San-
woma, Adelekezo, and Eziom. People with good knowledge of mangrove significantly correlated with the
number of people in fishing (zo.9390 = 2.02, p = 0.044).

How respondents view mangrove benefits and mangrove management

The percentage of the population in Sanwoma, the most mangrove cutting village, who reported that man-
groves were important to them, was significantly higher than percentages in other villages (x° = 41.0, df = 4,
p < 0.001). Sixty-one percent of the population in Sanwoma together benefit from both fish and fuelwood,
while 16% each for wood only or fish only respectively, were the most important benefits from mangrove. In
the other villages, 60%, 67%, 80% and 8% of the people in Adelekezo, Eshiem, Eziom, and Kukuaville,
respectively, reported only fish as their most beneficial resource from mangrove. In Ankobra, local regula-
tions bind mangrove harvesters to go 50-100 m away from the river when cutting mangroves, replant after
cutting, and usually best to cut dead woods. A significant proportion (73%) of the Sanwoma population, as
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Table 1. Importance values of tree species of the Ankobra mangrove forest

Relative values (%)

Forest bank Species Relative density Relative frequency Relative dominance I. V.
Eastern bank1 (EB1)  A. germinans 9.98 20.69 15.03 45.7
R. harrisonii 86.46 65.52 79.7 231.67
L. racemosa 1.9 6.9 2.08 10.88
Z. zanthozyloides 1.66 6.9 3.2 11.76
Eastern bank2 (EB2)  A. germinans 0.53 2.78 21.84 25.15
R. harrisonii 84.24 58.33 68.6 211.18
T. populnea 2.63 8.33 1.27 12.23
Z. zanthozyloides 0.88 8.33 0.32 9.53
A. glabra 11.73 22.22 7.96 41.92
Western bank1 (WB1) A. germinans 3.74 14.71 31.84 50.28
R. harrisonii 91.5 55.88 60.44 207.82
L. racemosa 0.68 2.94 1.56 5.18
T. populnea 0.68 5.88 0.27 6.83
Z. zanthozyloides 3.06 17.65 5.75 26.46
Others 0.34 2.94 0.14 3.42
Western bank2 (WB2) A. germinans 0.34 10 17.75 28.09
R. harrisonii 99.66 90 82.25 271.91

Note: Total number of plots (total area m?): Western bank 1 = 20 (2000 m?), Western bank 2 = 20 (2000 m?), Eastern bank 1 =19
(1900 m?), and Eastern bank 2 = 21 (2100 m?). Total number of individuals sampled: Western bank 1 = 294, Western block 2 =
592, Eastern blank 1 = 420, and Eastern bank 2 = 571).

All mangrove and non-mangrove trees larger than or equal to 2.5 cm in diameter (130 cm above ground, Dy3ocm) were
measured inside 0.01 ha plots.

opposed to Adelekezo (60%), Eshiem (44%), Eziom (30%), and Kukuaville (58%), respectively, were aware of
forestry regulations like the total ban on forest tree cutting, the requirement of permits, cutting mangrove
far from riverbanks, a total ban on the felling of certain forest trees and animal hunt (XZ = 19.76, df = 4,
p = 0.0008).

Mangrove status: mangrove vegetation structure and regeneration

Forest structure

A total of 1,877 adult trees were sampled, the principal tree species of vegetation across all sites in the An-
kobra mangrove forest being R. harrisonii (Table 1). However, with A. aureum'’s inclusion in the importance
value calculation (without relative dominance, RDo), A. aureum was the most important species across all
the Western mangrove banks (56.6% and 53.4% in WB1 and WB2 respectively). However, in the Eastern
bank forests, R. harrisonii remained the principal species.

The composition of species and the underlying factors controlling vegetation community in the Ankobra
mangrove forest are illustrated in Figures 3A and 3B. The results indicate significant differences in species
composition among sites (ANOSIM statistics R = 0.1438, p = 0.0001). No significant differences were how-
ever observed between the two forests of the eastern bank (-2 = 0.049, p = 0.114), but between forests of
different banks — Eastern bank 1 and Western bank 2 (** = 0.19, p = 0.006); Eastern bank 2 and Western
block1 (% = 0.15, p = 0.012); Eastern block 2 and Western bank 2 (> = 0.16, p = 0.012) and Western
bank 1 and Western bank 2 (r* = 0.095, p =0.024). A. aureum and R. harrisonii’s contributions to the dissim-
ilarities of species composition in the forest were 56.5% and 34.8% respectively, with a cumulative effect of
91.3%. Factors such as the average distance of plots from the Ankobra river (AvDistRiver: p = 0.033) and the
total number of branches of trees cut (TotalCutBranches: p = 0.002) per plot had a significant association
with species composition. Latitudinal and longitudinal changes, as well as the total number of trees cut per
plot, had no significant association with species composition.
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Figure 1. Study area map

(A) Study area map for Ankobra mangrove and surrounding villages: Kukuaville, Eziom, Eshiem, Adelekezo, and
Sanwoma. WB1 (Western bank 1), WB2 (Western bank 2), EB1 (Eastern bank 1), and EB2 (Eastern bank 2) were areas of the
mangroves surveyed (Sentinel 2A satellite image, 2018).

(B) Regional map of Ghana (Source: AmeriGeo), accessed on 21/02/2022 at 15h00 Central European Time (CET). The part
of B linked to A is the Western region of Ghana.

(C)West and Central African map (Source: OCHA Services).

Stocking density

Figure 4A (see Table S5) shows the inventories of vegetation in the Ankobra mangrove forest. A total of 2,211
stems ha~" were encountered in the Eastern bank 1 of which 86.4% and 10% were Rhizophora and Avicennia,
respectively. In the Eastern bank 2, 2,719 stems ha~" were encountered, of which 84.2% were Rhizophora, and
11.7% were Annona glabra L. The Western bank 1 and Western bank 2 contained 1,470 and 2,960 stems ha™',
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Figure 2. Main uses of mangroves by the population of Sanwoma

Nfuelwood = 78, Neonstruction = 70, Nmedicine = 40, Nalimetation = 22, and Nfishing = 20, Niotal = 80., where: n = number of
respondents who use mangroves for a particular purpose, while N = total number of respondents interviewed in Sanwoma
(see also Figures S2, S3, and Table S3).

respectively. Of the Western bank 1, 91.5% of the stems were Rhizophora, while only 3.7% were A. germinans.
Also, for the Western bank 2, 99.7% were Rhizophora, and 0.3% were Avicennia stems. Diameter classes were
significantly associated with sites (X2 =146.37,df = 15, p = 1.27e-23), thus trees with >20.0-30.0 cm diameter
class were absent in the Eastern bank 2 and the Western bank 2, while class >30.0 cm was absent in Eastern
bank 1 (see Figure S5). The total stem density ha™" in the Western bank 1 was significantly lower than the
stocking densities in other sites (XZ = 556.23, df = 3, p = 3.1e-120). Trees with a diameter class above 6 cm
were significantly lower in the Eastern bank 2 and all the Western bank mangroves. There was a significant
difference in the total stem density ha ' (F=18.67,df=5,r*=0.29, p = 2.76e-15) between diameter classes.
Stocking density was significantly associated with latitudinal gradients (estimate = —0.08546, z = —2.980,
p = 0.002887), total number of cut trees per plot (estimate = —0.11187, z = —3.432, p = 0.000599) and the
density of A. aureum per plot (estimate = —0.094, z = —2.682, p = 0.007321). Unlike species composition,
the distance between plots and the river, as well as the total number of cut branches per plot, had no signif-
icant association with the stocking density of diameter classes.

Also, the size class frequency distribution shows that in Western bank 1, the logarithmic relationship be-
tween species stem density and diameter class size is explained by 98% variation but have the lowest
seed-bearing trees (3254.9) based on Equation 10 (i.e., De Liocourt’s exponential model: Y = ke ).
This was opposite for Western block 2 which had the highest mortality rate of 1.667 and the most prolific
seed-bearing rate of 15994 among all sites studied. The Eastern bank 1 on the other hand had both the
lowest mortality rate of 1.093 and relationship (explaining 44% variation) (see Figure S5).

Forest regeneration

Natural regeneration was observed in all sites (but with very high intra-site and between-site differences),
as seen in Figure 4B (see Table Sé). All species showed clustered dispersion trends (Morisitas index, Iy >1),
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Figure 3. Non-metric multidimensional scaling (NMDS) of species composition and factors

(A) The species composition of vegetation in the Ankobra mangrove forest among sites.

(B) factors driving species composition in the Ankobra mangrove forests (where AvDistRiver means the average distance
of plot from the Ankobra river; Lat_N = latitudinal gradients North; Long_W = longitudinal gradients to the West; Total
Cut tress = total cut trees per plot; and Total Cut Branches = total cut trees. The dissimilarity distance applied was the
Bray-Curtis, while the Envfit function was used to combine species abundance and the drivers on plot B.

except for Thespesia populnea, which displayed random distribution (Iyy = 0). There was a significant dif-
ference in juvenile density among sites (x> = 2773.7, df = 3, p = 2.2e-16), with higher densities recorded
again in the Western bank 2 (9,005 juveniles ha™"), the Eastern bank 2 (6,192 juveniles ha~") and the Western
bank 1 (6,167 juveniles ha™") and lowest density in the Eastern bank 1 forests (3,173 juveniles ha™"). How-
ever, no significant difference was observed in juvenile density between the Eastern bank 2 and the West-
ern bank 1, but the density of each of the two banks was significantly higher than in the Eastern bank 1
(XZ = 1164, df = 2, p = 1.75e-253). There were higher densities of juveniles in regeneration class RCII
than RCI, RCIII, and RCIV across all sites. The RCIl had a percentage of not less than 68% of the total indi-
viduals ha~" in any of the sites studied. The R. harrisonii had the highest percentage of juveniles in all sites,
between 72% in Eastern bank 1 and 99% in the Western bank 2. Total juvenile density per plot had
significant negative trends with the density of Acrostichum per plot (estimate = —0.203, z = —7.188,
p = 6.60e-13), tree branch cutting (estimate = —0.085, z = —3.320, p = 0.0008%9) and latitudinal gradient

¢? CellPress

OPEN ACCESS

iScience 26, 106858, June 16, 2023 7




¢? CellPress

OPEN ACCESS

A
80
601
g Diameter class (cm)
< M <40
s 7 >4.0-6.0
3 401 M >6.0-12.0
£ B >12.0-20.0
j 7 >20.0-30.0
3 [ >30.0
=
204
0.
B

90+

Regeneration class
601 M Rrei

B Rl

B rcu

[ rRCv
0.

Eastern bank1 Eastern bank2 Western bank1 Western bank2
Sites

Mean juvenile density per ha

o

Figure 4. Mangrove vegetation structural properties

(A) Stocking density, which is the number of trees ha—'in given diameter classes in studied sites of the Ankobra (see also
Table S5).

(B) Sapling density is the number of juveniles in given height classes (natural regeneration classes) in the studied sites of
the Ankobra mangrove forests. Bars and errors bars represent mean + SEM of the density of trees and juveniles ha-1 (see
also Figure Sé and Table Sé).

(estimate = —0.08841, z = —4.703, p = 2.56e-06), but positively associated with the total number of trees
available per plot (estimate = 0.12442, z = 6.135, p = 8.49e-10), the average distance from river (estimate =
0.12342,z = 6.396, p = 1.60e-10) and the total trees cut per plot (estimate = 0.06227, z = 2.861, p = 0.004227)
(see Figure S6).

The complexity index was also highest in the Western bank 2 (closest site to the landing beach of Ankobra)
and lowest in the Eastern bank 2 mangrove forest. Generally, the Western mangrove forest had the highest
complexity index. Stems with diameters between 4 and 6 cm had the highest complexity index and were
more evident in the Western bank mangrove forest (Table 2).

Height-diameter distribution

The relationship between diameter and height of trees in the entire mangrove forest was statistically sig-
nificant and positive (F = 1160.25, estimate = 5.93, p < 0.001), explaining a substantial variation (R"2) of
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Table 2. Structural attributes of the Ankobra mangrove forest

Utilization/diameter class (cm)

Forest bank  Attributes <40 >4.0-6.0 >6.0-12.0 >12.0-20.0 >20.0-30.0 >30.0
Eastern bank1 No of species 3 4 3 4 1 0
Stem density 737 779 616 68 11 0
mean height 4100 6.078 9.944 14.185 21.500 0.000
basal area 0.642  1.401 3.112 1.120 0.512 0.000
Complexity index ~ 0.019  0.066 0.191 0.011 0.001 0.000
Eastern bank2 ~ No of species 4 2 2 2 0 1
Stem density 1271 1090 314 19 0 10
mean height 3.958 4.930 5.941 12.175 0.000 16.650
basal area 0.011  0.020 0.013 0.004 0.000 0.012
Complexity index ~ 0.001  0.001 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Western bank1  No of species 5 3 4 1 1 1
Stem density 930 325 190 15 5 5
mean height 3.255  6.061 7.501 7.757 18.200 20.500
basal area 0.704  0.599 0.823 0.262 0.206 0.769
Complexity index  0.107 0.035 0.047 0.000 0.000 0.001
Western bank2  No of species 2 1 1 1 0 1
Stem density 1275 1335 340 5 0 5
mean height 6.732 9.593 13.726 8.500 0.000 22.000
basal area 1.125 2.404 1.424 0.094 0.000 1.070
Complexity index ~ 0.193 0.308 0.066 0.000 0.000 0.001

38%. Similar results were found in the separate bank forests, thus in the entire Eastern bank (F = 1139.87,
estimate = 5.67, p < 0.001, RA2 = 0.54) and the Western bank (F = 650.70, estimate = 7.28, p < 0.001,
RA2 =0.42).

For R. harrisonii, which was the most dominant tree species in the forest, its tree diameter also varied signif-
icantly with tree height (F = 1707, estimate = 5.79, p < 0.001), which also explained a substantial variation of
35%. It was observed that a significant proportion of trees in the Eastern bank 2 and Western bank 1 forests
were limited to heights below 12.0 m and diameters below 5.0 cm (Figure 5).

DISCUSSION
Local knowledge on mangroves

Coastal residents’ botanical and ecological knowledge about mangrove forests is influenced by the use of
mangroves.®” The results of this study support the observation by Walters,”® where the village (Sanwoma)
that visit the mangrove for fishing and cutting of mangrove wood had higher knowledge of mangrove
compared to villages that only come into the mangrove forest to fish. Thus, apart from people in the village
who visit the mangrove more often for both wood and fish, the other four mangrove-fringing villages are pri-
marily farmers that only see fishing as a secondary activity, hence visit mangroves less often. Similar to this
study, reviews by Otto and Pensini®* and Parrotta et al.”> observed that traditional knowledge of an
ecosystem is gained through connectedness and experiences. For example, >60% of the population in the
village closer to the mangrove forest, who cut mangroves, and also fish in the mangroves more often, could
identify and specify the names and uses of at least two of the three true mangrove species (i.e., Rhizophora
spp., Avicennia spp., and the Laguncularia spp.). On the other hand, populations who visit the mangrove for-
est secondarily for only fishing mostly identified any tree in the forest as R. spp., construing a lack of high
connectedness and experience on mangroves (see Figure S1). A similar account was the observations of Pal-
acios and Cantera™ in Colombia and Frank et al.”” in Kenya, who found differences in mangrove knowledge
among communities based on lack of connectedness. Comparing these two populations, we note that peo-
ple who lack enough knowledge on mangroves may either have low preference for mangrove wood or have
adequate alternative wood options, hence have indirect or low negative impact on mangrove forests.
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Figure 5. Height-diameter distribution of the dominant species, Rhizophora harrisonii

Tree diameter equals diameter of tree measured 130 cm above ground. The equation, (p < 0.05), correlation coefficients (RA2), and the F-statistics are given

in each case. The boxplots display percentile distribution in each case. The ends of the box are positioned at the 25th and 75th percentiles of the dataset. The
exact p values were 3.92e-79, 1.74e-43, 3.89e-62, and 3.82e-76 for Eastern bank1, Eastern bank 2, Western bank1, and Western bank2, respectively (see also

Figure S5).
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Like other vegetation types across the world, mangroves are known by different local names in different
locations,”® which mostly reflect their key biological features.®” In this study, and in the local “Nzema" lan-
guage, mangrove (“ngateke”) generally refers to Rhizophora due to its higher abundance in the forest and
its usefulness. The same case where the name of the most abundant mangrove species was given to the
entire mangrove in a community has been reported in India by Dahdouh-Guebas et al.,*° Kovacs®' in
Mexico, and by Nfotabong-Atheull et al.*%in Cameroon. In the Ankobra catchment communities, the local
name of Rhizophora ("ngatekeblew") refers to female mangroves because they have more “legs” (roots)
and "hands” (branches), hence are more useful, while Avicennia ("ngatekenyini”) means male mangroves
(few roots and branches and less useful). Acrostichum (“kosinyansoa") refers to leaves for a type of crab
(known as “kosi” in the local language). This crab (i.e., the “kosi”) feeds on and takes refuge under the
Acrostichum mostly during long low tide periods. The refuge behavior of the crabs and other shellfish,
like the Littorina spp. are rather positive for hand-picking fishers (mostly females/women) who target shell-
fish. The meaning of the local name for Laguncularia, "kosibaka”, however, is not generally known, but in
the Nzema language, "kosi” as used earlier is a species/genus of crab, while "baka” means tree, hence
"tree of crab” (see Table S2). It is therefore important to note that the plant species that are more abundant
or more useful to coastal communities can shape their knowledge of forest ecosystems.

Mangrove species preferences and utilization

As prevails in most developing countries,'#°?“* mangrove cutters in our study also exploit mangroves for

fuelwood, construction, medicine, food, and chemical for tanning of fishing nets. The most important
mangrove species recorded for fuelwood were R. spp. and A. germinans. To the indigenes of the most
mangrove cutting village, Sanwoma (the known fishing community), mangrove wood is easier to get,
cheaper, more calorific, and results in nicer/tastier smoked fish. These properties of mangroves have
been reported by Kwarteng et al.*” in Ghana and Nfotabong-Atheull et al.”® in Cameroon where smoking
is the most preservation means by market women. The better taste and reddish color of fish smoked using
mangrove woods are also reported by Ajonina et al.”” and Kwarteng et al.** In Colombia®® and Malaysia,®°
R. spp. was reported as the main wood for fuel because of its high calorific value. Along the eastern coast of
Ghana, mangroves are used for fuelwood.""" In several other African countries, including Guinea® and
Madagascar,”” mangroves are also used for fuelwood. From the findings of this study, A. germinans,
considered the second-best choice as fuelwood, is rather not used by fish processors for smoking fish,
but rather for other domestic uses, such as cooking, heating, bread baking, and frying of fish. This is
because it darkens the fish when used for smoking, due to its high smoke production. The fish processors”
reports are comparable to Aritonang et al.,°® who explained that the bark/shell of A. spp. contains liquid
smoke (formed by burning bark or shell of the wood and condensing the smoke to liquid) but can be pu-
rified from its dark-charcoal color to gray and be used as a preservative against microbial growth on fish.
The leaves of A. spp. have also been reported by Palawe et al.” to contain ethanol extracts, which are anti-
microbial products, a benefit yet to be known by many mangrove users.

The aesthetics, straightness, resistance, durability, and availability were among the factors for selecting the
best construction mangrove species. The durability of such selection was most important. Mangrove users
from this study identified Avicennia as the most durable mangrove species because it is more resistant to
insects — and this supports the anti-microbial findings of Palawe et al.*” According to Kusmana and Sukris-
tijiono

Indonesia. On the other hand, Friess et al.” also reported the durability and strength of Rhizophora, hence

the durability and strength of the genus A. spp. make them very useful as timber products in

being preferred for house construction. In Colombia, L. racemosa and A. germinans are logged for con-
struction, while Rhizophora was only best suited for fuelwood.”*’" In our study, Rhizophora was also
preferred for construction to Laguncularia, but comes after Avicennia. Unlike mangrove users in Colombia,
mangrove cutters in our study have less preference for L. racemosa for construction because of the very low
abundance of the species in the Ankobra forest. Like this study, Ntyam et al.”" and Traynor and Hill’? re-
ported the use of Rhizophora and Avicennia species for construction in Cameroon and South Africa,
respectively. These descriptions of mangrove illustrate their importance to building, especially in commu-
nities with limited access to high-resistant building timber. However, the preference can somewhat region-
ally vary based on how an individual views the benefits for a particular mangrove species.

This study documents the use of Rhizophora and Avicennia for treating different ailments in Ghana. The
barks, roots, and leaves are used for treatments (of malaria, stomach problems, ulcers, and diarrhea) by
boiling or grinding and mixed with garlic and ginger. Rhizophora and A. germinans were also reported
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for the treatment of malaria,”® and haemorrhoids’” in Benin. Nabeelah Bibi et al.”” reported A. germinans

to be used for treating ulcers, malaria, haemorrhoids, treatment for haemorrhages, and rheumatism. In
Colombia, Palacios, and Cantera®® found that leaves of R. spp. are chewed to compensate for alcohol,
while Avicennia roots were used to heal wounds and diarrhea. This study did not find the use of mangroves
to treat rheumatism and compensate for alcohol. However, the people of Sanwoma use Rhizophora for
making "bitters” (a mixture of plant parts and alcohol to raise one's appetite).

73 60
L, I

Dossou-Yovo et a and Ahouangan et al.’® in Benin, Dahdouh-Guebas et al.?’ in India, all reported the
use of mangroves as fodder for livestock. We found that local people in our study area consume the new
roots of Rhizophora to compensate for the absence of food while in the mangrove forest. While A. spp. are
not species eaten as food by fishermen in our study, in Southeast Asia, countries such as India and
Indonesia, their seedlings are eaten as vegetables.70'77 In East Africa, such as Kenya, R. spp. is used for tan-
ning fishing nets.”®’? The Gambia'? and India®® are reported to use mangroves for tanning fish nets. The
reason found in this study, which supports Satyanarayana et al.'” was that the red pigments (tannins) in Rhi-
zophora both strengthen the net and blind a shoal of fish when in use. The comparison of mangrove uses in
this study to other studies indicates that mangrove uses may be similar around the world but differ depend-
ing on how they are used for the specific purpose(s).

Fishing was found to be the primary activity that connects all villages in the study area to mangroves, as

l.,20 Gallup et al.®lin Senegal, India,

often seen in most mangrove communities in the world (cf. Ehirim et a
and Seary et al. in Bangladesh). Sanwoma, the main coastal community in this study, has fishing as its pri-
mary source of income. While fishing was a secondary income source for the other villages, fishing in all
these communities varied with gender (male dominated). Adjei and Sika-Bright® and Uduji and Uduji
and Okolo-Obasi® have reported gender-based division of tasks in fishing, and similar to this study
more males (mostly sea fishing) are into fishing, and most females are fishmongers. Some of the different
fishing gears and techniques used were also used elsewhere, e.g., in Bosomtwe-Sam in Ghana.®® The in-
formation here is that while people may have inadequate knowledge of mangrove species, corresponding
to low use of the wood, the multiple benefits of the ecosystem, including its fisheries, can still bring the
different human populations together. This helps us understand better the diversities that lie in the
mangrove ecosystem, the resource users, and the use patterns, as well as how every individual can impact
the ecosystem.

Mangrove status: mangrove vegetation structure and regeneration

Globally, unregulated tree felling, and overexploitation of fisheries due to increasing human population
density in coastal countries, have become major threats to all mangroves, including pristine types.*”*"#°
These threats are widening across all tropical coasts.®” The sites studied here showed a significant corre-
lation between mangrove species composition along the distance of plots from river and anthropogenic
pressures such as tree branch cutting (the number of branches cut in a tree per plot). The change in species
composition due to distance from the river could explain two major stresses, including salinity stress, which
increases landward, and hydrological (inundation) stress. The study showed mangrove forests dominated
by R. harrisonii and A. aureum with low and unproportionable composition of A. germinans and
L. racemosa. This is true because in river estuaries as exemplified in Guinea,®” low salinity tolerant
mangrove species like R. racemosa and R. harrisonii predominate over species such as L. racemosa, and
A. germinans that tolerate a high range of salinities. Also, cutting of branches of the trees of certain
mangrove species may have an indirect effect on propagule abundance (and natural recruitment), since
branches are normally the points of attachment for fruits and leaves. The degradation due to branch cutting
of mangroves and the stresses of salinity and/or water could be advantageous for the colonization of
opportunistic and non-useful vegetation species, including terrestrial plants.®® In effect, among the three
main true mangroves found in this study were four minor/associate mangrove species of terrestrial origin.
For example, both T. populnea (L) and Sol. ex Correa, a semi-mangrove®”° L7o2
ported to colonize and increase on low saline soils in degraded mangrove forests. Qiu et al.”” reported that
T. populnea grows normally under saline conditions below 8 g kg™ (8 ppt)- with rather inhibited growth
when the salinity is above 11 g kg™ (11 ppt) because of a reduction in chlorophyll production. In similar
account in Brazil, Santos and Fabricante” report that T. populnea has invaded North-eastern Brazilian
mangroves due to the influence of the Sergipe River, as the species thrives better in low salinity conditions,
but also under high inundation, since the propagules are adapted to float in the water for long-distance
dispersion. In highly disturbed areas of mangroves, herbaceous plant species like A. aureum secondarily

and A. aureum
I 89

are re-
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may appear providing distinctive composition because they can modify that habitat unfavorably for other
successors (i.e., cryptic ecological degradation).?” The dominance of Acrostichum in the western bank for-
ests could be associated with high degradation, as Acrostichum is considered an opportunistic species that
pioneers degraded and low saline sections of mangrove forests.” In Sri Lanka, increasing freshwater con-
ditions resulted in a >59% net increase in A. aureum.”” The Ankobra estuary is a riverine type with low
salinity range, therefore, in addition to mangrove tree felling, Acrostichum alone in this study contributed
to about 56% of the dissimilarity in species composition among sites. Additionally, A. aureum spread
sporadically, and they are not useful to people. Therefore, they have more advantage to spread over large
areas against species preferred by humans—similar situations in the Small Island Developing States
(SIDS).”® In West African mangroves, Zanthoxylum zanthoxyloides (Lam.) Zepern. & Timler has also been
reported in Nigeria,”* Senegal”® and in Benin they are harvested as fodder for livestock,”® but act as oppor-
tunistic species in disturbed mangroves. The species, A. glabra, the second most abundant species found
in only the Eastern Bank 2 forest, is mostly associated with terrestrial forests.®* All these species invade
mangrove forests under anthropogenic influence. Therefore, together with inundation and salinity
stresses, the composition of degraded sites is altered as opposed to non-degraded areas.” This is very
visible in Western bank 2, where only true mangrove species (R. harrisonii and A. germinans) occur (Table 1)
together with A. aureum.

Stocking density of trees in the forests was negatively affected by latitudinal gradients, selective logging of
trees, and the density of A. aureum per plot. This means that the northward movement of vegetation and
the abundance of Acrostichum could inhibit the transition of young trees to mature trees. The effects of
mangrove cutting in this study are not only a challenge in Ghana and in our study site, but also in other

°" and in the Colombian Pacific,”” where cases of mangrove extraction by rural

countries like Madagascar
communities caused severe changes in species composition and vegetation structure. When there is
high anthropogenic pressure, such as selective logging, species introgression becomes a major issue,
leading to cryptic degradation, and this can make the “non-useful” species becoming more important.®”’’
As we also observed the growing dominance of A. aureum in this study, a similar instance was observed by
Scales and Friess®® in Madagascar, where excessive harvesting of preferred mangrove species resulted in
non-useful Ceriops tagal (Pers.) C.B.Rob becoming the most important species. In Colombia, Blanco
' reported that massive selective clearing led to the introduction of antagonistic species such as La-
guncularia and Acrostichum, thereby reducing the growth and abundance of native species of Rhizophora
and Avicennia in different diameter classes in the Uraba Gulf mangrove forests. Although Acrostichum is
not identified as invasive in Ghana, mangrove cutters confirmed its cover has significantly increased over
historical years in areas where low abundance and small diameter trees occur. Therefore, as uncontrolled
harvesting is happening, it paves way for the non-useful species which modify the habitats including the
obstruction of light from reaching young generations of preferred and important species.*"*”

etal.’

The low density of trees and juveniles in the upper classes for both diameter classes and natural regener-
ation classes has been similarly reported by Ntyam et al.”" in Ghana and Akpovwovwo”® in Nigeria as a
response to selective logging which reduces propagule abundance in disturbed areas. Thus, when mature
trees in higher diameter classes are mostly harvested either for construction or fuelwood, there is an indi-
rect reduction in propagule formation and abundance. Young seedlings are also inhibited from transition-
ing through juvenile stages to maturity due to competition for light and space with less preferred or oppor-
tunistic species which secondarily pioneers degraded areas.””®’ Also, the differences in complexity index
among the individual forests studied could reflect the effect of human pressure where some sites receive
higher encroachment of mangrove cutters than others.*® A similar account was given in both Sri Lanka and
Kenya by Dahdouh-Guebas et al.,*” Goessens et al.”” in the Matang mangrove in Malaysia, and in India by
Rasquinha and Mishra,”® who found that less-disturbed mangrove forests become more structurally com-
plex with higher density of trees than disturbed ones. In essence, the Western bank 2, which is about 1.5 km
from the landing beach of Ankobra (in Sanwoma) and has both the highest stocking density ha™' of stems
and saplings, could be an indication of low wood harvesting. This is because cutting mangroves is some-
what not encouraged (though compromised due to limited livelihood options), so people who enter the
mangrove forest for fuelwood and construction wood go beyond this point (i.e., the WB2) by an average
of 3.2 km and 3.6 km respectively. Therefore, in forests of low mangrove harvesting, there is more advan-
tage for higher natural seedling recruitments, leading to high stocking density and juvenile density, as
observed in Kenya by Kairu et al.*> and in Ghana by Ntyam et al.”" The relatively low stocking densities
of 1,470 and 2,211 stems ha~' in the Western bank 1 (>2.5 km from the landing beach) and Eastern
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bank 1 (>3 km) reflect that WB1 and EB1 have youthful plants (with short heights and low diameters)
because of high human disturbance,”® which can be compared with Akpovwovwo?™ in Nigeria. Ntyam
1.°" and Ajonina” all reported a R. spp. dominated forest in Amanzule in the western coast of Ghana,
in terms of seedlings, saplings, and adult trees, but lowest for Laguncularia (which is similar to this study).
According to Akpovwovwo’® and Sherman et al.,'’® mangroves dominated by R. spp. have high stocking
density. This could explain why the Ankobra mangrove forest, which is Rhizophora-dominated, registered a
higher density compared to the Avicennia-dominated (3627.7 stems/ha) Kakum forest reported by Adotey
et al.'"”" However, despite the Western bank 2 having the highest stocking density, all forest banks in this
study recorded relatively lower stem density especially compared to Ajonina et al.”” in Amanzule forests
and Adotey et al.'®" in Kakum mangrove forests. This occurrence could be attributed to the high harvesting
pressure on the forest, as fish smokers prefer Rhizophora in the surrounding villages.

eta

Main,'%? and Alemayehu, and Chemuku'®® state that at least 2,500 established seedlings per hectare are
needed for sufficient regeneration. From this study, the density of established regeneration in each
mangrove bank was higher than this threshold Kairu et al.*> However, due to the intense pressure on
the ecosystem through the collection of mature trees, there is no full reflection of a balanced mangrove
structure with a good transition from juvenile-sapling regeneration to mature tree abundance. Therefore,
the provision of alternative/supplementary livelihood as requested by the mangrove cutters could be the
best option. These may include alternative sources of fuel, improved electricity, and cold stores (alternative
fish processing means), and livelihood funds, which could help reduce the pressure on the mangroves.
Technical and vocational training programmes and improved mangroves for tourism,'®* and payment
for ecosystem services'% in accordance with the needs of the communities' have also been suggested
for mangrove-dependent communities.

Conclusion

The analysis of the spatial stocking and sapling densities from this study can be used as good inventory to
gauge the structural properties of the Ankobra mangrove system. The present inventory revealed that
areas closer to villages (within the first 1.5 km of the forest from the Sanwoma village) have high standing
density (2,960 individual stems ha™") and high natural regeneration density (9,005 individual juveniles ha™").
Sites further away from villages (beyond this limit, the 1.5 km), on the other hand, have a low standing and
juvenile densities due to higher human encroachment). We see from this that when local regulations
against mangrove cutting is restricted to only some parts of mangrove forests (where in our study was
just a small area), the structure of the whole mangrove forest become structurally poor (i.e., leading to
monospecific forest, and disproportional number of individuals in the different vegetation age groups/
classes). The study also reveals that in mangroves with selective logging, where people prefer certain
tree species more than others, species that are less preferred or non-used can later become a problem,
especially when favored by environmental conditions. For this reason, the fern and herbaceous
A. aureum abundantly occupied degraded portions of the forest and contributes 56% of the dissimilarity
in species composition of the mangrove across all forest areas, covering about 59% of the western bank
mangrove forests. This ecological impact has significant effects on both natural regeneration and stocking
density of the forests, such as inhibition of seedling growth to mature trees. Selective logging negatively
affected the standing density, while the cutting of branches was found to negatively impact juvenile density
(p < 0.05). This study further reveals that the removal of adult trees affects not only tree standing density but
also juvenile density, because areas with lower tree abundance correspondently had lower juvenile density
(p < 0.05). The structure of the forest was also dependent on environmental factors like water availability,
but this relationship was not consistent across the entire forest compared to mangrove cutting. For this
reason, the forest has good natural regeneration with well-established seedlings (i.e., regeneration class
RCII), but they are not reflected in the adult tree population. Thus, selective cutting resulted in significantly
different mangrove diameter distributions, leading to the low number of mature trees in more disturbed
locations. Monitoring mangrove diameter distribution classes can therefore inform scientists and man-
agers of how much local communities rely on mangroves. Meanwhile, mangrove cutting is seen to benefit
about 98%, 88%, and 50% of the population who use mangrove wood or wood products for fuelwood, con-
struction, and medicine respectively, a situation which is common across the tropical mangrove nations.
Therefore, communities whose daily needs, such as shelter and health, heavily depend on mangroves,
must be well-recognized in the management of the ecosystem. Just like other developing world, the
lack of alternative/supplementary livelihoods, such as arable land for farming, employment, cheap labor,
and low fish catch were identified as the main forces driving mangrove cutting in communities with high
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dependence on mangroves. We therefore recommend that capacity-building programmes, such as voca-
tional training (i.e., tailoring, dressmaking, carpentry, driving, and other artworks), should be encouraged
to support communities that depend solely on mangroves. Also, reintroducing the payment schemes for
people devoted to mangrove afforestation programmes, as carried out by previous NGOs (i.e., the Hen
Mpoano and the Sustainable Fisheries Management Project), could be effective to protect mangroves.
This can help bring the mangrove structure into balance. Moreover, all these recommendations must par-
allel the provision of the community needs such as a better road network for transporting farm produce to
markets, school facilities provided to reduce the number of mangrove harvesters, and provision of access
to other fish processing facilities other than smoking. This research creates a basis for better management
and conservation of mangroves, and a continuation of these assessments to predict the structural changes
and impacts on their ecosystem services is recommended. This shows that management of mangrove for-
est anywhere in the world is highly dependent on addressing needs of communities.

Limitations of the study

We identified from this study that anthropogenic and environmental factors such as wood cutting and wa-
ter stress have significant impacts on the structure of mangrove forests. We hold that these impacts favor
non-useful vegetation such as mangrove ferns, which in turn significantly reduce natural regeneration and
tree growth. However, we believe that the models developed to investigate these effects would be more
improved if the study surveyed and included edaphic (soil) factors in mangrove forests. These parameters
may include soil salinity, nutrients, temperature, etc., which are identified to have effects on plant growth.
Also, due to time constraints for this study, which combined both a mangrove survey and interviews, the
study did not extensively include greater portions of mangroves around the farming communities in
the mangrove survey. In these areas, mangroves are not harvested. Therefore, including those areas
of the mangrove forest would explain whether other indirect factors such as agriculture and pollution affect
the mangrove structure. Finally, the study included fishery activities in mangrove forests. However, it was
very difficult to use the scientific names of fish species caught in mangroves for our fishery analyses. This
was due to two reasons: inconsistent local names for a particular fish species and the lack of time for lab-
oratory identification of the fish species sampled.

STARXxMETHODS

Detailed methods are provided in the online version of this paper and include the following:

o KEY RESOURCES TABLE
o RESOURCE AVAILABILITY
O Lead contact
O Materials availability
O Data and code availability
e METHOD DETAILS
O Study site description
O Data collection techniques
O Traditional mangrove use, utilisation patterns and local ecological knowledge data
o QUANTIFICATION AND STATISTICAL ANALYSIS
O Mangrove vegetation structure and regeneration
O Analysis of the mangrove use, utilisation pattern and local knowledge

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION
Supplemental information can be found online at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2023.106858.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This article was published with the assistance of the University Foundation of Belgium (French: Cet article a
été publié avec I'aide de la Fondation Universitaire de Belgique). The research was financially supported by
the European Commission-funded Erasmus Mundus Joint Master Degree in Tropical Biodiversity and Eco-
systems — TROPIMUNDO. We acknowledge the support of the TROPIMUNDO partner institutions: the
Vrije Universiteit Brussel (Belgium), Université libre de Bruxelles (Belgium), Universita degli Studi di Firenze
(Italy), and the University of Ruhuna (Sri Lanka) through the use of their online libraries. The Department of
Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences, the CCM, and the ACECoR of the University of Cape Coast, Ghana

¢? CellPress

OPEN ACCESS

iScience 26, 106858, June 16, 2023 15



https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2023.106858

¢? CellPress

OPEN ACCESS

iScience

supported us with field equipment and granted us the opportunity to get ethical clearance from the uni-
versity. The assemblymen of Sanwoma, Eshiem, Kukuaville, Adelekezo and Eziom took us through the tra-
ditions and formalities regarding the conduct of research in the villages. Peter, and Collins of Sanwoma and
Justice Yeboah of the Department of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences assisted us throughout the fieldwork.
Doris Ama Boafo, Elizabeth Jonah, and workers and owner of His Majesty Guest House, Asanta provided
accommodation throughout the stay in Ankobra.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

F.A.: Conceptualization, methodology, formal analysis, data curation, validation, investigation, writing —
original draft, writing — review & editing, visualization; J.H.: Writing - review & editing, validation, supervi-
sion; N.K.A: Writing — review & editing, resources, supervision; F.D.-G.: Conceptualization, methodology,
data curation, validation, resources, writing - review & editing, supervision, project administration.

DECLARATION OF INTERESTS

The authors declare no competing interest.

INCLUSION AND DIVERSITY

We worked to ensure gender balance in the recruitment of human subjects. We worked to ensure that the
study questionnaires were prepared in an inclusive way.

Received: November 28, 2022
Revised: February 18, 2023
Accepted: May 8, 2023
Published: May 11, 2023

REFERENCES

1.

16

Dahdouh-Guebas, F., Hugé, J., Abuchahla,
G.M., Cannicci, S., Jayatissa, L.P., Kairo,
J.G., Kodikara Arachchilage, S., Koedam,
N., Mafaziya Nijamdeen, T.W., Mukherjee,
N., et al. (2021). Reconciling nature, people
and policy in the mangrove social-
ecological system through the adaptive
cycle heuristic. Estuar. Coast Shelf Sci. 248,
106942. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.
2020.106942.

. Friess, D.A., Yando, E.S., Abuchahla,

G.M.O., Adams, J.B., Cannicci, S., Canty,
S.W.J., Cavanaugh, K.C., Connolly, R.M.,
Cormier, N., Dahdouh-Guebas, F., et al.
(2020). Mangroves give cause for
conservation optimism, for now. Curr. Biol.
30, R153-R154. https://doi.org/10.1016/].
cub.2019.12.054.

. Bunting, P., Rosenquist, A., Hilarides, L.,

Lucas, R.M., and Thomas, N. (2022a). Global
mangrove watch: updated 2010 mangrove
forest extent (v2.5). Rem. Sens. 14, 1034.
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs14041034.

. Bunting, P., Rosenqvist, A., Hilarides, L.,

Lucas, R.M., Thomas, N., Tadono, T.,
Worthington, T.A., Spalding, M., Murray,
N.J., and Rebelo, L.-M. (2022b). Global
mangrove extent change 1996-2020: global
mangrove watch version 3.0. Rem. Sens. 14,
3657. https://doi.org/10.3390/rs14153657.

. Bunting, P., Rosengqyist, A., Lucas, R.,

Rebelo, L.-M., Hilarides, L., Thomas, N.,
Hardy, A., Itoh, T., Shimada, M., and
Finlayson, C. (2018). The global mangrove
watch—a new 2010 global baseline of

iScience 26, 106858, June 16, 2023

mangrove extent. Rem. Sens. 10, 1669.
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs10101669.

. Spalding, M. (2010). World Atlas of

Mangroves, 1st Edition (Routledge). https://
doi.org/10.4324/9781849776608.

. Alappatt, J.P. (2008). Chapter 5 - structure

and species diversity of mangrove
ecosystem. In Biodiversity and Climate
Change Adaptation in Tropical Islands, C.
Sivaperuman, A. Velmurugan, A.K. Singh,
and |. Jaisankar, eds. (Academic Press),

pp. 127-144. https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-
0-12-813064-3.00005-3.

. Saenger, P., Ragavan, P., Sheue, C.R.,

Lépez-Portillo, J., Yong, J.W.H., and
Mageswaran, T. (2019). Mangrove
biogeography of the indo-pacific. In Sabkha
Ecosystems: Volume VI: Asia/Pacific, B. Gul,
B. Béer, M.A. Khan, M. Clusener-Godt, and
A. Hameed, eds. (Springer International
Publishing), pp. 379-400. https://doi.org/
10.1007/978-3-030-04417-6_23.

. Hogarth, P.J. (2015). The Biology of

Mangroves and Seagrasses, 3rd Edition
(Oxford University Press).

. Massé i Aleman, S., Bourgeois, C.,

Appeltans, W., Vanhoorne, B., De Hauwere,
N., Stoffelen, P., Heughebaert, A., and
Dahdouh-Guebas, F. (2009). The Mangrove
Reference Database and Herbarium.

. Aheto, D.W., Kankam, S., Okyere, I.,

Mensah, E., Osman, A., Jonah, F.E., and
Mensah, J.C. (2016). Community-based
mangrove forest management: implications

for local livelihoods and coastal resource
conservation along the Volta estuary
catchment area of Ghana. Ocean Coast
Manag. 127,43-54. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.-ocecoaman.2016.04.006.

. Satyanarayana, B., Bhanderi, P., Debry, M.,

Maniatis, D., Foré, F., Badgie, D., Jammeh,
K., Vanwing, T., Farcy, C., Koedam, N., and
Dahdouh-Guebas, F. (2012). A socio-
ecological assessment aiming at improved
forest resource management and
sustainable ecotourism development in the
mangroves of tanbi wetland National park,
the Gambia, West Africa. Ambio 417,
513-526. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-
012-0248-7.

. Zanvo, M.S., Salako, K.V., Gnanglg, C.,

Mensah, S., Assogbadjo, A.E., and Glele
Kakai, R. (2021). Impacts of harvesting
intensity on tree taxonomic diversity,
structural diversity, population structure,
and stability in a West African mangrove
forest. Wetl. Ecol. Manag. 29, 433-450.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11273-021-
09793-w.

. Ghosh, A., Schmidt, S., Fickert, T., and

Nisser, M. (2015). The Indian sundarban
mangrove forests: history, utilization,
conservation strategies and local
perception. Diversity 7, 149-169. https://
doi.org/10.3390/d7020149.

. Cornejo, R.H., Koedam, N., Luna, AR.,

Troell, M., and Dahdouh-Guebas, F. (2005).
Remote sensing and ethnobotanical
assessment of the mangrove forest changes
in the navachiste-san ignacio-macapule


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2020.106942
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2020.106942
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2019.12.054
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2019.12.054
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs14041034
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs14153657
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs10101669
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781849776608
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781849776608
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-813064-3.00005-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-813064-3.00005-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-04417-6_23
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-04417-6_23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2016.04.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2016.04.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-012-0248-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-012-0248-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11273-021-09793-w
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11273-021-09793-w
https://doi.org/10.3390/d7020149
https://doi.org/10.3390/d7020149

iScience

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

lagoon complex, sinaloa, Mexico. Ecol. Soc.
10. http://www.ecologyandsociety.org/
vol10/iss1/art16/.

. Hochard, J.P., Hamilton, S., and Barbier,

E.B. (2019). Mangroves shelter coastal
economic activity from cyclones. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. USA 116, 12232-12237. https://
doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1820067116.

. Mumby, P.J., Edwards, A.J., Arias-Gonzélez,

J.E., Lindeman, K.C., Blackwell, P.G., Gall,
A., Gorczynska, M.I., Harborne, AR.,
Pescod, C.L., Renken, H., et al. (2004).
Mangroves enhance the biomass of coral
reef fish communities in the Caribbean.
Nature 427, 533-536. https://doi.org/10.
1038/nature02286.

. zu Ermgassen, P.S., Mukherjee, N.,

Worthington, T.A., Acosta, A., Rocha
Araujo, A.R.d., Beitl, C.M., Castellanos-
Galindo, G.A., Cunha-Lignon, M., Dahdouh-
Guebas, F., Diele, K., et al. (2020). Fishers
who rely on mangroves: modelling and
mapping the global intensity of mangrove-
associated fisheries. Estuar. Coast Shelf Sci.
247, 106975. https://doi.org/10.1016/].ecss.
2020.106975.

. Rovai, AS., Twilley, R.R., Castafieda-Moya,

E., Riul, P., Cifuentes-Jara, M., Manrow-
Villalobos, M., Horta, P.A., Simonassi, J.C.,
Fonseca, A.L., and Pagliosa, P.R. (2018).
Global controls on carbon storage in
mangrove soils. Nat. Clim. Chang. 8,
534-538. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-
018-0162-5.

zu Ermgassen, P.S.E., Baker, R., Beck, M.W.,
Dodds, K., zu Ermgassen, S.O.S.E., Mallick,
D., Taylor, M.D., and Turner, R.E. (2021).
Ecosystem services: delivering decision-
making for salt marshes. Estuar. Coast 44,
1691-1698. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12237-
021-00952-z.

Spalding, M., and Parrett, C.L. (2019). Global
patterns in mangrove recreation and
tourism. Mar. Pol. 110, 103540. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.marpol.2019.103540.

Martinez-Espinosa, C., Wolfs, P., Vande
Velde, K., Satyanarayana, B., Dahdouh-
Guebas, F., and Hugé, J. (2020). Call for a
collaborative management at Matang
Mangrove Forest Reserve, Malaysia: an
assessment from local stakeholders’ view
point. For. Ecol. Manag. 458, 117741.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2019.
117741.

Romanach, S.S., DeAngelis, D.L., Koh, H.L.,
Li, Y., Teh, S.Y., Raja Barizan, R.S., and Zhai,
L. (2018). Conservation and restoration of
mangroves: global status, perspectives, and
prognosis. Ocean Coast Manag. 154, 72-82.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2018.
01.009.

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., et al.
(2007). A world without mangroves? Science
317,41-42. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.
317.5834.41b.

Hamilton, S. (2013). Assessing the role of
commercial aquaculture in displacing

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

mangrove forest. Bull. Mar. Sci. 89, 585-601.
https://doi.org/10.5343/bms.2012.1069.

Hamilton, S.E., and Casey, D. (2016).
Creation of a high spatio-temporal
resolution global database of continuous
mangrove forest cover for the 21st century
(CGMFC-21). Glob. Ecol. Biogeogr. 25,
729-738. https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.
12449.

Thomas, N., Lucas, R., Bunting, P., Hardy, A.,
Rosenqyist, A., and Simard, M. (2017).
Distribution and drivers of global mangrove
forest change, 1996-2010. PLoS One 12,
e0179302. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pone.0179302.

Scales, |.R., and Friess, D.A. (2019). Patterns
of mangrove forest disturbance and
biomass removal due to small-scale
harvesting in southwestern Madagascar.
Wetl. Ecol. Manag. 27, 609-625. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s11273-019-09680-5.

Feka, N.Z., and Ajonina, G.N. (2011). Drivers
causing decline of mangrove in West-
Central Africa: a review. Int. J. Biodivers. Sci.
Ecosyst. Serv. Manag. 7, 217-230. https://
doi.org/10.1080/21513732.2011.634436.

Goldberg, L., Lagomasino, D., Thomas, N.,
and Fatoyinbo, T. (2020). Global declines in
human-driven mangrove loss. Glob. Chang.
Biol. 26, 5844-5855. https://doi.org/10.
1111/9cb.15275.

Feka, Z.N. (2015). Sustainable management
of mangrove forests in West Africa: a new
policy perspective? Ocean Coast Manag.
116, 341-352. https://doi.org/10.1016/].
ocecoaman.2015.08.006.

Friess, D.A., Rogers, K., Lovelock, C.E.,
Krauss, KW., Hamilton, S.E., Lee, S.Y.,
Lucas, R., Primavera, J., Rajkaran, A., and
Shi, S. (2019). The state of the world's
mangrove forests: past, present, and future.
Annu. Rev. Environ. Resour. 44, 89-115.
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-environ-
101718-033302.

Nfotabong-Atheull, A., Din, N., and
Dahdouh-Guebas, F. (2013). Qualitative and
quantitative characterization of mangrove
vegetation structure and dynamics in a peri-
urban setting of douala (Cameroon): an
approach using air-borne imagery. Estuar.
Coast 36, 1181-1192. https://doi.org/10.
1007/512237-013-9638-8.

Jayatissa, L.P., Dahdouh-Guebas, F., and
Koedam, N. (2002). A review of the floral
composition and distribution of mangroves
in Sri Lanka. Bot. J. Linn. Soc. 138, 29-43.
https://doi.org/10.1046/}.1095-8339.2002.
00002.x.

Cannicci, S., Burrows, D., Fratini, S., Smith,
T.J., Offenberg, J., and Dahdouh-Guebas,
F. (2008). Faunal impact on vegetation
structure and ecosystem function in
mangrove forests: a review. Aquat. Bot. 89,
186-200. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.
2008.01.009.

Kairo, J.G., Dahdouh-Guebas, F., Gwada,
P.O., Ochieng, C., and Koedam, N. (2002).
Regeneration status of mangrove forests in

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

¢? CellPress

OPEN ACCESS

Mida Creek, Kenya: a compromised or
secured future? Ambio 31, 562-568. https://
doi.org/10.1579/0044-7447-31.7.562.

Ngole-Jeme, V.M., Fonge, B.A., Tabot, P.T.,
and Mumbang, C. (2016). Impact of logging
activities in a tropical mangrove on
ecosystem diversity and sediment heavy
metal concentrations. J. Coast Conserv. 20,
245-255. https://doi.org/10.1007/511852-
016-0435-y.

Bosire, J.O., Kaino, J.J., Olagoke, A.O.,
Mwihaki, L.M., Ogendi, G.M., Kairo, J.G.,
Berger, U., and Macharia, D. (2014).
Mangroves in peril: unprecedented
degradation rates of peri-urban mangroves
in Kenya. Biogeosciences 11, 2623-2634.
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-11-2623-2014.

Dahdouh-Guebas, F., Hettiarachchi, S., Lo
Seen, D., Batelaan, O., Sooriyarachchi, S.,
Jayatissa, L.P., and Koedam, N. (2005a).
Transitions in ancient inland freshwater
resource management in Sri Lanka affect
biota and human populations in and around
coastal lagoons. Curr. Biol. 15, 579-586.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2005.01.053.

Nfotabong-Atheull, A., Din, N., Essomé
Koum, L.G., Satyanarayana, B., Koedam, N.,
and Dahdouh-Guebas, F. (2011). Assessing
forest products usage and local residents’
perception of environmental changes in
peri-urban and rural mangroves of
Cameroon, Central Africa. J. Ethnobiol.
Ethnomed. 7, 41. https://doi.org/10.1186/
1746-4269-7-41.

Dahdouh-Guebas, F., Jayatissa, L.P., Di
Nitto, D., Bosire, J.O., Lo Seen, D., and
Koedam, N. (2005b). How effective were
mangroves as a defence against the recent
tsunami? Curr. Biol. 15, R443-R447. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2005.06.008.

Dahdouh-Guebas, F., and Koedam, N.
(2006). Coastal vegetation and the asian
tsunami. Science 311, 37-38. https://doi.
org/10.1126/science.311.5757.37.

Dahdouh-Guebas, F., Friess, D.A., Lovelock,
C.E., Connolly, RM., Feller, I.C., Rogers, K.,
and Cannicci, S. (2022a). Cross-cutting
research themes for future mangrove forest
research. Nat. Plants 8, 1131-1135. https://
doi.org/10.1038/s41477-022-01245-4.

Dahdouh-Guebas, F., Mafaziya Nijamdeen,
T.W.G.F., Huge, J., Dahdouh-Guebas, Y., Di
Nitto, D., Hamza, A.J., Kodikara, S.,
Koedam, N., MANCILLA GARCIA, M., and
Mohamed, M.O. (2022b). The Mangal Play: a
serious game to experience multi-
stakeholder decision-making in complex
mangrove social-ecological systems. Front.
Mar. Sci. 1388. https://doi.org/10.3389/
fmars.2022.909793.

Kairu, A., Kotut, K., Mbeche, R., and Kairo,
J.G. (2021). Participatory forestry improves
mangrove forest management in Kenya. Int.
For. Rev. 23, 41-54. https://doi.org/10.
21203/rs.3.rs-44725/v1.

Ghana Statistical Service (2021). Ghana 2021
Population and Housing Census:
Preliminary Report. https://census2021.
statsghana.gov.gh/gssmain.

iScience 26, 106858, June 16, 2023 17



http://www.ecologyandsociety.org/vol10/iss1/art16/
http://www.ecologyandsociety.org/vol10/iss1/art16/
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1820067116
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1820067116
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02286
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02286
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2020.106975
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2020.106975
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-018-0162-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-018-0162-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12237-021-00952-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12237-021-00952-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2019.103540
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2019.103540
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2019.117741
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2019.117741
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2018.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2018.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.317.5834.41b
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.317.5834.41b
https://doi.org/10.5343/bms.2012.1069
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.12449
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.12449
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0179302
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0179302
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11273-019-09680-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11273-019-09680-5
https://doi.org/10.1080/21513732.2011.634436
https://doi.org/10.1080/21513732.2011.634436
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15275
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15275
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2015.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2015.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-environ-101718-033302
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-environ-101718-033302
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12237-013-9638-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12237-013-9638-8
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1095-8339.2002.00002.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1095-8339.2002.00002.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2008.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2008.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1579/0044-7447-31.7.562
https://doi.org/10.1579/0044-7447-31.7.562
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11852-016-0435-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11852-016-0435-y
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-11-2623-2014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2005.01.053
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-4269-7-41
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-4269-7-41
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2005.06.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2005.06.008
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.311.5757.37
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.311.5757.37
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41477-022-01245-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41477-022-01245-4
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2022.909793
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2022.909793
https://doi.org/10.21203/rs.3.rs-44725/v1
https://doi.org/10.21203/rs.3.rs-44725/v1
https://census2021.statsghana.gov.gh/gssmain
https://census2021.statsghana.gov.gh/gssmain

¢? CellPress

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

18

OPEN ACCESS

Aheto, D.W., Okyere, I., Asare, N.K.,
Dzakpasu, M.F., Wemegah, Y., Tawiah, P.,
Dotsey-Brown, J., and Longdon-Sagoe, M.
(2014). A survey of the benthic macrofauna
and fish species assemblages in a mangrove
habitat in Ghana. West African J. Appl. Ecol.
22, 1-15. 11-15.

Nortey, D.D.N., Aheto, D.W., Blay, J., Jonah,
F.E., and Asare, N.K. (2016). Comparative
assessment of mangrove biomass and fish
assemblages in an urban and rural
mangrove wetlands in Ghana. Wetlands 3§,
717-730. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13157-
016-0783-2.

Aja, D., Miyittah, M., and Angnuureng, D.B.
(2021). Quantification of mangrove extent
using a combination of optical and radar
images in google earth engine platform: the
case of anlo beach wetland complex, shama
district, Western region, Ghana. Res. Sq.
1-27. https://doi.org/10.1016/].scitotenv.
2021.149011.

Ajonina, G.N., Agardy, T., Lau, W.,
Agbogah, K., and Gormey, B. (2014).
Mangrove conditions as indicator for
potential payment for ecosystem services in
some estuaries of Western region of Ghana,
West Africa. In The Land/Ocean Interactions
in the Coastal Zone of West and Central
Africa, S. Diop, J.-P. Barusseau, and C.
Descamps, eds. (Springer International
Publishing), pp. 151-166. https://doi.org/10.
1007/978-3-319-06388-1_11.

Ntyam, S.C.O., Kojo Armah, A., Ajonina,
G.N., George, W., Adomako, J., Elvis, N.,
and Obiang, B.O. (2014). Importance of
mangrove litter production in the protection
of Atlantic coastal forest of Cameroon and
Ghana. In The Land/Ocean Interactions in
the Coastal Zone of West and Central Africa
(Springer), pp. 123-137. https://doi.org/10.
1007/978-3-319-06388-1_11.

Walters, B.B., Rénnback, P., Kovacs, J.M.,
Crona, B., Hussain, S.A., Badola, R.,
Primavera, J.H., Barbier, E., and Dahdouh-
Guebas, F. (2008). Ethnobiology, socio-
economics and management of mangrove
forests: a review. Aquat. Bot. 89, 220-236.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2008.
02.009.

Walters, B.B. (2000). Local mangrove
planting in the Philippines: are fisherfolk and
fishpond owners effective restorationists?
Restor. Ecol. 8, 237-246. https://doi.org/10.
1046/j.1526-100x.2000.80035.x.

Otto, S., and Pensini, P. (2017). Nature-
based environmental education of children:
environmental knowledge and
connectedness to nature, together, are
related to ecological behaviour. Global
Environ. Change 47, 88-94. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2017.09.009.

Parrotta, J., Yeo-Chang, Y., and Camacho,
L.D. (2016). Traditional knowledge for
sustainable forest management and
provision of ecosystem services. Int. J.
Biodivers. Sci. Ecosyst. Serv. Manag. 12, 1-4.
https://doi.org/10.1080/21513732.2016.
1169580.

iScience 26, 106858, June 16, 2023

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

Palacios, M.L., and Cantera, J.R. (2017).
Mangrove timber use as an ecosystem
service in the Colombian Pacific.
Hydrobiologia 803, 345-358. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10750-017-3309-x.

Frank, C., Kairo, J.G., Bosire, J.O.,
Mohamed, M.O., Dahdouh-Guebas, F., and
Koedam, N. (2017). Involvement, knowledge
and perception in a natural reserve under
participatory management: mida Creek,
Kenya. Ocean Coast Manag. 142, 28-36.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2017.
03.009.

Rathod, B.L., and Sapkale, J.B. (2015).
Degradation of mangroves in the coastal
zones of ratnagiri, Maharashtra. Int. J. Sci.
Eng. Res. 6, 1103-1108.

Tabuchi, R. (2003). The rehabilitation of
mangroves in Southeast Asia. In
Proceedings of the International
Symposium: Alternative Approaches to
Enhancing Small-Scale Livelihoods and
Natural Resources Management in Marginal
Areas—Experience in Monsoon Asia,

pp. 121-128.

Dahdouh-Guebas, F., Collin, S., Lo Seen, D.,
R&nnback, P., Depommier, D., Ravishankar,
T., and Koedam, N. (2006). Analysing
ethnobotanical and fishery-related
importance of mangroves of the East-
Godavari Delta (Andhra Pradesh, India) for
conservation and management purposes.
J. Ethnobiol. Ethnomed. 2, 24. https://doi.
org/10.1186/1746-4269-2-24.

Kovacs, J.M. (1999). Assessing mangrove
use at the local scale. Landsc. Urban Plann.
43, 201-208. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-
2046(98)00106-6.

Satyanarayana, B., Mohamad, K.A., Idris,
I.F., Husain, M.-L., 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. Int. J.
Rem. Sens. 32, 1635-1650. https://doi.org/
10.1080/01431160903586781.

Gaoue, O.G., Moutouama, J.K., Coe, M.A.,
Bond, M.O., Green, E., Sero, N.B., Bezeng,
B.S., and Yessoufou, K. (2021).
Methodological advances for
hypothesis-driven ethnobiology. Biol. Rev.
96, 2281-2303. https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.
12752.

Kwarteng, E., Nsiah, A., Samey, B., Boateng,
L., and Aziebor, E. (2016). Livelihood
Options Synthesis Report, the USAID/
Ghana Sustainable Fisheries Management
Project (SFMP).

Mojiol, AR., Lintangah, W., Ismenyah, M.,
Alamjuri, R.H., and Jaafar, C.S.Z. (2016).
Mangroves forest produce (Mfp):
importance and contribution to the local
communities at Banggi Island Malaysia
using free listing. Int. J. Agric. For. Plantat.
3, 89-94.

Balde, B.S., Karanja, A., Kobayashi, H., and
Gasparatos, A. (2020). Linking rural
livelihoods and fuelwood demand from
mangroves and upland forests in the coastal

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

iScience

region of Guinea. In Sustainability
Challenges in Sub-Saharan Africa I:
Continental Perspectives and Insights from
Western and Central Africa, A. Gasparatos,
A. Ahmed, M. Naidoo, A. Karanja, K.
Fukushi, O. Saito, and K. Takeuchi, eds.
(Springer Singapore), pp. 221-244. https://
doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-4458-3_7.

Scales, |.R., Friess, D.A., Glass, L., and
Ravaoarinorotsihoarana, L. (2018). Rural
livelihoods and mangrove degradation in
south-west Madagascar: lime production as
an emerging threat. Oryx 52, 641-645.
https://doi.org/10.1017/
50030605316001630.

Aritonang, A.B., Wenisda, F.M., and Sofiana,
M.S. (2020). Liquid smoke from mangrove
skin waste Avicennia alba for preservation of
fish balls (Translated from: asap cair Dari
limba kulit mangrove Avicennia alba untuk
pengawetan bakso ikan). Indonesian J. Pure
Appl. Chem. 3, 31-37.

Palawe, J.F., Cahyono, E., and Karimela, E.J.
(2018). Anti-Microbial Activity of Leaf Extract
Avicennia Marina to Total Microbial and
Staphylococcus Epidermidis from Fish
Pinekuhe (Osf).

Kusmana, C., and Sukristijiono, S. (2016).
Mangrove resource uses by local
community in Indonesia. J. Nat. Res.
Environ. Manag. 6, 217-224. https://doi.org/
10.29244/jpsl.6.2.217.

Blanco, J.F., Estrada, E.A., Ortiz, L.F., and
Urrego, L.E. (2012). Ecosystem-wide impacts
of deforestation in mangroves: the Uraba
Gulf (Colombian Caribbean) case study.
ISRN Ecol. 2012, 958709. https://doi.org/10.
5402/2012/958709.

Traynor, C.H., and Hill, T. (2008). Mangrove
utilisation and implications for participatory
forest management, South Africa. Conserv.
Soc. 6, 109-116. https://www.jstor.org/
stable/26392919.

Dossou-Yovo, H.O., Vodouhg, F.G., and
Sinsin, B. (2017). Ethnobotanical survey of
mangrove plant species used as medicine
from ouidah to grand-popo districts,
Southern Benin. Am. J. Ethnomedicine 4.
https://doi.org/10.21767/2348-9502.
100008.

Gnansounou, S.C., Toyi, M., Salako, K.V.,
Ahossou, D.O., Akpona, T.J.D., Gbedomon,
R.C., Assogbadjo, A.E., and Glele Kakai, R.
(2021). Local uses of mangroves and
perceived impacts of their degradation in
Grand-Popo municipality, a hotspot of
mangroves in Benin, West Africa. Trees For.
People 4, 100080. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
tfp.2021.100080.

Nabeelah Bibi, S., Fawzi, M.M., Gokhan, Z.,
Rajesh, J., Nadeem, N., Kannan RR, R.,
G.,A., R.D.D., and Pandian, S.K. (2019).
Ethnopharmacology, phytochemistry, and
global distribution of mangroves—A
comprehensive review. Mar. Drugs 17, 231.
https://www.mdpi.com/1660-3397/17/
4/231.

Ahouangan, B.S.C.M., Koura, |.B., Sewadé,
C., Toyi, M.A., Lesse, P.A.D., and Houinato,


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref47
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13157-016-0783-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13157-016-0783-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.149011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.149011
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-06388-1_11
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-06388-1_11
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-06388-1_11
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-06388-1_11
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2008.02.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2008.02.009
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1526-100x.2000.80035.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1526-100x.2000.80035.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2017.09.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2017.09.009
https://doi.org/10.1080/21513732.2016.1169580
https://doi.org/10.1080/21513732.2016.1169580
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-017-3309-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-017-3309-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2017.03.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2017.03.009
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref59
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-4269-2-24
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-4269-2-24
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-2046(98)00106-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-2046(98)00106-6
https://doi.org/10.1080/01431160903586781
https://doi.org/10.1080/01431160903586781
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12752
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12752
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref65
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-4458-3_7
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-4458-3_7
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0030605316001630
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0030605316001630
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref69
https://doi.org/10.29244/jpsl.6.2.217
https://doi.org/10.29244/jpsl.6.2.217
https://doi.org/10.5402/2012/958709
https://doi.org/10.5402/2012/958709
https://www.jstor.org/stable/26392919
https://www.jstor.org/stable/26392919
https://doi.org/10.21767/2348-9502.100008
https://doi.org/10.21767/2348-9502.100008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tfp.2021.100080
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tfp.2021.100080
https://www.mdpi.com/1660-3397/17/4/231
https://www.mdpi.com/1660-3397/17/4/231

iScience

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

M.R.B. (2021). Utilization of plant species in
mangrove swamp: ruminant herders’
perception of treats and strategies for
mangrove sustainable restoration in Benin
(west-Africa). Res. Sq. 1-26. https://doi.org/
10.21203/rs.3.rs-256271/v1.

Baba, S., Chan, H.T., Oshiro, N., Maxwell,
G.S., Inoue, T., and Chan, E.W. (2016).
Botany, uses, chemistry and bioactivities of
mangrove plants IV: Avicennia marina.
ISME/GLOMIS Electr. J. 14.

Dahdouh-Guebas, F., Mathenge, C., Kairo,
J.G., and Koedam, N. (2000). Utilization of
mangrove wood products around mida
creek (Kenya) amongst subsistence and
commercial users. Econ. Bot. 54, 513-527.
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02866549.

Warui, M.\W., Manohar, S., and Obade, P.
(2020). Current status, utilization, succession
and zonation of mangrove ecosystem along
Mida creek, Coast province, Kenya.
Bonorowo Wetlands 10, 32-43. https://doi.
org/10.13057/bonorowo/w100103.

Ehirim, N.C., Praise, N.C., Osuji, E.E., and
Onyemauwa, S.C. (2018). Economics of
adoption of environmental sustainable
fishing techniques in coastal mangrove
Niger delta, Nigeria. Arch. Bus. Res. 6,
65-80. https://doi.org/10.14738/abr.
65.3852.

Gallup, L., Sonnenfeld, D.A., and Dahdouh-
Guebas, F. (2020). Mangrove use and
management within the sine-saloum delta,
Senegal. Ocean Coast Manag. 185, 105001.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2019.
105001.

Seary, R., Spencer, T., Bithell, M., and
McOwen, C. (2021). Measuring mangrove-
fishery benefits in the peam krasaop fishing
community, Cambodia. Estuarine. Estuar.
Coast Shelf Sci. 248, 106918. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.ecss.2020.106918.

Adjei, J.K., and Sika-Bright, S. (2019).
Traditional beliefs and sea fishing in
selected coastal communities in the
Western Region of Ghana. Ghana J. Geogr.
11, 1-19. https://doi.org/10.4314/gjg.
v11i1.1.

Uduji, J.I., and Okolo-Obasi, E.N. (2020).
Does corporate social responsibility (CSR)
impact on development of women in small-
scale fisheries of sub-Saharan Africa?
Evidence from coastal communities of Niger
Delta in Nigeria. Mar. Pol. 118. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.marpol.2018.10.036.

Gyan, W.R., Alhassan, E.H., Asase, A.,
Akongyuure, D.N., and Qi-Hui, Y. (2020).
Assessment of postharvest fish losses: the
case study of Albert Bosomtwi-Sam fishing
harbour, Western Region, Ghana. Mar. Pol.
120, 104120. https://doi.org/10.1016/.
marpol.2020.104120.

Alongi, D.M. (2002). Present state and future
of the world’s mangrove forests. Environ.
Conserv. 29, 331-349. https://doi.org/10.
1017/50376892902000231.

Bertrand, F. (1999). Mangrove dynamics in
the Rivieres du Sud area, West Africa: an

88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

93.

94.

95.

96.

97.

ecogeographic approach. Hydrobiologia
413, 115-126. https://doi.org/10.1023/
a:1003851112629.

Bandeira, S.0., Macamo, C.C.F., Kairo, J.G.,
Amade, F., Jiddawi, N., and Paula, J. (2009).
Evaluation of mangrove structure and

condition in two trans-boundary areas in the
Western Indian Ocean. Aquat. Conserv. 19,
S46-S55. https://doi.org/10.1002/aqc.1044.

Qiu, F., Liao, B., and Xiao, F. (2011). Salt
tolerance of semi-mangrove plant
Thespesia populnea seedlings. For. Res. 24,
51-55. http://lykx.chinajournal.net.cn.

Santos, J.P.B., and Fabricante, J.R. (2018).
Biological invasion by Thespesia populnea
in sites under fluviomarine influence.
Neotrop. Biol. Conserv. 13, 356-360.
https://doi.org/10.4013/nbc.2018.134.11.

Dofuor, AK., Djameh, G.I., Ayertey, F.,
Bolah, P., Amoa-Bosompem, M., Kyeremeh,
K., Okine, L.K., Gwira, T.M., and Ohashi, M.
(2019). Antitrypanosomal effects of
Zanthoxylum zanthoxyloides (lam.)

zepern. & timler extracts on african
trypanosomes. Evid. Based. Complement.
Alternat. Med. 2019, 1730452. https://doi.
org/10.1155/2019/1730452.

Moreno-Dominguez, R., Cascales-Mifiana,
B., Ferrer, J., and Diez, J.B. (2016).
Acrostichum, a pioneering fern of floodplain
areas from the late oligocene sarifiena
formation of the iberian peninsula. PLoS
One 11, e0162334. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.pone.0162334.

Veitayaki, J., Wagalewuy, V., Varea, R., and
Rollings, N. (2017). Mangroves in small
Island development states in the pacific: an
overview of a highly important and seriously
threatened resource. In Participatory
Mangrove Management in a Changing
Climate: Perspectives from the Asia-Pacific,
R. DasGupta and R. Shaw, eds. (Springer
Japan), pp. 303-327. https://doi.org/10.
1007/978-4-431-56481-2_19.

Adeonipekun, P.A., Oyebanji, O.0., and
Adebayo, M.B. (2019). Impact of seasonal
changes on the vegetation composition of
some selected areas in Lagos state, Nigeria.
Mediterr. Bot. 40, 53-70. https://doi.org/10.
5209/MBOT.60490.

Fofana, C.AK.,, Sow, E., and Lézine, A.M.
(2020). The Senegal River during the last
millennium. Rev. Palaeobot. Palynol. 275,
104175. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.revpalbo.
2020.104175.

Akpovwovwo, U. (2020). Mangrove growth
dynamics and sediment relations in South
Western Nigeria. J. Nat. Res. Environ.
Manag. 10, 688-698. https://doi.org/10.
29244/jpsl.10.4.688-698.

Goessens, A., Satyanarayana, B., Van der
Stocken, T., Quispe Zuniga, M., Mohd-
Lokman, H., Sulong, I., and Dahdouh-
Guebas, F. (2014). Is Matang mangrove
forest in Malaysia sustainably rejuvenating
after more than a century of conservation
and harvesting management? PLoS One 9,
€105069. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pone.0105069.

98.

99.

100.

101.

102.

103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.

¢? CellPress

OPEN ACCESS

Rasquinha, D.N., and Mishra, D.R. (2021).
Impact of wood harvesting on mangrove
forest structure, composition and biomass
dynamics in India. Estuar. Coast Shelf Sci.
248, 106974. https://doi.org/10.1016/].ecss.
2020.106974.

Ajonina, G. (2011). Rapid Assessment of
Mangrove Status to Assess Potential for
Payment for Ecosystem Services in
Amanzule in the Western Region of Ghana.
http://www.crc.uri.edu/.

Sherman, R.E., Fahey, T.J., and Howarth,
R.W. (1998). Soil-plant interactions in a
neotropical mangrove forest: iron,
phosphorus and sulfur dynamics. Oecologia
115, 553-563. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s004420050553.

Adotey, J., Acheampong, E., Aheto, D.W.,
and Blay, J. (2022). Carbon stocks
assessment in a disturbed and undisturbed
mangrove forest in Ghana. Sustainability 14,
12782. https://doi.org/10.3390/
su141912782.

Main, M., & Walter, J.S. (1994). Food and
Agriculture Organization of the United
Nations. Forest Resources Development
Branch, & United States. Forest Service.
Tropical Forestry Program. Mangrove Forest
Management Guidelines, 3 Edition (Rome:
Food and Agriculture Organization of the
United Nations, 1994). https://www.
worldcat.org/title/mangrove-forest-
management-guidelines/oclc/1058539737/
editions.

Alemayehu, F., and Chemuku, W. (2017).
Structure and natural regeneration of
mangroves in areas exposed to different
agents of degradation in Kenya. J. Global
Biosci. 6, 4695-4707.

Arumugam, M., Niyomugabo, R., Dahdouh-
Guebas, F., and Hugg, J. (2021). The
perceptions of stakeholders on current
management of mangroves in the Sine-
Saloum Delta, Senegal. Estuar. Coast Shelf
Sci. 248, 107160. https://doi.org/10.1016/].
ecss.2020.107160.

Badola, R., Barthwal, S., and Hussain, S.A.
(2012). Attitudes of local communities
towards conservation of mangrove forests: a
case study from the east coast of India.
Estuar. Coast Shelf Sci. 96, 188-196. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2011.11.016.

Hammer, &., Harper, D.A., and Ryan, P.D.
(2001). PAST: paleontological statistics
software package for education and data
analysis. Palaeontol. Electron. 4, 9. https://
oa.mg/work/2183707334.

Asare, C., Owusu, A., Kankam, S., and
Nortey, D. (2015). Small Pelagic Fisheries
Data Collection: Orientation Training
Report. http://www.crc.uri.edu/
projects_page/ghanasfmp/.

Obodai, J., Adjei, K.A., Odai, S.N., and
Lumor, M. (2019). Land use/land cover
dynamics using landsat data in a gold
mining basin-the Ankobra, Ghana. Remote
Sens. Appl. Soc. Environ. 13, 247-256.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rsase.2018.10.007.

iScience 26, 106858, June 16, 2023 19



https://doi.org/10.21203/rs.3.rs-256271/v1
https://doi.org/10.21203/rs.3.rs-256271/v1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref77
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02866549
https://doi.org/10.13057/bonorowo/w100103
https://doi.org/10.13057/bonorowo/w100103
https://doi.org/10.14738/abr.65.3852
https://doi.org/10.14738/abr.65.3852
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2019.105001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2019.105001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2020.106918
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2020.106918
https://doi.org/10.4314/gjg.v11i1.1
https://doi.org/10.4314/gjg.v11i1.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2018.10.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2018.10.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2020.104120
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2020.104120
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0376892902000231
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0376892902000231
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1003851112629
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1003851112629
https://doi.org/10.1002/aqc.1044
http://lykx.chinajournal.net.cn
https://doi.org/10.4013/nbc.2018.134.11
https://doi.org/10.1155/2019/1730452
https://doi.org/10.1155/2019/1730452
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0162334
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0162334
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-4-431-56481-2_19
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-4-431-56481-2_19
https://doi.org/10.5209/MBOT.60490
https://doi.org/10.5209/MBOT.60490
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.revpalbo.2020.104175
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.revpalbo.2020.104175
https://doi.org/10.29244/jpsl.10.4.688-698
https://doi.org/10.29244/jpsl.10.4.688-698
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0105069
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0105069
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2020.106974
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2020.106974
http://www.crc.uri.edu/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004420050553
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004420050553
https://doi.org/10.3390/su141912782
https://doi.org/10.3390/su141912782
https://www.worldcat.org/title/mangrove-forest-management-guidelines/oclc/1058539737/editions
https://www.worldcat.org/title/mangrove-forest-management-guidelines/oclc/1058539737/editions
https://www.worldcat.org/title/mangrove-forest-management-guidelines/oclc/1058539737/editions
https://www.worldcat.org/title/mangrove-forest-management-guidelines/oclc/1058539737/editions
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref103
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref103
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref103
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref103
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref103
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2020.107160
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2020.107160
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2011.11.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2011.11.016
https://oa.mg/work/2183707334
https://oa.mg/work/2183707334
http://www.crc.uri.edu/projects_page/ghanasfmp/
http://www.crc.uri.edu/projects_page/ghanasfmp/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rsase.2018.10.007

¢? CellPress

109.

110.

111,

12

113.

114.

115.

20

OPEN ACCESS

Mpoano, H. (2016). Profile of Ankobra
Estuary Resource Users and Use Patterns.
http://www.crc.uri.edu/projects_page/
ghanasfmp/.

Bundotich, G., Karachi, M., Fondo, E.N., and
Kairo, J. (2009). Structural Inventory of
Mangrove Forests in Ngomeni (African
Studies Centre).

Tomlinson, P.B. (2016). The Botany of
Mangroves (Cambridge University Press).

Duke, N.C., and Allen, J.A. (2006).
Rhizophora mangle, R. samoensis, R.
racemosa, R.X harrisonii (Atlantic-East
Pacific red mangrove). Species Profiles
Pacific Island Agroforestry 10, 1-18.

Stearn, W.T. (1958). A key to West Indian
mangroves. Kew Bull. 13, 33-37. https://
www.jstor.org/stable/4117616.

Sukardjo, S. (1987). Natural regeneration status
of commercial mangrove species (Rhizophora
apiculata and Bruguiera gymnorrhiza) in the
mangrove forest of Tanjung Bungin, Banyuasin
District, South Sumatra. For. Ecol. Manag. 20,
233-252. https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-
1127(87)90082-X.

Bryman, A. (2016). Social Research Methods,
5th Edition (Oxford university press).

iScience 26, 106858, June 16, 2023

116.

17.

118.

119.

120.

Ghana Statistical Service (2019). Ghana
Living Standard Survey (GLSS 7). Main
Report. In Ghana Statistical Service, G.S.
Service, ed. https://statsghana.gov.gh.

Asante, W.A., Acheampong, E., Boateng, K.,
and Adda, J. (2017). The implications of land
tenure and ownership regimes on
sustainable mangrove management and
conservation in two Ramsar sites in Ghana.
For. Pol. Econ. 85, 65-75. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.forpol.2017.08.018.

Dahdouh-Guebas, F., and Koedam, N.
(2006). Empirical estimate of the reliability of
the use of the Point-Centred Quarter
Method (PCQM): solutions to ambiguous
field situations and description of the
PCQM+ protocol. For. Ecol. Manag. 228,
1-18. https://doi.org/10.1016/].foreco.2005.
10.076.

Datta, D., Chattopadhyay, R.N., and Guha,
P. (2012). Community based mangrove
management: a review on status and
sustainability. J. Environ. Manage. 107,
84-95. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.
2012.04.013.

Kauffman, J.B., Arifanti, V.B., Basuki, I.,
Kurnianto, S., Novita, N., Murdiyarso, D.,
Donato, D.C., and Warren, M.W. (2016).
Protocols for the Measurement, Monitoring,

121.

122.

123.

124.

125.

iScience

and Reporting of Structure, Biomass,
Carbon Stocks and Greenhouse Gas
Emissions in Tropical Peat Swamp Forests
(Center for International Forestry Research).

Kauffman, J.B., and Donato, D.C. (2012).
Protocols for the Measurement, Monitoring
and Reporting of Structure, Biomass and
Carbon Stocks in Mangrove Forests (Center
for International Forestry Research).

De Liocourt, F. (1898). De I'amenagement
des Sapiniers. Bul Soc For Franche-Compte
et Belfort 4, 396-409. http://www.aisf.it/IFM/
default.htm.

Peng, C. (2000). Growth and yield models for
uneven-aged stands: past, present and
future. For. Ecol. Manag. 132, 259-279.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-1127(99)
00229-7.

Meyer, H.A. (1952). Structure, growth, and
drain in balanced uneven-aged forests.

J. For. 50, 85-92. https://doi.org/10.1093/
jof/50.2.85.

Marin-Pageo, F., and Rapp-Arraras, i. (2013).
The application of the Liocourt model to
uneven-aged cork oak stands. L Italia
Forestale e Montana 68, 85-93. http://www.
aisf.it/IFM/default.htm.


http://www.crc.uri.edu/projects_page/ghanasfmp/
http://www.crc.uri.edu/projects_page/ghanasfmp/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref111
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref111
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref112
https://www.jstor.org/stable/4117616
https://www.jstor.org/stable/4117616
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-1127(87)90082-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-1127(87)90082-X
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref115
https://statsghana.gov.gh
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2017.08.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2017.08.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2005.10.076
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2005.10.076
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2012.04.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2012.04.013
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref121
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref121
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref121
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref121
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2589-0042(23)00935-5/sref121
http://www.aisf.it/IFM/default.htm
http://www.aisf.it/IFM/default.htm
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-1127(99)00229-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-1127(99)00229-7
https://doi.org/10.1093/jof/50.2.85
https://doi.org/10.1093/jof/50.2.85
http://www.aisf.it/IFM/default.htm
http://www.aisf.it/IFM/default.htm

iScience ¢? CellPress
OPEN ACCESS

STARx*METHODS

KEY RESOURCES TABLE

REAGENT or RESOURCE SOURCE IDENTIFIER

Software and algorithms

R The R Development Core Team https://cran.r-project.org
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RESOURCE AVAILABILITY

Lead contact

Further information and requests for resources should be directed to and will be answered by the lead
contact, Frederick Asante (frederickasante34@gmail.com).

Materials availability

This study generated primary data from mangrove vegetation from field surveys and interviews, and the
data associated with the results are available at the Systems Ecology and Resource Management Research
Unit through the email address serm@ulb.be.

Data and code availability

All vital data and codes are included in the Excel-based platform and can be contacted via the SERM Lab,
ULB (at https://serm.ulb.be) serm@ulb.be or via the lead author’s email above. Any additional information
required to reanalyse the data reported in this study can be requested from the lead author.

METHOD DETAILS

Study site description

The Ankobra estuarine mangrove wetland, located between 4° 59" 23.87"N, -2°18' 56.63"W and 4° 50’
15.05N", - 2° 9" 43.31807 "W covers an area of 1.18 km?.'%” The mangrove fringes the banks of the Ankobra
river, flowing 190-209 km south of the Atlantic Gulf of Guinea.'”®'%” The Eastern bank of the estuary is
almost free of settlement due to its highland nature, while the Western bank is gently sloping, enabling
a high concentration of human settlements and easy access into the mangrove system with or without ca-
noes. Five main villages surround the mangrove forest namely, Sanwoma, Ajomoro Eshiem (Eshiem, here-
after), Eziom, Kukuaville, and Adelekezo. The people of Sanwoma engage in fishing activities and
mangrove cutting, with men as fishers and women as fishmongers.'?” Fish processors, domestic house con-
structors, and the community in general heavily depend on the mangrove.'® On the other hand, Eshiem,
Eziom, Kukuaville, and Adelekezo are mainly farming communities that plant food crops and commercial
crops, and only engage in fishing as secondary activities mainly on subsistence bases. The sites selected for
this study were randomly chosen distance referenced to the Ankobra beach landing in Sanwoma. The dis-
tance between the landing beach and Western bank2 was 1.5 km, while it was 2.5 km from the Western bank
1. For Eastern bank 1 and Eastern bank 2, the distances between them and the landing beach were 3.0 km
and 4.0 km respectively.

Data collection techniques
Vegetation sampling

Mangrove vegetation data were collected using the methods employed by Kairo et al.,*® and Bundotich
.,""° who used a stratified sampling scheme on transect lines. The data were collected from two adja-
cent sites of the estuary, the Western bank, and the Eastern bank, relative to the landing beach of Ankobra.
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An initial reconnaissance was conducted to demarcate the line transects (perpendicular to the coastline)
and the river/estuarine bank. Four line transects were set —two on each side and 1.0 km apart (i.e., transects
Western bank 1 and Western bank 2; and Eastern bank 1 and Eastern bank 2, respectively) (Figure 1). Along
each transect, 10 m X 10 m adjacent quadrats were drawn to sample adult mangroves (trees with stem
diameter > 2.5 cm and stem girth > 8 cm). The height of each tree within each plot was measured with
Suunto™ clinometer in meters, whereas the girth Gz of each tree (in cm) was measured at 130 cm above
the ground and along the stem with a measuring tape. For Rhizophora species, girth measurements were
done at 30 cm above the highest prop root®® but for other species, individual branches of a tree were
treated as separate stems when the stem forked below 130 cm from the ground.*® The position of each
tree in the plot was also identified by measuring its x- and y-coordinates. Also, the number of dead/cut
trees and cut branches were counted in each plot. Since Rhizophora spp. are cut very close to the ground,
the remaining roots were counted from which the number of cut trees was estimated using the average
number of roots from live trees. A total of 80 plots were sampled, which consisted of 20 plots on each
line transect across the Western banks and 19 and 21 on EB1 and EB2 banks respectively. Only 19 plots
were surveyed on EB1 as that was the limit of the line, behind the 19th plot was terrestrial land without
mangroves. The GPS coordinates of each plot were recorded using the GPS Status (version 11.0.307) smart-
phone application with an average(range) error of 4.4(2-8) m. Mangroves were taxonomically identified to
the species levels using identification keys by Tomlinson,""" Duke and Allen,"'? and Stearn.'" The identi-
fication was also supported by “Plant identification applications” (i.e., PictureThis version 3.25.1, iNaturalist
version 1.26.11, and PlantNet version 3.9.18). These Apps extract information from the pictures of the plant
physiognomies provided and use machine learning and computational selection to identify the plant. For
this study, pictures of the fruits, leaves, and full plants (where applicable) were used in the Apps. The plants
identified were further confirmed from Ghana's flora and the West African sub-regional flora database and
the World Register of Marine Species, WORMS.

To assess the natural regeneration pattern, each of the 10 m X 10 m quadrats were subdivided into 5 m x
5 m subplots,'®”""* and the occurrence of juveniles of each species were counted and categorized into
different height-based classes.*® Thus, all seedlings with heights below 40 cm belonged to class 1 (RCI),
saplings with heights between 40 and 150 cm belonged to class 2 (RCII), and trees with heights greater
than 150 cm but below 300 cm belonged to RCIII,'%*"'%""* and finally, trees with a height greater than
300 cm but with stem diameter less than 2.5 cm were grouped under class RCIV. It should be noted that
all seedlings above 30 cm in height were referred to as established regeneration. It should be noted
that the juveniles considered in this study refer to all live plants and propagules regardless of the number
of leaves they contained.

To depict the structure of the forest types in the Ankobra mangrove system, the profiles of the 100 m? quad-
rats were drawn based on the tree density.'* The spatial pattern of trees and regeneration in the field was
analysed inside 100 m? plots along the line transects.*""°

Traditional mangrove use, utilisation patterns and local ecological knowledge data

Before beginning the data collection, ethical clearance was first obtained from the University of Cape
Coast, Ghana. Together with the ethical clearance were the informed-consent forms which explained to
every participant the purpose of the research and the voluntary participation in this study as well as the
confidentiality of their responses as the information received from them was to be used anonymously for
research. Therefore, every participant signed/thumb-printed the consent form.

The data collection was conducted by face-to-face interviews in the five main mangrove communities —
Sanwoma, Eshiem, Eziom, Kukuaville, and Adelekezo, using the modified semi-structured questionnaire
of Dahdouh-Guebas et al.*° The questionnaire consisted of four (4) main parts:

e Socio-demographic and economic traits.

e The Main uses of mangroves as vegetation, and ecosystems.

o Fish-related activities; and

e Evolution of the mangrove area and local importance.
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Each part contained open- and some close-ended questions to ensure that relevant and quality informa-
tion was collected for comparative data analysis.''® Within each of the last three parts, questions regarding
COVID-19 effects were surveyed.

Before data collection, a meeting was convened with the assemblymen and traditional leaders to explain to
them the purpose of the research and also gain further knowledge about the households in the villages.

A total of 121 households were visited by employing systematic sampling by visiting every second house
from a marked point, but in the absence of an empty house at the time of the survey, the third house was
interviewed. “We defined household as a person or group of related or unrelated persons who live
together in the same housing unit, sharing the same housekeeping and cooking arrangements and are
considered as one unit, who acknowledge an adult male or female as the head of the household”.!"®
The 121 respondents represent 80 from Ellembelle (i.e., Sanwoma) and 41 from Evalue-Ajomoro-Gwira
(Eshiem-9, Eziom-10, Adelekezo-10, and Kukuaville-12 respondents). In Eziom, almost all households
were visited due to its low population.”® The GPS coordinates of all households visited were recorded
to avoid double sampling in a single household. To avoid redundancy and achieve some level of
consistency in answers from respondents in a household, only one person was interviewed.'"”
Participant in each household was randomly chosen only when individuals willing to partake were two
or more. The whole interview was conducted in an Akan language (Twi) and then translated to English.
Prior notices were given to all villages through the local information systems before the day of the
interview.

The content of the questionnaire included questions to unearth the general information about the individ-
uals of the community (respondents), questions to reveal how they conduct various activities in the
mangrove forest (mangrove species use, and fishery-related activities) and what their preferences were,
as well as questions aimed at drawing out the respondents’ opinions about some socio-economic is-

78118 about the Ankobra mangrove system. For questions regarding mangrove knowledge, respon-

118

sues
dents were assisted with tree physiognomies such as leaves, fruits, and seeds of each mangrove species
as well as pictures taken from the Ankobra mangrove forest. All interviews began by weighing the respon-
dents’ knowledge of mangroves to ensure that both the respondent and interviewer were discussing the
same concept and subject area.

Because of COVID-19, all protocols laid down by the government for ensuring reduction in the viral spread
were followed making sure that a nose mask was worn throughout the interviews — in the absence of a mask,
the participant was given one for free. All questions were read loud and clear and explained to participants
once they accept to partake in the research. Permission of each respondent was sought whenever neces-
sary to do an audio voice recording.

QUANTIFICATION AND STATISTICAL ANALYSIS

Mangrove vegetation structure and regeneration

Forest composition and structural indices

From the tree count, the stem density of each species was determined to indicate the abundance of each
species in each site (Equation 1). This was done for all the seven vegetation species including three true
mangroves: Rhizophora harrisonii, Avicennia germinans, and Laguncularia racemosa; and four associate/
minor mangroves: Acrostichum aureum, Thespesia populnea (L.) and Sol. ex Correa, Zanthoxylum zanthox-
yloides (Lam.) Zepern. & Timler, and Annona glabra L. All other vegetation which was less abundant and
non-mangrove were denoted “others”. Absolute frequency (Equation 2) and absolute dominance/cover
(Equation 3) were also calculated.

Number of trees of a species
Area of plot in ha

Absolute density (De) = (Equation 1)

Absolute frequency (F) = percentage of plots in which a species is found (Equation 2)

Absolute dominance (Do) = TotaLk:::a(l)?;elztoi;shzeues (Equation 3)
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where

2
Basal area = Hx#

(Equation 4)

D = diameter (D139 <m) of each tree in a plot

Relative frequency (RF), relative density (RDe), and relative dominance/cover (RDo) were calculated for
each species of mangrove.?®""” The importance value (IVI) of each species was estimated from the summa-
tion of the RF, RDe, and RDo. These statistics were done in Excel 365

_ Total absolute density of a species
" Total absolute densities of all species

Relative density (RDe) 100 (Equation 5)

Absolute frequency of a species

Relative frequency (RF) = Total frequency of all species

100 (Equation 6)

Th | i f i
Relative dominance (RDo) = e absolute dom{nance ora speae.s x 100 (Equation 7)
Total absolute dominance of all species

where

Importance value (IVl) = RDe +RF + RDo (Equation 8)

Complexity indices (in a 0.1 ha plot) were determined for the forest structure in each of the forest banks — as
a function of the product of the number of species, basal area (m?/ha), mean height of the tree (m) and the
number of stems ha™'."?%'?! The stocking density was determined by grouping the mangrove trees into
different diameter classes. The diameter classes were grouped considering the diameter of mangrove
wood used in households. In RStudio version 4.2.1, statistical difference in the density of trees among
the diameter classes was determined using a one-way analysis of variance.” To analyse the species compo-
sition among the sites studied, multivariate beta dispersion (using the betadisper function in R) was first
done to identify the dispersion within forest banks, and a data composed of the abundance of each species
of plant per plot. When the dispersion was significant within banks, analysis of similarity (ANOSIM) was used
to find the statistical spatial difference in vegetation composition among forest banks in PAST'% version
4.03, while pairwise multiple tests were performed with the combination of Bonferroni corrections to iden-
tify the differences between sites. In the ANOSIM tests, plots were set as blocking factors while the indi-
vidual banks (EB1, EB2, WB1, and WB2) were fixed to reduce pseudo-replication. To identify the driving
factors of the changes in species composition, ENVFIT function in RStudio in the vegan package was
used to relate the covariates (average distance from river, total number of cut trees and total number of
cut branches, latitudinal gradients, longitudinal gradients) against species abundance.

A generalised linear mixed model (random coefficient Poisson model) with Gauss-Hermite approximation
in R was used to find which factors dictate the changes in stocking density of plants within diameter classes
as well as factors that influence the density of regeneration classes per plot. This type of Poisson regression
uses 100 points per axis to fit the model thereby improving accuracy. The fixed factors included the density
of Acrostichum aureum, average distance from the river, total number of cut trees and the total number of
cut branches, latitudinal gradients, and longitudinal gradients, but plots were as blocks/random factors
for standing density whereas plots and subplots were random factors for the regeneration class’s models.
Differences in juvenile density among sites were assessed with a chi-square test.

According to De Liocourt,'?* the number of trees in an uneven-aged forest stand (N) tends to decrease in
successive diameter classes by a constant ratio g. Thus,

N = N,’/N,’H (Equation 9)

which, g is the ratio between the number of trees in one diameter class and the next larger class. Here, N;
represents the number of trees in diameter class i, while N;,; is the number of trees in the next diameter
class i+1. This ratio, g is assumed constant for the entire life of the forest stand. Distribution in this form
is called De Liocourt's distribution.'”” Therefore, assuming the Ankobra mangrove stand follows the above
distribution, the stand density was harmonised by De Liocourt’s model as aq”, ag™”’, ag"?, ag™>,....aq°,
aqz, aq2, aq7, a. - where a is the number of trees in the largest size class of interest and n is the number
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of classes.* Formulated by Meyer'?" and used by Bundotich et al.,''® and Marin-Pageo and Rapp-Arra-

rés,'”> we plotted the logarithm of the frequency in successive classes against the size class to achieve

an exponential model of the form,

Y = ke™ ¥ (Equation 10)

where Y is the number of trees in diameter class x (i.e., the centre of the diameter), with kand a as constants.
"Higher k means the forest contains prolific seed-bearing tree species, whereas higher a means high

n 36

mortality in a light-demanding forest".

Analysis of the mangrove use, utilisation pattern and local knowledge

The socio-demographic characteristics of respondents were summarised and presented using descriptive
statistics. Generalised linear mixed model (GLMMs - giImmTMB) in R°3 was used to test th the relationships
between the demographic characteristics (age, education, occupation, village, years of stay in the village,
household size, household income, and gender of the communities), and their relationships with mangrove
knowledge, mangrove use, and mangrove ecosystem use. We prefer to use GLMMs to test for comparisons
because of the multilevel nature of our data. Secondly, the Fidelity level (FL) of the various uses of man-
groves was calculated.

FL = n;/N Equation 11

where n; = the number of respondents that claim to use a plant species for a particular ‘i purpose; and
N= the total number of respondents that use mangrove to filter any given demand.

The FL helped us to know the percentage of respondents claiming the use of mangroves for the same pur-
pose. Mangrove knowledge was ranked according to the number of true mangroves a particular age class
could identify and name: on the levels Bad (no true species known), Fair (1 true species), Good (know 2 true
species) and Very Good (know all the 3 true species). To assess the perception of degradation, the
mangrove forest and the mangrove ecosystem goods and services, YES or NO answers backed with
some explanations collected from the respondents were quantified and compared using the % test.
Regarding the health benefits of mangroves, multinomial logistic regression was applied to identify which
factor affects the choice of particular health care when one falls ill, a respondent variable had three levels:
physicians, local drugs, and mangroves. Also, ordinal logistic regression was used to test which factor
influenced one’s rank of mangrove importance with four levels (0, 1, 2, 3). It must be acknowledged that
all statistical analyses were performed at significant level (o) 0.05.
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