
Chief Editor José PaulaVolume 17 | Issue 2 | Jul – Dec 2018 | ISSN: 0856-860X 

Western Indian Ocean 
J O U R N A L  O F  

Marine Science



Chief Editor José Paula | Faculty of Sciences of University of Lisbon, Portugal

Copy Editor Timothy Andrew

Published biannually
Aims and scope: The Western Indian Ocean Journal of Marine Science provides an avenue for the wide dissem-
ination of high quality research generated in the Western Indian Ocean (WIO) region, in particular on the 
sustainable use of coastal and marine resources. This is central to the goal of supporting and promoting 
sustainable coastal development in the region, as well as contributing to the global base of marine science.  
The journal publishes original research articles dealing with all aspects of marine science and coastal manage-
ment. Topics include, but are not limited to: theoretical studies, oceanography, marine biology and ecology, 
fisheries, recovery and restoration processes, legal and institutional frameworks, and interactions/relationships 
between humans and the coastal and marine environment. In addition, Western Indian Ocean Journal of Marine 
Science features state-of-the-art review articles and short communications. The journal will, from time to time, 
consist of special issues on major events or important thematic issues. Submitted articles are subjected to  
standard peer-review prior to publication. 
Manuscript submissions should be preferably made via the African Journals Online (AJOL) submission plat-
form (http://www.ajol.info/index.php/wiojms/about/submissions). Any queries and further editorial corre-
spondence should be sent by e-mail to the Chief Editor, wiojms@fc.ul.pt. Details concerning the preparation 
and submission of articles can be found in each issue and at http://www.wiomsa.org/wio-journal-of-marine-
science/ and AJOL site.
Disclaimer: Statements in the Journal reflect the views of the authors, and not necessarily those of WIOMSA, 
the editors or publisher.

Copyright © 2018 —Western Indian Ocean Marine Science Association (WIOMSA)
No part of this publication may be reproduced, stored in a retrieval system or transmitted in any form  

or by any means without permission in writing from the copyright holder.
ISSN 0856-860X

Western Indian Ocean 
J O U R N A L  O F  

Marine Science

Editorial Board

Serge ANDREFOUËT 
France

Ranjeet BHAGOOLI 
Mauritius

Salomão BANDEIRA 
Mozambique

Betsy Anne BEYMER-FARRIS  
USA/Norway

Jared BOSIRE 
Kenya

Atanásio BRITO 
Mozambique

Louis CELLIERS 
South Africa

Lena GIPPERTH 
Sweden

Johan GROENEVELD 
South Africa

Issufo HALO 
South Africa/Mozambique

Christina HICKS 
Australia/UK

Johnson KITHEKA 
Kenya

Kassim KULINDWA 
Tanzania

Thierry LAVITRA 
Madagascar

Blandina LUGENDO 
Tanzania

Aviti MMOCHI 
Tanzania

Nyawira MUTHIGA 
Kenya

Brent NEWMAN 
South Africa

Jan ROBINSON 
Seycheles

Sérgio ROSENDO 
Portugal

Melita SAMOILYS 
Kenya

Max TROELL 
Sweden

Cover image: Zanzibar (© Jose Paula, 2014) 



11WIO Journal of Marine Science  17 (2 ) 2018 1-10

Introduction
Mangrove forests in mainland Tanzania are categorized 
as State Forest Reserves by the Forest Act of 2002 (URT, 
2002). They occur along almost the entire coastline 
in continuous and fragmented stands (Mangora et al., 
2016). Recent estimates by the National Forest Resources 
Monitoring and Assessment (NAFORMA) indicate that 
mangroves cover approximately 158,100 ha, which 
is about 0.3% of the total forest area in the country 
(MNRT, 2015). Although this represents a small pro-
portion at the country level, mangroves form a critical 
interface between terrestrial, estuarine, and near-shore 
marine ecosystems. Where they occur, mangroves are 
important economic and ecological resources for com-
munities, providing useful products such as firewood, 
charcoal, poles and traditional medicines, and support 
for fisheries (Masalu, 2003; Wang et al., 2003; Mangora 
et al., 2016). For instance, about 80% of all wild shrimp 
catches in the country are associated with mangrove 
forests in the Rufiji Delta (Masalu, 2003).

Despite the critical value of mangroves, they are still 
exposed to degradation and deforestation due to weak 

law enforcement, poor management and land use pri-
oritization, poverty and extreme dependence on nat-
ural capital (Mangora, 2011). Globally, mangroves have 
been reported to rapidly degrade at rates exceeding 
loss in many other tropical forests (Polidoro et al., 2010; 
Giri et al., 2011; Jones et al., 2015). They are being lost 
at the rate of about 1% per year (FAO, 2007); in some 
areas, the rate may be as high as 8% per year (Mith-
thapala, 2008). It is estimated that 20% to 35% of the 
world’s mangrove area has been lost since 1980 (Giri 
et al., 2011). The rates of loss are highest in develop-
ing countries where mangroves are cleared for coastal 
development, aquaculture, timber and fuel produc-
tion (Polidoro et al., 2010). Mangroves in Tanzania are 
not the exception; they are being rapidly degraded and 
deforested through over-exploitation for poles and 
timber, and the conversion of forests to other uses like 
agriculture, aquaculture and salt making, the impact 
of which is not well appreciated (Mangora et al., 2016).  
As an attempt to address these management chal-
lenges, the government has invested in developing a 
National Mangrove Management Plan during 1989 – 
1991 (Semesi, 1992). This Plan emphasized the need 
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to have close coordination among the various users 
of the mangrove ecosystem. The Management Plan 
was however not effectively implemented due to weak 
institutional frameworks and inadequate financial and 
technical resources, and has remained without revi-
sion over the years, making it obsolete (Mangora, 2011).

Assessment of the status of mangrove forest cover is 
thus important for proper decision making on man-
agement of mangroves, including prioritization of 
management activities. Yet, studies on the forest cover 
and land use changes on mangroves in Tanzania are 
limited. Nindi et al. (2014) reported on mangrove cover 
change and land use only for the northern Rufiji Delta. 
Brown et al. (2016) used three ALOS PALSAR images to 
investigate the spatial-temporal patterns of backscatter 
mechanisms in mangrove forests using target decom-
positions, not actually dealing with land use and land 
cover changes in the delta. Mwansasu (2016) reported 
that although the potential of over-exploitation exists, 
there is no significant difference between the rate of 
mangrove loss and gain in the delta. This is contrary 
to observations by other similar studies carried out in 
the delta, which reported significant loss of mangroves 
(Wang et al. 2003; Peter, 2013). In this study remote 
sensing data combined with field surveys were used 
to assess mangrove forest cover and land use change 
in the entire Rufiji Delta from 1991 to 2015. The data 
forms a useful updated baseline for subsequent man-
agement planning, enforcement and monitoring.

Study area
The Rufiji Delta is located about 200 km south of Dar 
es Salaam between latitudes 8˚ 20′ 00″, 7˚35′ 00″S and 
longitudes 39˚10′ 00″, 39˚20′ 00″E (Fig. 1). The delta is 
created by the Rufiji River, the largest river basin in 
Tanzania, which drains about 20% of the country, with 
a mean annual flow of some 800 m3 s-1 (Duvail and 
Hamerlynck, 2007). The Rufiji has a strong seasonal 
flow pattern, with a main flood peak around April.  
The delta has the largest continuous mangrove forest, 
covering about 50% of the total area of mangroves in 
Tanzania (Wang et al., 2003; URT, 2009). For local man-
agement purposes, the delta has been divided in three 
major blocks: northern; central; and southern blocks 
(Semesi, 1989). The northern block contains about 46% 
of the total mangrove coverage, and is characterized by 
more freshwater input, is more accessible, and there-
fore more frequently utilized for local and commer-
cial interests than the other blocks (Brown et al., 2016). 
Information about the central and southern blocks are 
limited compared to the northern block because of 

accessibility difficulties, and therefore attract limited 
research interests. Eight mangrove species have been 
reported to occur and are well represented in the delta, 
namely Avicennia marina, Sonneratia alba, Ceriops tagal, 
Lumnitzera racemosa, Bruguiera gymnorrhiza, Rhizophora 
mucronata, Xylocarpus granatum and Heritiera littoralis 
(Wagner and Sallema-Mtui, 2016). The two missing 
species, Xylocarpus molluccensis and Pemphis acidula are 
characteristically rare in the region, potentially due to 
their limited geomorphological niche. 

The Rufiji mangrove forest was the first to be declared 
a forest reserve in Tanzania in 1898 during the German 
colonial period (Sunseri, 2007). One of the unique fea-
tures of this forest reserve is that there are legally estab-
lished village settlements within it (Mwansasu, 2016), 
who rely on mangroves and the associated marine 
environment for a range of resources and ecosystem 
services to enhance their livelihoods (Semesi 1991; 
Masalu, 2003; Wang et al., 2003). Recent estimates 
indicate that over 49,000 people live in and around 
the delta, directly engaged in rice farming, man-
grove cutting for poles and timber, and fishing activ-
ities for both food and income security (Peter, 2013). 
Mangroves are cleared for rice farming and timber to 
feed other parts of Tanzania including the islands of 
Zanzibar. Areas dominated by H. littoralis are more 
favored for rice farming while C. tagal, R. mucronata 
and B. gymnorrhiza are heavily cut for poles, X. grana-
tum, and more recently S. alba, are logged for timber. 
Other species are not considered suitable for timber. 
Accordingly, mangrove cover in the delta has declined 
over time. An inventory carried out in 1989 combin-
ing aerial photographs and ground truthing, showed 
that the Rufiji Delta had about 53,255 ha of mangroves 
(Semesi, 1992). In the year 2000, Wang et al. (2003) 
used Landsat images and estimated the total area cov-
ered by mangroves in the Rufiji Delta to be 48,030 
ha. Nindi et al. (2014) reported a loss in the northern 
block of 2,865 ha of mangrove forest from 25,312 ha 
reported in 1989 to 22,447 ha in 2010. The structural 
and floristic degradation may have taken place in the 
delta as well, but no detailed information is available, 
probably due to detection complexity by remote sens-
ing. Unpublished inventory data indicate that there is a 
species change towards the dominance of C. tagal and 
A. marina in many areas of the delta. Mshale et al. (2017) 
reported a complex governance landscape in the delta, 
characterized by lack of mechanisms to coordinate a 
diversity of resource users and conflicting conserva-
tion actors’ interests that further threaten the integrity 
of this unique coupled human-nature system.
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Materials and methods
Landsat images
Free (https://www.usgs.gov/) Landsat TM 4, 7 and 8 
(path 166, row 65 and 66) images for 1991, 2000, 2009 
and 2015 with 30 m spatial resolution was acquired 
and used to analyze and quantify the mangrove forest 
change from 1991 to 2015.

Image processing for cover change detection
The IMPACT toolbox version 2.1.12 was used for image 
pre-classification. Unzipped Landsat images were 
saved in the IMPACT raw data file while the study site 
shape file was saved in the vector data. The shape file 

was geo-referenced to WGS-84 UTM zone 37S, which 
is the geographic location of the Rufiji Delta.

Pixel based classification was performed for all the 
images to partition digital images into multiple seg-
ments based on spectral, geometrical or computed 
properties (texture), together with user-defined 

parameters describing the size, shape and similarity 
compared to adjacent segments. Due to clear spectral 
distinctness of the classes in the Rufiji Delta, super-
vised classification and segmentation of images were 
used to classify land cover classes. The layers were 

  Figure 1: 

Figure 1. Map of the Rufiji Delta in Tanzania showing the study site.
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coded using the Impact Tool legend. The ground 
truthing data and the analyst’s expert knowledge 
were used to obtain land cover classes for each year.  
The land cover map for the year 2015 was processed 
first and a copy of it was edited as per interpretation 
from the image from 2009 to derive a new land cover 
layer for that year. The same process was repeated 
to generate land cover maps for the years 2000 and 
1991 retrospectively. Gain and loss statistics were com-
puted with ArcGIS, and new layers showing the status 
of the mangroves for the years 1991, 2000, 2009 and 
2015 were obtained. Changes of other land uses into 
mangroves were considered as a gain of mangroves, 
while conversion of mangroves into other land uses 
was considered as a loss of mangroves.

Field data collection for validation
A field mission was organized in November 2016 to 
collect ground truth data to validate classified images. 
A Garmin GPS (Garmin inReach Explorer+, made by 
Garmin, USA) was used to collect 20 coordinate points 

in the delta for each of the 5 classified land covers 
(mangroves, agriculture, bare lands, non-mangroves, 
and water). In this study, the bare land includes salt 
pans and mud flats, while non-mangroves are dom-
inated by coconut trees and Barringtonia racemosa.  
In total, 100 coordinate points were collected ran-
domly in the delta. The coordinate points were taken 
from the most representative land cover class. Photos 
were taken and consultations with Tanzania Forest 
Service (TFS) Agency field officers and local farmers 
were conducted to broaden our understanding of the 
land cover changes in the delta to help in the accuracy 
assessment.

Classification and accuracy assessment
As recommended by Smits et al. (2010), a confusion 
matrix was used to assess and compare accuracy of 
the classification results. Fifty coordinate points, 10 
points for each classified land use class, collected 
directly from the study site were used to estimate 
user accuracy, producer accuracy, overall accuracy, 

       Figure 2: 
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Figure 2. Flow chart showing procedures used for land use/ land cover classification.
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and Kappa coefficient. A new shape file was created 
from fifty reference points. Reference points were 
aligned with pixels of classification to ensure classes 
in both references and classified images had similar 
codes. The reference points were then combined 
with classified images and displayed in a confusion 
matrix. The displayed data were then computed to 
obtain percentage user, producer and overall accura-
cies, and the Kappa coefficient.

Results
Landsat image classification showed an overall accu-
racy of 90%, user accuracy of 92%, and producer accu-
racy of about 88% for the mangrove cover in the year 
2015, while the Kappa coefficient was calculated to 
be 86%. More cumulative loss than gain of mangrove 
cover was detected, from a total area of 51,941 ha esti-
mated in 1991 to 45,519 ha in 2015 (Tables 1, 2 and Figs. 
3a, b). It was estimated that 9,089 ha of mangroves 
were lost between 1991 and 2015 compared to 2,632 ha 
gained in the same period, translating to a net loss of 
6,456 ha (12.4%) of mangroves in the period of 24 years 
(Table 2). Rice farming remains the main driver of 
mangrove loss in the delta, where conversion of man-
grove areas for rice farming expanded from 5,344 ha 
in 1991 to 12,642 ha in 2015. Bare lands have constantly 
decreased from 19,993 ha in 1991 to 17,170 ha in 2015. 
Expansion and shrinking dynamics were evident for 
the river channels (water body) and non-mangrove 
areas over the analysis period.

Annual loss was estimated to be between 489 ha and 
532 ha, whilst the gain was between 176 ha and 302 ha 
(Table 2). The average annual loss and gain were calcu-
lated at 378 ha and 109 ha respectively. Therefore, the 
average net annual mangrove change was calculated at 
-269 ha, translating into an annual rate of mangrove 
loss of 0.52%.

Discussion
The present analysis indicates that there have been 
greater mangrove losses in the Rufiji Delta in com-
parison with other mangrove areas in Eastern Africa 
between the 1980s and present. Nevertheless, the 
annual mangrove loss estimated in this study corre-
sponds with the findings of Nindi et al. (2014), although 
that study concentrated on the northern block only. 
Similarity of these findings, regardless of differences 
in sizes of study sites, could be due to the fact that 
the major mangrove losses occur in the northern 
block where there is active rice farming and cutting 
for poles and timber (Fig. 4). Elsewhere, more annual 
mangrove gains than losses have been reported, for 
example in the Zambezi Delta (Shapiro et al., 2015). 
Slight annual mangrove losses have also been reported 
in the Mahajamba Bays in Madagascar ( Jones et al., 
2015), Mida Creek (Alemayehu et al., 2014), and Tudor 
and Mwache creeks in Kenya (Bosire et al., 2014).  
The greater mangrove losses observed in the Rufiji 
Delta might be due to the nature of the delta where, 
contrary to other parts of Eastern Africa, people have 

Land cover type\Year 1991 2000 2009 2015

Mangroves 51,941 49,687 46,862 45,519

Agriculture 5,344 8,395 11,172 12,642

Bare land 19,993 18,602 17,930 17,170

Other forest 3,921 2,522 3,548 4,268

Water 13,317 15,310 15,002 14,916

Table 1. Land cover sizes (ha) for the classification years.

Change rate/epochs 1991-2000 2000-2009 2009-2015 1991-2015

Loss (ha) 4,468 (496) 4,409 (489) 3,192 (532) 9,089 (378)

Gain (ha) 2,324 (258) 1,584 (176) 1,814 (302) 2,632 (109)

No change (ha) 74,439 73,595 74,697 69,745

Water 13,284 14,926 14,812 13,049

Table 2. Land cover changes for the 4 epochs of the classification years (annual loss/gain).
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permanent settlements in the delta with sole depend-
ence on mangrove resources for livelihoods, such as 
rice farming and cutting of mangroves for poles and 
timber (Mshale et al., 2017). Although the Mangrove 
Management Plan developed in 1991 clearly catego-
rized mangrove forests into four management zones: 
Zone I - forests for total protection; Zone II - forests 
for production; Zone III - degraded areas to be closed 
to allow recovery; Zone IV - areas to be set aside for 
different developments (Semesi 1992), there has been 
weak enforcement of the plan, allowing mangroves 
to become a tacit common pool resource (Mangora, 
2011; Mangora et al., 2016).

Areas surrounding the Rufiji river mouth in the north-
ern block and the northern part of the central block are 
the areas severely under pressure from rice farming. 
These areas were initially dominated by H. littoralis, 
and through traditional knowledge, farmers under-
stand these areas have low water salinity and high soil 

nutrients. Farming activities were also noted to expand 
to other areas dominated by C. tagal in the northern 
part of the northern block.  The farmed areas are also 
easily accessible by local boats and therefore promote 
rice farming activities. Peter (2013) linked expansion 
of rice farming in the delta with rapid human pop-
ulation increase. Statistics show that human popu-
lation in and around the delta has increased from  
38,148 people in 2000 to 49,902 people in 2012. 
Mwansasu (2016) noted that the rapid expansion of 
rice farming in the northern block was contributed 
by the shift of the dominant fresh water-flow in the 
1970s. The shift increased population in the northern 
block, with consequent increase in food demand and 
therefore increased rice farming activities. Due to 
poor agronomic knowledge, the farming approach in 
the delta is of a shifting nature where farms are culti-
vated in a rotation of 3-5 years before farmers move 
on to open new farm fields by clearing mangrove for-
ests; and the vicious cycle continues (Fig. 5).

    Figure 3a: 

Figure 3a. Mangrove cover change detection (gain, loss and no change) in the Rufiji Delta 

for the classification periods between 1991-2000 and 2000-2009.
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There were greater mangroves gains between 2009 
and 2015 than in other years. This is probably due 
to conservation projects initiated in the delta in late 
1990s. Some of the projects were implemented by 
WWF-Tanzania, TFS Agency and the Rufiji District 
Authority and aimed at restoring deforested areas in 
the delta. Like any other large river delta, the Rufiji 
River Delta is also dynamic, with changing flow paths, 
shoreline position and development of new lands, 
which can result in changes to mangrove cover, nota-
bly directional changes or shifts along geomorpho-
logical patterns (Woodroffe, 1992; Beilfuss et al., 2001). 
Newly formed islands and mud flats are colonized by 
A. marina and S. alba, representing some of the man-
grove gain recorded in this study. 

Non-mangroves, especially coconut trees, do not per-
form so well in the delta. The under-performance 
of coconut trees discourages farmers from planting 
more trees, therefore areas covered by non-mangroves 

remain relatively unchanged over the years. Decrease 
of bare land was mainly contributed by the collapse of 
salt making processes in the delta. Salt making collapsed 
in the delta because of the loss of a market for locally 
made salt from traditional salt pans that is not iodized. 
Some abandoned salt making areas have been observed 
to be colonized by mangroves, especially A. marina (Fig. 
6). However the regenerated A. marina appears to be 
stunted, probably due to high soil salinity in these areas.

Conclusion
The present data analysis serves as an updated base-
line on the mangrove cover and land use in the Rufiji 
Delta, where management planning should be a con-
servation priority. This retrospective analysis of man-
grove cover change demonstrates that freely available 
Landsat images are an important source of data for 
land use/cover change studies, especially in develop-
ing countries where resources to purchase high reso-
lution imagery data are limited. The loss of 12.4% of 

    Figure 4b: 

Figure 3b. Mangrove cover change detection (gain, loss and no change) in the Rufiji Delta 

for the classification periods between 2009-2015 and overall from 1991-2015.
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Photo 1

Photo 2

Photo 3

Figure 4. Illegal mangrove pole cutting in the Rufiji Delta. Poles are cut for construction purposes by local communities and for business in the near towns. 

Figure 5. Re-opened rice farm in the mangrove forest in the Delta. The area was left as fallow for about 3-5 years before being cleared again. The photo 

was taken in January 2016. 

Figure 6. Mud flat in the Rufiji Delta. Some mud flat areas are colonized by stunted Avicennia marina. The photo was taken in 2018. 
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mangroves in the period of 24 years is alarming and 
the consequences are not well appreciated. This calls 
for more strategic collaboration between stakeholders 
to address the main drivers of mangrove loss in the 
delta. To address the challenge of mangrove loss, espe-
cially conversion of mangroves into rice farming, TFS 
should take the initiative of establishing multi-stake-
holder platforms to regularly discuss opportunities 
and threats to the delta, and agree on the best way that 
they can work together to address the challenges for 
longer term benefits. There is also a need to estab-
lish a special management arrangement for the Rufiji 
Delta, which integrates various actors and commu-
nities. This management arrangement should facili-
tate agreement between TFS and communities where 
roles and responsibilities of communities in the delta 
are well clarified and managed. This will reduce the 
long-term ongoing friction between TFS and com-
munities, which promotes illegal mangrove practices 
in the delta. Further research, especially on mangrove 
cover projection and analysis of species composition 
change for management planning, is relevant. 

Acknowledgments
USAID, through its SWAMP Africa Programme, pro-
vided the financial support for the field mission for data 
collection and report writing. Carl Trettin of US Forest 
Service provided valuable comments on the conceptu-
alization and field validation mission. Roxana Bacon, 
Dean Bacon, Theron Morgan Brown, Richard Giliba 
and Sylivia Kalemera assisted in GIS and remote sensing 
analysis. We also appreciate the anonymous reviewer for 
the critical comments that improved the manuscript.

References
Alemayehu F, Richard O, James MK, Wasonga O (2014) 

Assessment of mangrove cover change and biomass 
in Mida Creek, Kenya. Open Journal of Forestry 4: 
398-413

Beilfuss R, Moore D, Bento C, Dutton P (2001) Patterns of 
Vegetation Change in the Zambezi Delta, Mozam-
bique; Working Papers for the Program for the sus-
tainable management of the Cahora Bassa Dam and 
the Lower Zambezi Valley. Maputo, Mozambique

Bosire JO, Kaino JJ, Olagoke AO, Mwihaki LM, Ogendi 
GM, Kairo JG, Berger U, Macharia D (2014) Man-
groves in peril: unprecedented degradation rates of 
peri-urban mangroves in Kenya. Biogeosciences 11: 
2623-2634

Brown I, Mwansasu S, OveWesterberg L (2016) L-Band 
polarimetric target decomposition of mangroves of 
the Rufiji Delta, Tanzania. Remote Sensing 8: 140-154

Duvail S and Hamerlynck O (2007) The Rufiji River flood: 
plague or blessing? International Journal of Biome-
teorology 52: 33-42

FAO (2007) The world’s mangroves 1980-2005. FAO For-
estry Paper 153: Forest Resources Division, FAO. The 
Food and Agriculture Organisation of the United 
Nations, Rome, 77 pp

Giri C, Ochieng E, Tieszen LL, Zhu Z, Singh A, Loveland 
T, Masek J, Duke N (2011) Status and distribution of 
mangrove forests of the world using earth observa-
tion satellite data. Global Ecology and Biogeography 
20: 154-159

Jones TG, Ratsimba HR, Ravaoarinorotsihoarana L, Glass 
L, Benson L, Teoh M, Carro A, Cripps G, Giri C, Gan-
dhi S, Andriamahenina Z, Rakotomanana R, Roy PF 
(2015) The dynamics, ecological variability and esti-
mated carbon stocks of mangroves in Mahajamba 
Bay, Madagascar. Journal of Marine Science Engi-
neering 3: 793-820

Mangora MM, Lugendo BR, Shalli MS, Semesi S (2016) 
Mangroves of Tanzania. In: Bosire JO, Mangora MM, 
Bandeira S, Rajkaran A, Ratsimbazafy R, Appadoo 
C, Kairo JG (eds) Mangroves of the Western Indian 
Ocean: status and management. WIOMSA, Zanzi-
bar, pp 33-49

Mangora M (2011) Poverty and institutional management 
stand-off: a restoration and conservation dilemma 
for mangrove forests in Tanzania. Wetlands Ecology 
and Management 19 (6): 533-541

Masalu DCP (2003) Challenges of coastal area manage-
ment in coast developing countries - lessons from 
the proposed Rufiji delta prawn farming project, 
Tanzania. Ocean Coast Management 46: 175-188

MNRT (2015) National forest resources monitoring and 
assessment of Tanzania mainland. Ministry of Natu-
ral Resource and Tourism, 124 pp

Miththapala S (2008) Mangroves. Coastal Ecosystems 
Series Volume 2: Ecosystems and Livelihoods Group 
Asia IUCN 28. Colombo, Sri Lanka, 28 pp  

Mshale B, Senga M, Mwangi E (2017) Governing man-
groves: Unique challenges for managing Tanzania’s 
coastal forests. Bogor, Indonesia: CIFOR, USAID 
Tenure and Global Climate Change Program, Wash-
ington, DC, 78 pp

Mwansasu S (2016) Causes and perceptions of environmen-
tal change in the mangroves of Rufiji Delta, Tanzania. 
Implications for sustainable livelihood and conserva-
tion. PhD Thesis, Stockholm University, 51 pp

Nindi SJ, Machano H, Rubens J (2014) Remote sensing 
study of Rufiji Mangrove, Tanzania from 1990 to 2010. 
WWF Tanzania Country Office, Dar es Salaam, 49 pp



10 WIO Journal of Marine Science  17 (2 ) 2018 1-10  |  E. Monga et al.

Peter L (2013) Assessment of the status of mangrove veg-
etation and their degradation in Rufiji Delta in Tan-
zania. MSc thesis report, University of Ghana, 161 pp

Polidoro BA, Carpenter KE, Collins L, Duke NC, Ellison 
AM, Ellison JC, Farnsworth EJ, Fernando ES, Kathire-
san K, Koedam NE, Livingstone SR, Miyagi T, Moore 
GE, Nam NV, Ong JE, Primavera JH, Salmo III SG, 
Sanciangco JC, Sukardjo S, Wang Y, Yong JWH (2010) 
The loss of species: mangrove extinction risk and 
geographic areas of global concern. PLoS ONE 5 (4): 
e10095 [https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0010095]

Semesi AK (1989) Conserving the mangrove forests of 
East Africa: the case of the Rufiji Delta Mangrove, 
Tanzania. Paper presented to a workshop of Marine 
Sciences in East Africa. 14-16 November, 1989. Dar 
es Salaam

Semesi AK (1991) Management plan for the mangrove 
ecosystem of mainland Tanzania, Vol.11 (Los. 1-1- 
joined). Ministry of Tourism, Natural Resources and 
Environment (MTNRE), Forestry and Beekeeping 
Division, Catchment Forestry Project, Dar Es Salaam

Semesi AK (1992) Developing management plans for the 
mangrove forest reserves of mainland Tanzania. 
Hydrobiologia 247: 1-10

Shapiro AC, Trettin CC, Küchly H, Alavinapanah S, 
Bandeira S (2015) The mangroves of the Zambezi 
Delta: Increase in extent observed via satellite from 
1994 to 2013. Remote Sensing, 15 pp

Smits PC, Dellepiane SG, Schowengerdt RA  (2010) Qual-
ity assessment of image classification algorithms 

for land-cover mapping: A review and a proposal 
for a cost-based approach. International journal of 
remote sensing 20: 1461-1486

Sunseri T (2007) Fueling the city: Dar es Salaam and 
the evolution of colonial forestry, 1892–1960. In: 
Brennan JR, Burton A, Lawi Y (eds) History from an 
emerging African Metropolis. Dar es Salaam. Mkuki 
na Nyota, pp 13-75

URT (2002) Forest Act number 14 of 2002 published in 
the government Gazette No. 23. Vol 83 of 7th June, 
2002. United Republic of Tanzania, Dar es Salaam, 
127 pp

URT (2009) Fourth National Report on the implemen-
tation of Convention of Biological Diversity (CBD). 
United Republic of Tanzania, 81 pp

Wagner GM, Sallema-Mtui R (2016) The Rufiji Estuary: 
Climate change, anthropogenic pressures, vulnera-
bility assessment and adaptive management strate-
gies. Western Indian Ocean, Estuaries of the World 
[DOI 10.1007/978-3-319-25370-1-12]

Wang Y, Bonynge G, Nugranad J, Traber M, Ngusaru A, 
Tobey J, Hale L, Bowen R, Makota V (2003) Remote 
sensing of mangrove change along the Tanzania 
coast. Marine Geodesy 26: 35-48

Woodroffe C (1992) Mangrove sediments and geomor-
phology. In: Tropical mangrove ecosystems. Rob-
ertson A, Alongi D (eds) Coastal and Estuarine Stud-
ies. American Geophysical Union, Washington, DC, 
USA, pp 7-41




