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Abstract: Mangroves are trees and shrubs distributed in saline environment along coast in trop-
ical and subtropical regions. Vietnam’s territory spans these two biogeographical regions of
mangroves and has typical tropical and subtropical mangroves, which are geographically distrib-
uted across the north and south of the country. For decades, mangroves in Vietnam have been in
a trend of degradation and decline more rapidly as a result of the dangers of fallen leaves during
the Vietnham War and the development of population expansion such as agriculture, maricul-
ture,industry, urbanization and infrastructure. This paper summarizes the species, distribu-
tion,areas and variation of mangroves in Vietnam, with a view to provide reference materials

for exploring the sustainable development of mangroves.
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Table 1 Mangrove area and percentage in different

countries'’]
Hx [T A
Countries Area(hm?) Percentage( %)
EPJE JE VE . Indonesia 3112 989 22.60
MK F) I Australia 977 975 7.10
P4 Brazil 962 683 6.99
P4 Mexico 741 917 5.39
Je H . Nigeria 653 669 4.74
Lk P4 W, Malaysia 505 386 3.67
4fifa) Myanmar 494 584 3.59
A3 47 JL N I
The independent state of 480 121 3.49
Papua New Guinea
% IN$LE Bangladesh 436 570 3.17
% Cuba 421 538 3.06
EJFE India 368 276 2.67
JLN W 4} Guinea-Bissau 338 652 2.46
B2 [ 75 Mozambique 318 851 2.31
kI in Madagascar 278 078 2.02
JE % Philippines 263 137 1.91

N W W U EA R o NTTR AR A = o = e €1
AR — 2R B TR Z Y, BT
Y A S AN i3 A A - A T D R A R
MR BN T B B A S A L S BOLL AN bR 2L
RV, 1980 AR F] 2000 AF ], A BRZY 3500 1 L1 B bk
PRt . 53 Fh B4 L0 bR T 52 295 3 g T Il
B R AR AR R R AR L A Bk 30 00 ~
40 %6 1 ¥ TR R M RN 10096 1 £0 W ARKE AE AR
R,

B AL T AR I, B b E P e [ 4
MALZE 8°02" #5 2 b2 2323, b1 1 650 km , 4l
A3 444 km BRI R LR BRI RS S T AL A
B SR 2 GG 2 M A K, U2 =1
LR 208 ( Rhizophora sp. ) FIARKE ( Bruguiera
sp. ORI, HA A 208 A A 2R K C Ceriops sp.) FIM
Z2( Lumnitzera sp. )20 80w 21 B4 AR 5L WE 480K 3
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HRAE 2007 A (7R B I 2148 Ak T ) (Man-
grove Guidebook for South East Asia), A K E
11 R 15 J@ A ELLTR 31 FhC . BBk W] Fh 5 24 (1) F 2
L BRI LA 30 B (R 2)

1993 AR BB R A9 £1 8 A ) (Mangroves of Vi-
etnam) LB FET A 16 B 20 J& 35 FhILLLRY, (0 & 3
2 RGN 9 P LA ——F A B Aizoaceae 1Y i
U5 ( Sesuvium portulacastrum ) K B F} Arace-
ae M B #E 76 ( Cryptocoryne ciliate ) . %5 & B} Big-
noniaceae M BB A ( Dolichandrone spathacea ) K
g Bl  Euphorbiaceae 1Y 7
agallocha ) JRBL X. moluccensis KEHIBL Palmae
B JK M (Nypafructicans) M fll 3% (Phoenix
paludosa) VFZPB S. alba M S. caseolaris, H %
A Y BN JM pa BRI RN S, griffithii, (BRI
LIRAR) — AL IL & 1 o0 A TR Y 43 T 204, s
28 Bl 36 J& .

R LR A SR A A T RE L Tl sk, I b ie S
Wy 1k A T J T =i i AV R T LRI 0 1Y 58 4 A
A, HJE, —SELLR R AT T RE T DB A DV
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1.2 SEaNMENELESR
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AL B A . LN S, alba  BIMES  fAIRALC
decandra 2L . 20000 28 A2 SRR HE L /NAE KRBT LA.
alba JA. officinalis FIIKHE, BLH . 3 LR 09 IR 4
AV VT R B I O T 3 L ER I R B AR A AR AN
K R AT S o A AR R £ A R AR B b
SR A, T RE 2 T U A SE T RE Bl B8R b AR
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Table 2 True mangrove species of Vietnam

Bl Families

J& Genus

£ 7F Remarks

B} KRBl Acanthaceae

£ 4 2Bl Myrsinaceae

i 5B} Verbenaceae

LW Bl Rhizophoraceae

INEE B Acanthus ebracteatus
E R Acanthus ilicifolius

K BR Acrostichum aureum

R BR Acrostichum speciosum
HIAERT Aegiceras corniculatum
R Aegiceras floridum

Avicennia alba
Avicennia lanata

15 4 Avicennia marina

Avicennia officinalis

HERAM Bruguiera cylindrica
" . .

N Bruguiera gymnorrhiza

INEARME Bruguiera parviflora

A. marina [Ef 54

The synonym of A. marina

A. rum phiana Hallier [F] #5544

The synonym of A. rum phiana Hallier

VAL S .
3% Bruguiera sexangula

Ceriops decandra

fRAK Ceriops tagal

I8 Rhizophora apiculata

2131 28 Rhizophora mucronata
LIRS Rhizophora stylosa

ol Kandelia candel

3% H Malvales
FE ARl Sterculiaceae

Heritiera globosa

WA Kandelia obovata ?
Must be Kandelia obovata?

AR Cam ptostemon schultzii

MW Heritiera litoralis

i F 8} Combretaceae

R 2= Lumnitzera littorea

T‘)'M'uﬁ Lumnitzera racemosa

TJE 32 F} Lythraceae

# H Bl Rubiaceae

i FF} Sonneratiaceae
Sonneratia griffithii

IKFEAE Pem phis acidula
WAEA Scyphiphora hydrophyllacea
ToHElF 5% Sonneratia apetala

gﬂ uf(@fﬁi Sonneratia ovata

AL Meliaceae

KRB Xylocarpus granatum

AR A a9 9T A 6 O A . — 283 0w R
(Myoporum bontioides ) 1 /N ¥ ¥ Hi ( Scaevola
hainanensis )WIZLR, H 3 A T 8w AR AL E8 i 1+, 4=
KT E e L aJede, eA1araEIR AR & . th T
RE TR 32 A ER . HA /) R 3 iR,

2 A[E B R AL MR 5

AR o NI A4 Rl N A4 N i T2 )
2. 1%(2000 4EIHIE KT 10 J7 hm?) ., #5719 45
NN E g ORI S NI AV EAR NS A CIREI IS
b AN N TR A < A NN R B D EA R SR N TR AR 9
PUAF LI ARTET BRI 66 0 . 8 R £L AR AKIE 43 A1 7E 42 ==
VA 7 i b R AR U R LB R LAY £ = A b X
(3 F™ T4 (15%) . B R i 2 K38 40 A
JEAE 2017108 H 24 K% 5

LR AR A (200D .

FET A KOO HIE S LD ST b R A A
it ¥ BE RS 518 22 F IR DR 3R, T 8 R 1 2L A8 AR 43Ry
4 Ao AEE AR 1 M B U (Ngoe Cape) F] % L I
(Do Son Cape) B A4 dbig . Bl 59 E Vo2 )
T AR 2 O 1 08 2 5K 3 J) (Lach Truong
River) (A6 = A W, 32 B2 200 =AW s o0 A 2l 3
MR A B SL AT (Vung Tau Cape) B /#8855 20 47
a7 4 KB Al (Ha Tien) (YR &6 = fA U, 32 2
AT = fN A& . AR oA XA o5, s 1
2 DCLLR RIS (LD RS0 A1 T AR Y 22 5
2.1 HEKEAHEREINARER

R R A A A 2 LD AR, 1945 AR e A
408 500 hm*,1953 4Fid 3¢ 290 000 hm™**", 1940
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AEARL B 40 £ 07 hm?® fZEA AR, 45 250 000 hm?
Ay FEE 7. 200 000 hm® 4> 43 F 4 K2k 0,
40 000 hm* 433 T i ¥P (Rung Sat)-il1 ¥l (Bien Hoa)
BRPE s AT . SR 149 982 hm' 1Y
J 2 LT AR AR
2.2 1980 FREFEAKHER

1983 4F, B ZL A AR T ALl 252 500 hm*, F 2
F R AE AR LN AR ARG 1 (3 3)
3 193 EXNHMEAMMKER

Table 3 Mangrove area of Vietnam in 1983

' A A
AR S [
’Iﬁ&wﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂg o T R Natural forest ol i AR
yangrove Total area (hm?) Plantation
distribution (hm?) (hm?)
zones Ft AR Tree #EA Shrub
ld . . Py _
North-East 39 400 3 000 36 400
AL = A |
Northern Delta 7000 2 800 4200
M 14 300 ——— 14300
Central
P = A = =
Southern Delta 191 800 135 900 13 500 42 400
By 252 500 141 700 64 200 46 600
Total

TE 58 A YRR U5 T B g 2 AR Bl A LR B 5 25 A% 3R TR RN
RS
Note:Data from Forest Inventory and Planning Institute(FIPI,1983);

Blanks stand for no data,*“— — —"stands for no distribution

2.3 2000 FHMBEAKKER

2000 AR B R L0 MR BU 155 290 hm?,
Horp, 570G EIRAY) T A A 22 969 hm® (HI T 4
v ] 4 £ AR 0 A T BR D 5 o R ) £ AR T AR Y
14,800, HoAx 448 T By £ 4% bk i AR 22 bE 49 2k 4
PN
R4 2000 FHE IR RERRES 7 b
Table 4 Mangrove area of Vietnam and their distribution and

percentages in 2000

Fe i

No. Location

EAR P NTTYS L. i)
AreaChm?) Percentage( %)

! glznf Ninh 22 969 14.79
2 ?ﬁaﬁ?lﬁmng 11 000 7.08
3 ﬁi%mh 6 297 4.05
4 ﬁﬁ%nh 3012 1.94
5 N 533 0. 34
6 T{%l"ﬁcnﬁi“ Hoa 1000 0.64
! I{I(gg}fe%l;%n 800 0.52
8 ﬁﬁﬁih 500 0. 32
444
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Continue table 4

T i ZT 4 AT AR Lt 41
No. Location Area(hm?) Percentage( %)
HAp 44

Other provinces and

g~19 ther 700 0.45
cities 1n Cel’)ll"al are-
as
E, il 77 -3k i T
20 Ba Ria-Vung Tau 1 500 0. 97
i
21 ;)Iaéh‘(‘)}?iﬁgﬂinh 24 592 15. 84
99 B 400 0.26
Long An
; HEHA ) y
23 Do e 7153 1.61
HIVT A .
24 Tien Giang 560 0. 36
- AR .
25 L 8 582 5.53
PIEA y
26 Soc Trang 2 943 1.90
27 L 4142 2.67
Bac Lieu
A L
28 a’xﬁ/l‘fu 58 285 37.53
74T 28
29 UL 322 0.21

Kien Giang

TE < B0H oA 5T R AR M 5 AR A R R (2011)
Note:Data from Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development of

Vietnam (2011)
3 HEIKMMERET

AH 1943 4F, 2000 4F 8 R £ AR BRI R e 2>
61. 99 % , S [H] - X B9 4F 3k 25 19 20 A AR T AR 29 4 400
hm?, 0K 1 Fias . fE 1943 4E & 2000 4E4 60 4F (] ,
A AT RE O S R LLR AR BUA 4 1K 1980 4R JE 1Y 20 4R
() o T £ A AR T R 0 D /0 i B G R H BR L 60
A1) £T A AR D R B T T & 2040 4 8 19 Z0 8 AR
T BURE 9/ 2= 24 50 000 hm?,

2 4.5 408500 045 _
=40r _\\ 38.38% 0.40 .g
S350 |0y 035 8
2 290:000 /
EX s0f oo/ 030 =3
=< ~'< 252 00¢ betie
= S 25+ U 0.25 ﬂua
= | I£ 4
7 f 201 N 55290 0.20 i% &
H21s5p N 0.15 % £
e L 13 [10% A )
& 1.0 =5447%*>1Q700x+50309 0.10 8
S 05t K007 ... 1005 3
= 0.0 0.00

1943 1962 1980 2000
A4 Year
—— 4L WAk FMangrove area (hm®)
--------------- ¥k /b bk ff|Percentage of reduction
I E2UEVEAR: RN p AR/
Polynomial (Mangrove area, hm®)
B 1 e 2L Wb I R A Ak e 3 K ek 2 L A

Fig.1 Trend of reduction of mangrove area in Vietnam
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B LR AR B AR R S R Y SRR 2 A 2 A, R
oAt I TN N o NS - A R R T NG R
AR, R R A 4 E) (1966 4E—1970 4F) 75 i ) A
5 1 VT A (R L S8 AR 149 851 hm”, F BUH A
AR U R TR AN A R B 0 20RO LT 3 2 R
JELE] 1990 AEARAN AR . HUT L ZLREBRIY B 28K
S RN I o0 A A g 1) 20 A BRI AR AE 1999 AR
155 290 hm? . 1 96 876 hm” A T Rl kAR ,

UL AR /N BB B AR = N IS K S 2 3 DT
R N 4G KA A 1 X 7 S R e L AR R L
1) S 3 T BRI AR Y BRI . AN S R
T3 3 BT LLA bR A 7 Sy Al FH Ml T AR L Y S 22 R
FH SR BORE T B AR B 2 A SRPY L 5 T 1980
AR B X0 R FRGE A B R B A S50 R % B R R S 3L
ZT R PR AR AR A8 S R 3200 1976 4F & 1992 4R,
A2 My DX Y T B 5% R 1S K 350006, 1980 4E AR &
1990 4EAX, B R ¥ /K FR 58 2RI 5K , & 2000 4F, F 3
HR =5y 2 LR AR R .

I AE R L B R VA M DX 3T A Tl Ak, B
FEA L BLL R bR D, B3R 5 WL, 8 AN R 5
T LR PR AR 2R AR G, 1 B K 1) 38 1) B L £ R AR
HR 35 P B L B 2T R RS B A PR 2 EL A AR TS ), L
fib 5 A~ P 2R B s e e
F 5 2001 F£F 2010 £ 8 LR RIS LA BT 53 47 45 R
Table S5 Logistic regression results for mangrove changes from

2001 to 2010

SRS 2T bR T ALAY 10, 7% 5 T 840. 8 hm® BT
TREBR DR B | v D AT S R A K B N T b o 4T
PR T ALY 31,690, TR — B30, A1 G 21 B Ak i AR A
ek, TR M E AR AR A Y RN NG 2, BA
234.3 hm?® 1 245. 5 hm”**
3.2 g5 (Hai Phong) MR M E R

1989 4F i B 2L W AR AL 29k 3 534 hm” ;2010
AR IE B LB AR TN AL 20 2 549 hm®™, Wi 1H] 21 48,
VR 7 2T AR 225 985 hm? L 1 AR/ 8 96 . 1T 1989 4F
F 2013 4F BT A L0 AR T AR IS K 900, ISRty
ZT R AT FRUAR £k 2 BH L 38 By 210 b i AR A Sk AR e
281 hm’, Mi7E 24 4E [ 14 K 2 355 hm®, 1989 4 %
2001 4, Mg B LR ARAE #2823 hm®, 2001 4F 3] 2013
AF 7 20 ARAE 1S K 53 hm®7 3 B 21 44 AR 3l 2
FET 2 A7 X MR 5% 58 A J B 3 B 21 R bR B AR SRy F
FESO AR 2 X 4 AR B IR TR
REAREY . Z I I 2001 4 5] 2013 4%, ¥ B 210 Ak i
g 3G, 3 2015 D dEFe I Ka# . X155 TP
RS =RV R TR AN N AR N o W P
HRE 55204 b IR A T RS A AR

2015 4 M B LL R AR TET AR 2 4 084 hm?* , H i
FAMEBEK, di 6820 (5K 6),
6 2015 FEiG R R R EFR K b5

Table 6 The mangrove forest area in hectare and percentage of

Hai Phong in the year 2015

AR 4 Variables (unit) 2K R HL Coefficient
Y J& Slope () —3.88

71 2 Elevation (m) —3.71

F) 3] i 5 B Proximity to rivers (m) —0.85
3|38 % 15 % Proximity to roads (m) 1. 84

F) YL B Proximity to dykes (m) —5.05

F MR35 B Proximity to aquaculture (m) 5.29

B {EH 2 Proximity to settlement (m) 0

N 1% & Population density (people/km?) —3.26

I R4S B Mangrove management imple- 7,65

mentation (Binary 0-1)

3.1 J 7 (Quang Ninh) H R HREFR T

1999 4EF| 2008 4F[A] B FE T T8 BT AT e
LT AR AR B0 70 1 144, 4 hm?Fl 927. 5 hm*, 7E
T S MR A AR R A AR T R B R L
841.5 hm” £ B MR Bk 6 A% S R 3, o IR 8 8 TE AR Y
49. 4 %0 o o5 5 15 [A) 9 32 26 0 20 B MR T ALY 73, 5%,
TE 2001 4E3 2008 4F, T oA 285. 6 hm” 21 #4 M A8
IEMAFE 2017 F 108 H 24 K% 58

AR Fit o T AR T AR L 4]
Mangrove type Area(hm?) Area percentage( %)
Bt K. obovata 256.05 6. 27
3% S. caseolaris 2 781.07 68.09
RAMZE Mixed species 1 046. 83 25. 64
43 Total 4 083.95 100

3.3 &Ni(CaMau) AR MERET

1950 4RI, 4 I 09 £ B A7 26 Rl 5 97 %0
M 1953 AEF 1992 48, LLAARTE AR 71 345 hm” il B
% 33 083 hm”.{H 2011 K& 3] 46 712 hm"™ . &
JI% 4 R TR R T B AR A 174 DR 3R 2 B UK S AR R 1 e
AR R R 4 0T TR & TR % B M L G IR 3R A 7 21
(IS AR W NSRS SRR Y N

M 1965 4F 2 2001 4F, 4 K44 £ A A i A 3k 2k
38 700 hm®, 2y KA 4 ¥ 21 B #R i FL Y 32260,
1972 4F, G RUF 52 %0 i 4 3 PR 3% 590 52 0 i 5 ok G
ST ARA R 5 1979 AE 5] 1992 4F, & RLUF 2y 29 876
hm® 21 #4525 SR WF 3559 1977 4R 3] 1983 45, £ KR
A 24 000 hm® LR 6 28 SRy Al Fi b

1953 4F 1 1992 4F 4 R U £ B Ak i A 0 3t 2k 3R
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250 53% ,1979 4EF) 2004 FETELF R 26% ,
3.4 %7K (Giao Thuy) KL B R ETFRZE 4L

2005 4F 3 2014 AE[] L 587K X4 £ 4 b T AR 3
2 486.96 hm”, 2005 4F , 287K B LR AR TR Sl 1 387
hm?, F] 2010 4, 28 /K B9 £ f4 A i L34 i 2= 2 309
hm?,5 4E A8 921 hm?, F] 2014 4F, 28 K 1Y 21 44
MIETALGEE] 3 874 hm” 4 45 [H] A 1 565 hm*, 58
TR LA MR T RS Ak 2 A ol T 5% B &% R 3T Ak L AR
785 VHE A 0 T PR A A TR R L [ A T A 45 2R R A AT
B AR A b | R P b | A R 4 2 T 0 R L 4
L AR S NS | I = 3 NS e N = A
2005 4F—2014 445 B0 g i g5 1

4 Hig

LEAEEEAR R (N S S S o S90S N2 I o D R A
i F0E Vi 2H P80 WS g AU AT S £ B S 2 R T T
AEARR 73 501) B2 B R AR 2 bR AT IE. AT 2140 B ) S 77 A
R Y EAR R NTTRAN S el A L D S S SN
A BRI AR T K 5 I Tl 3k i R A
58 o 4 30 1) 30 3 52 v R 2 R T AR BBk RV
EARGEN-UNSE/S /RPN 3 N TR AT DV AR g N1}
FRTE o 30836 94 0 o LA Ll 20 AR AR 3R
T3 AT VRT3 EE B 1 I

T £ AR DR 23 A R L K TR R R A T
TR S B O LR LA bR [ SR O A A A5 48 R i I
AR REAS L O BIF TS £ ARG AT B8 4R 41 R4 1 25 1
ATAF R, R AR Ml T R ] BRSSO 5 A AR L TR LA AR
FTRFEE R AP H I A4S B LA b IR 5 MR 398 ) 20 A AR A2
575 TR 2% M 5K M e 22 3 X Sy H e g [ i 3t s
S A AERY B2 L [ R R £ AR Ao B Y ] BRI
R PR AT 35 55 A o 1) 3 I

SE .
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