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Abstract: Mangroves are among the most relevant ecosystems in providing ecosystem services
because of their capacity to act as sinks for atmospheric carbon. Thus, restoring mangroves is a
strategic pathway for mitigating global climate change. Therefore, this study aimed to examine
the organic matter dynamics in mangrove soils during restoration processes. Four mangrove soils
under different developmental stages along the northeastern Brazilian coast were studied, including
a degraded mangrove (DM); recovering mangroves after 3 years (3Y) and 7 years (7Y) of planting;
and a mature mangrove (MM). The soil total organic carbon (CT) and soil carbon stocks (SCSs)
were determined for each area. Additionally, a demineralization procedure was conducted to
assess the most complex humidified and recalcitrant fractions of soil organic matter and the fraction
participating in organomineral interactions. The particle size distribution was also analyzed. Our
results revealed significant differences in the SCS and CT values between the DM, 3Y and 7Y, and
the MM, for which there was a tendency to increase in carbon content with increasing vegetative
development. However, based on the metrics used to evaluate organic matter interactions with
inorganic fractions, such as low rates of carbon enrichment, C recovery, and low C content after
hydrofluoric acid (HF) treatment being similar for the DM and the 3Y and 7Y—this indicated that
high carbon losses were coinciding with mineral dissolution. These results indicate that the organic
carbon dynamics in degraded and newly planted sites depend more on organomineral interactions,
both to maintain their previous SCS and increase it, than mature mangroves. Conversely, the MM
appeared to have most of the soil organic carbon, as the stabilized organic matter had a complex
structure with a high molecular weight and contributed less in the organomineral interactions to the
SCS. These results demonstrate the role of initial mangrove vegetation development in trapping fine
mineral particles and favoring organomineral interactions. These findings will help elucidate organic
accumulation in different replanted mangrove restoration scenarios.

Keywords: carbon stock; organomineral interactions; blue carbon; ecosystem restoration

1. Introduction

Climate change and global warming have been reported as the most pressing concerns
worldwide in recent years [1–4]. In addition, several environmental issues, such as sea-level
rise, extreme weather events, shifting rainfall patterns, and risks for human health and
wildlife, are expected to increase in the coming years in response to the climate crisis [1–4].
Therefore, strategies that can efficiently increase carbon sequestration have a fundamental
role in mitigating global warming, especially those that use nature as a tool to restore
natural environments [2,5,6].
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These “nature-based solutions” [7–9] are included in initiatives for the protection,
restoration, and sustainable management of ecosystems as they address multiple soci-
etal and environmental challenges simultaneously [2,10,11]. Mangrove restoration and
protection are essential for achieving sustainable goals, such as climate change mitiga-
tion [5,12,13], as mangrove forests are one of the most efficient C sinks. Previous studies
have reported that mangroves sequester approximately 13.5 Gt C year−1 [14], most of which
is captured in their soils (49–98% of the ecosystem C content is stored in the soil) [14,15]. The
large C storage and sequester capacity of mangrove forests and other coastal ecosystems
(e.g., mangroves) have led to the creation of the term “Blue Carbon sinks” [16–19].

The stored carbon in mangrove soils exists in living (roots) and non-living biomass
(litter and deadwood), as well as in the organic matter incorporated into the soil [15,20–23].
Soil organic matter (SOM) can remain stored for a millennial scale or be mineralized in the
short term (within years or decades) [21,24–26]. The high C content in coastal wetland soils
occurs because of the specific biogeochemical conditions resulting from the combination
of the high primary productivity of the plants and the soil characteristics, such as high
salinity, circumneutral pH, mineral interactions, and low availability of oxygen, which
compromises organic matter decomposition [18,19].

However, some drivers of the mechanisms of SOM stabilization and protection from
decomposition remain poorly understood, especially in coastal wetland ecosystems. Sev-
eral studies have indicated that the complex molecular structure of SOM is not sufficient
to explain its high stability [24] and that organomineral interactions can be recognized as
key components for the protection of SOM, thereby preventing decomposition [21–24].
Accordingly, Fe oxyhydroxides (e.g., ferrihydrite and lepidocrocite) play an important role
in preserving organic C in mangrove soils because of the formation of stable complexes by
ligand exchange between the organic matter and reactive Fe [23–25].

Thus, understanding the mechanisms involved in the C accumulation and stabilization
of organic matter in mangrove soils is crucial to comprehensively assess the resilience of
these ecosystems in the face of degradation and their development in response to restoration
initiatives. Therefore, this study aims to: (i) assess the development of soil carbon stocks
(SCSs) in mangrove forests under a revegetation scenario and (ii) identify the role of
organomineral interactions on SOM stabilization in mangrove forests under revegetation.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Site and Soil Sampling

The study site is located in the estuary of the Cocó River in Ceará state, northeast
Brazil (Figure 1). The region is characterized by a semiarid climate (BSh, according to
Köppen climate classification) with a rainy season (from February to May; ~1000 mm) and
an extended dry season from June to January (precipitation ~200 mm), with high evapo-
transpiration rates (especially during the dry season), and an annual mean temperature of
27 ◦C [27,28]. In the studied region, the mangroves’ soils are markedly influenced by
the “Barreiras” geological group, which is characterized by white to yellow claystones,
siltstones, and sandstones, but also to the presence of quartz-dominated dunes [29]. Thus,
the soils formed from the “Barreiras” geological group in the Ceará state are mostly
highly weathered, kaolinite-dominated, with a minor presence of Fe oxyhydroxides [30].
In this sense, previous studies at the same region reported reactive iron contents of
26 ± 12 mmol kg−1, degree of pyritization of 68 ± 9%, and predominance of suboxic
conditions [27,28].
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mangroves with 3 years of planting, 7Y: mangroves with 7 years of planting, MM: mature mangrove 
forest. 
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obtain subsamples for posterior analyses (i.e., total organic C, particle size, and 
demineralization to assess the organomineral interactions). 
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Figure 1. Sampled mangroves at the estuary of Cocó river, northeast Brazil. The location of the planted, mature, and
degraded mangroves are highlighted. Satellite image was obtained from Google Earth ProTM, the XY axes represent UTM
coordinates. DM: degraded mangrove, 3Y: mangroves with 3 years of planting, 7Y: mangroves with 7 years of planting,
MM: mature mangrove forest.

Soil cores were collected from four mangrove areas under a restoration chronose-
quence, based on the age of the planted area during sample collection as follows: a
degraded mangrove (DM), where there is a total absence of vegetation; a 3-year-old planted
mangrove (3Y), a 7-year-old planted mangrove (7Y), and a mature mangrove (MM), which
has been free from degradation for at least 30 years (used as a control). The 3Y planting
area covers approximately 3500 m2, the 7Y and DM cover approximately 1000 m2, and the
MM covers 13,000 m2. The distances between the areas are approximately 100 m.

Due to the short distance between the studied areas, they have similar positions
in the estuary, as well as similar topography, geological context (“Barreiras” formation),
tidal regime (mesotidal), hydrodynamic condition, and salinity [31]. The species that
predominate in the mature mangroves area are Avicennia schaueriana Stapf & Leechman,
Rhizophora mangle L. and Laguncularia racemosa [32]. For restoration (i.e., 3Y and 7Y),
degraded areas without vegetation were planted with Rhizophora mangle L. propagules [32].

Four undisturbed soil cores (total 16 cores) were collected within 1 m × 1 m in each
studied mangrove (DM, 3Y, 7Y, and MM) [33,34]. The cores were collected with 40 cm long
polyvinyl chloride tubes (0.5 cm diameter) attached to a stainless-steel sampler for flooded
soils during low tide [28]. After soil sampling, the tubes were hermetically sealed and
transported vertically to the laboratory under refrigeration (approximately 4 ◦C). At the
laboratory, soil cores were sectioned into 0-10, 10-20, 20-30, and 30-40 cm depths to obtain
subsamples for posterior analyses (i.e., total organic C, particle size, and demineralization
to assess the organomineral interactions).

2.2. Soil Carbon Contents and SCSs

The total organic carbon (CT) content in the soil samples was determined by dry
combustion at 1350 ◦C under pure oxygen using an elemental analyzer (LECO SE-144 DR)
after pretreatment with 1 mol L−1 HCl to remove carbonates [25]. Meanwhile, the SCSs
were quantified using the following: SCS = soil bulk density × depth × CT [25].
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2.3. Particle Size Distribution

The soil particle size distribution was determined using the pipette method [35], after
pretreating with hydrogen peroxide (30% solution) to remove the soil organic carbon,
followed by mechanical (agitation for 12 h) and chemical dispersions (0.15 mol L−1 sodium
hexametaphosphate and 1 mol L−1 sodium hydroxide).

2.4. Soil Demineralization Procedure

A soil demineralization procedure [36] was performed to dissolve the soil mineral
phase using hydrofluoric acid (HF, 10% v/v) in order to concentrate the soil organic fraction
(Figure 2) [37]. Specifically, the soil sub-samples were shaken for 2 h with 30 mL of HF acid
(10% v/v), centrifuged, and discarded the supernatant. This procedure was repeated seven
times (Figure 2), during which any organic matter attached to the mineral fractions was
also discarded [38].
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The remaining solid phases were washed three times with deionized water [38], and
their masses were determined after oven drying at 60 ◦C. The ratio of the remaining mass
after the HF treatment, as compared with the original mass of the samples, was identified
as the “remaining mass” (Mr) [37,39].

The carbon content in the remaining mass of the samples was determined by dry
combustion (see Section 2.2). Therefore, the amount of carbon after demineralization with
HF is the “Carbon-HF” (CHF) (Figure 2).

In general, the CHF contents are higher than the CT contents, as the dissolution of the
mineral phase concentrates organic matter. Further, CHF values that are lower than the CT
values are related to a loss of carbon associated with the mineral matrix and, thus, indicate
an association between the organic fraction and mineral matrix [40].

The C enrichment ratio (CE) is the comparison between the carbon contents in the
sample before and after HF treatment as follows: CE = CHF

CT
[37–40]. This parameter reflects
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the number of times C from the original sample was concentrated after eliminating the
mineral fraction.

When multiplying the Mr by the CE, we obtain the recovered carbon (CR). The
CR estimates the fraction of CT that resists the HF treatment [40]. In this sense, the CR
is considered the fraction of CT that is not associated with minerals and is, thus, the
recalcitrant C (composed of macromolecules with high aromaticity and phenolic groups).
In this method, organic C of low molecular weight compounds and particulate organic
matter may also be discarded during the flotation and centrifugation procedures [40,41].

The C recovered after HF treatment (CR) was calculated using the following [38,40]:
CR (%) = Mr (%)× (CHF/CT).

2.5. Statistical Analysis

Non-parametric Friedman tests (equivalent to a two-way ANOVA) were performed
to assess the differences between soil organic carbon contents, SCS, and soil particle size
composition between the studied sites at the 5% significance level, using multiple pair-wise
comparisons (software XLSTAT, Version 2014.5.03, New York, NY, USA) [42]. We adopted
a non-parametric test because it depends on fewer assumptions and is more robust for
environmental data without a normal distribution [42].

3. Results and Discussion

The mean CT content of the MM (1.49 ± 0.18%) was significantly higher than those
recorded at the planted (3Y: 0.86 ± 0.24%; 7Y: 0.79 ± 0.42%) and degraded area
(0.40 ± 0.09%; Figure 3A). There were no significant differences between 3Y and 7Y
(Figure 2A), although there was a significant difference between these areas and the
degraded mangrove (Figure 3A). These results indicate that carbon contents increased
following seedling, which promoted significant increases within 3 and 7 years of planting.
These higher carbon contents result from soil carbon inputs from vegetation through root
growth and exudates, increased microbial biomass, and plant litter [14,21,26]. The SCS
results showed the same patterns as those of the CT, in which there were higher SCSs in the
MM (66.5 ± 27.4 g cm−2) and lower SCSs in the DM (24.3 ± 0.2 g cm−2; Figure 3B). No sig-
nificant SCS differences were observed between the planted areas (3Y: 46.1 ± 11.3 g cm−2;
7Y: 41.8 ± 3.9 g cm−2; Figure 3B).
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Figure 3. (A) Total organic carbon (CT) contents and (B) soil carbon stocks (SCSs). DM: degraded mangrove, 3Y: mangroves
with 3 years of planting, 7Y: mangroves with 7 years of planting, MM: mature mangrove forest. The different lowercase
letters on the bars indicate a significant difference between the variables as determined by the Friedman test at a 5%
probability level as Q values above the critical Q (7.8147) indicate statistical differences.
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In addition to increased input of organic matter, the development of mangrove veg-
etation also plays an important role in retaining fine mineral particles and increasing
sedimentation in the revegetated areas [43,44]. The particle size distribution data support
this assumption (Figure 4).
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In particular, the particle size contents indicate an increase in fine particles (silt + clay)
as vegetation ages (Figure 4E). Statistically higher fine particle contents were found in the
MM, followed by the planted (3Y and 7Y) and DM (Figure 4E). The increase in fine particles
was especially evident in the soil surface layers of revegetated (i.e., 0–10 cm; Figure 4B-D).
The presence of Rhizophora mangle L. higher than 1 m in the revegetated areas likely led
to a decrease in the hydrodynamic energy from tides due to its aerial roots and stems
and thereby favoring the capture and settlement of fine particles, which would otherwise
be easily removed [41,45,46]. This fine sediment trap also contributes to C accumulation
by favoring interactions between the organic and mineral phases [47,48], which promote
maintaining and increasing the organic C in the mangrove soils [26,41]. Recent studies
have reported that soil organic carbon is physically protected by interactions between clay
minerals (e.g., kaolinite and smectite) and the functional groups of SOM, which ultimately
increases SOM stability against microorganisms and enzymes [41,45,46].

In addition, the positive and significant correlation between finer soil particles
(silt + clay) and CT (Figure 5) suggests that there is an increased organomineral interaction
in mangrove soil with increased fine particles (e.g., clay mineral content). Accordingly,
organomineral interactions are expected to increase due to the plantation of mangroves,
especially in young planted sites (i.e., 3Y and 7Y), as compared with the DM.
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The particle size distribution also affects the amount of remaining mass after HF
treatment (Mr). The Mr values found for DM, 3Y, and 7Y (50.5%, 39.4%, and 50.3%, re-
spectively; Figure 6A) are high, which is probably related to the predominance of sand
particles in these areas [43,44]. In the mangrove soils of northeast Brazil, the sand frac-
tion is mainly composed of quartz, which resists HF treatment [40,43]. Previous studies
have reported a lower mass loss after HF treatment in sand-rich soils than in clayey
soils [40,43,49,50]. Meanwhile, in the MM, although there is a predominance of fine par-
ticles (Figure 4), the Mr values were also considerably high (39%; Figure 4A). Unlike in
the other areas, this resistance to HF treatment may be related to the presence of organic
matter with a high molecular weight, as observed in previous studies, not the particle size
distribution [37–39]. The loss of carbon due to HF treatment in the MM was negligible
(Figure 6B), indicating that the organomineral interactions exhibit less influence, and there
is less participation of low molecular weight organic matter and particulate organic matter,
which can also be eliminated during the flotation and centrifugation procedures [38].
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for the degraded mangrove (DM), replanted mangroves (3Y and 7Y), and mature mangrove (MM).

Accordingly, the CE values were lower than 1 in the DM, 3Y, and 7Y sites
(Figure 6C), indicating that the CHF contents were lower than the CT content (Figure 6B).
The significant losses of C during the dissolution of minerals performed with HF suggest
that, in these three areas, there is a high contribution of organic matter associated with the
mineral matrix [37–40]. Thus, organomineral interactions may be the main mechanisms
of organic matter protection in the DM, 3Y, and 7Y. Previous studies have reported that
CE values of less than 1 are related to the predominance of organic matter associated
with mineral phases [37–39]. Thus, the CE value of less than 1 (2.01, Figure 6B) in the
MM indicates a lower contribution of organic matter associated with the mineral matrix
and a greater contribution of high molecular weight organic matter [49,50]. These results
corroborate the higher degree of stability and lower lability of organic matter in the MM, as
previously suggested.

The CR results also demonstrate a higher contribution of organic matter related to
mineral phases (i.e., clay minerals) in the DM, 3Y, and 7Y, as compared with the MM
(Figure 6D). In addition, relative amounts of organic matter resistant to HF treatment
(expressed as CR) increased from the DM to the MM (Figure 6C). Specifically, in the DM,
3Y, and 7Y, the CR values represented approximately 20% of the total carbon (average:
22.8%, 25.7, and 22.8., respectively), whereas in the MM, the values were significantly
higher (average: 85.5%; Figure 6D). The significantly higher CR values in the MM, in
addition to negligible C losses upon the dissolution of silicates and oxides, indicate a
greater contribution of an intrinsically resistant organic matter in this area (i.e., matter with
a high molecular weight, more complex structure, composed of complex macromolecules
and associated with their micelles) [39,40,43]. In particular, higher recalcitrance is expected
in the MM because macromolecules with high aromaticity and phenolic groups accumulate
over time in soils in response to continuous organic matter input [24,43,49].

The high contribution of organomineral interactions in the DM and the replanted
areas indicates the relevance of these associations in the resilience of mangrove carbon
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when degraded and the relevance of this association at the initial stages of carbon stock
establishment. Moreover, recent studies have shown that newly added organic matter is
associated with pre-existing organomineral fractions [48]. Thus, organomineral associations
in recently planted mangroves may be significant for carbon stock recovery [48]. However,
further studies are required to investigate the dependence of SCS resilience on the molecular
structure of organic matter in degraded mangroves and areas under recent planting. In
this sense, new studies focused on physicochemical (redox potential and pH) changes after
revegetation are essential to assess the effects of these changes on the reestablishment of
carbon stock. For example, oxygen diffusion to plant roots, oxidizing the rhizosphere [51]
oxidize soluble Fe(II), leading to the formation of oxyhydroxides that may act on soil
organic matter stabilization in mangrove soils [52–55].

4. Conclusions

Our data revealed the key role of organomineral interactions in mangrove soils during
the early stages of mangrove vegetation and highlighted the importance of vegetation
development in trapping fine particles and promoting organomineral interactions as an
essential pathway for protecting SOM. Conversely, the maintenance of carbon stocks in
mature mangroves depends on highly complex and recalcitrant SOM produced over time.

These findings help elucidate how the organic accumulation process occurs under
different replanted mangrove restoration scenarios. These results bring novel knowl-
edge for strategies that can efficiently enhance carbon sequestration through mangrove
forest restoration.

In addition, the restoration of degraded areas does not reflect an immediate increase
in the organic C content in the soil, but it is consistent with the delay that the edaphic
processes imply.

This study shows that understanding the mechanisms of organic matter stabilization
is pivotal for future studies focused on preserving soil carbon pools in mangrove forests.
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3. Jakučionytė-Skodienė, M.; Liobikienė, G. Climate change concern, personal responsibility and actions related to climate change
mitigation in EU countries: Cross-cultural analysis. J. Clean. Prod. 2021, 281, 125189. [CrossRef]

4. Konisky, D.M.; Hughes, L.; Kaylor, C.H. Extreme weather events and climate change concern. Clim. Chang. 2016, 134, 533–547.
[CrossRef]

5. Jakovac, C.C.; Latawiec, A.E.; Lacerda, E.; Leite Lucas, I.; Korys, K.A.; Iribarrem, A.; Malaguti, G.A.; Turner, R.K.; Luisetti, T.;
Baeta Neves Strassburg, B. Costs and Carbon Benefits of Mangrove Conservation and Restoration: A Global Analysis. Ecol. Econ.
2020, 176, 106758. [CrossRef]

6. Ullman, R.; Bilbao-Bastida, V.; Grimsditch, G. Including Blue Carbon in climate market mechanisms. Ocean Coast. Manag. 2013,
83, 15–18. [CrossRef]

7. Cohen-Shacham, E.; Walters, G.; Janzen, C.; Maginnis, S. (Eds.) Nature-Based Solutions to Address Global Societal Challenges; IUCN
International Union for Conservation of Nature: Gland, Switzerland, 2016; ISBN 9782831718125.

8. Seddon, N.; Smith, A.; Smith, P.; Key, I.; Chausson, A.; Girardin, C.; House, J.; Srivastava, S.; Turner, B. Getting the message right
on nature-based solutions to climate change. Glob. Chang. Biol. 2021, 27, 1518–1546. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Seddon, N.; Chausson, A.; Berry, P.; Girardin, C.A.J.; Smith, A.; Turner, B. Understanding the value and limits of nature-based
solutions to climate change and other global challenges. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 2020, 375, 20190120. [CrossRef]

10. Nesshöver, C.; Assmuth, T.; Irvine, K.N.; Rusch, G.M.; Waylen, K.A.; Delbaere, B.; Haase, D.; Jones-Walters, L.; Keune, H.; Kovacs,
E.; et al. The science, policy and practice of nature-based solutions: An interdisciplinary perspective. Sci. Total Environ. 2017, 579,
1215–1227. [CrossRef]

11. Babí Almenar, J.; Elliot, T.; Rugani, B.; Philippe, B.; Navarrete Gutierrez, T.; Sonnemann, G.; Geneletti, D. Nexus between
nature-based solutions, ecosystem services and urban challenges. Land Use Policy 2021, 100, 104898. [CrossRef]

12. Ha, T.H.; Marchand, C.; Aimé, J.; Dang, H.N.; Phan, N.H.; Nguyen, X.T.; Nguyen, T.K.C. Belowground carbon sequestration in a
mature planted mangroves (Northern Viet Nam). Ecol. Manag. 2018, 407, 191–199. [CrossRef]

13. Alongi, D.M. Mangrove forests: Resilience, protection from tsunamis, and responses to global climate change. Estuar. Coast. Shelf
Sci. 2008, 76, 1–13. [CrossRef]

14. Alongi, D.M. Carbon sequestration in mangrove forests. Carbon Manag. 2012, 3, 313–322. [CrossRef]
15. Donato, D.C.; Kauffman, J.B.; Murdiyarso, D.; Kurnianto, S.; Stidham, M.; Kanninen, M. Mangroves among the most carbon-rich

forests in the tropics. Nat. Geosci. 2011, 4, 293–297. [CrossRef]
16. Primavera, J.H.; Friess, D.A.; Van Lavieren, H.; Lee, S.Y. The Mangrove Ecosystem. In World Seas: An Environmental Evaluation;

Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2019; pp. 1–34.
17. Grellier, S.; Janeau, J.L.; Dang Hoai, N.; Nguyen Thi Kim, C.; Le Thi Phuong, Q.; Pham Thi Thu, T.; Tran-Thi, N.T.; Marchand, C.

Changes in soil characteristics and C dynamics after mangrove clearing (Vietnam). Sci. Total Environ. 2017, 593–594, 654–663.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Fennessy, M.S.; Ibánez, C.; Calvo-Cubero, J.; Sharpe, P.; Rovira, A.; Callaway, J.; Caiola, N. Environmental controls on carbon
sequestration, sediment accretion, and elevation change in the Ebro River Delta: Implications for wetland restoration. Estuar.
Coast. Shelf Sci. 2019, 222, 32–42. [CrossRef]

19. Nóbrega, G.N.; Ferreira, T.O.; Siqueira Neto, M.; Mendonça, E.d.S.; Romero, R.E.; Otero, X.L. The importance of blue carbon soil
stocks in tropical semiarid mangroves: A case study in Northeastern Brazil. Environ. Earth Sci. 2019, 78, 369. [CrossRef]

20. Kida, M.; Kondo, M.; Tomotsune, M.; Kinjo, K.; Ohtsuka, T.; Fujitake, N. Molecular composition and decomposition stages of
organic matter in a mangrove mineral soil with time. Estuar. Coast. Shelf Sci. 2019, 231, 106478. [CrossRef]

21. Alongi, D.M. Carbon Cycling and Storage in Mangrove Forests. Ann. Rev. Mar. Sci. 2014, 6, 195–219. [CrossRef]
22. Mitsch, W.J.; Mander, Ü. Wetlands and carbon revisited. Ecol. Eng. 2018, 114, 1–6. [CrossRef]
23. Kauffman, J.B.; Bernardino, A.F.; Ferreira, T.O.; Giovannoni, L.R.; de O. Gomes, L.E.; Romero, D.J.; Jimenez, L.C.Z.; Ruiz, F.

Carbon stocks of mangroves and salt marshes of the Amazon region, Brazil. Biol. Lett. 2018, 14, 20180208. [CrossRef]
24. Schmidt, M.W.I.; Torn, M.S.; Abiven, S.; Dittmar, T.; Guggenberger, G.; Janssens, I.A.; Kleber, M.; Kögel-Knabner, I.; Lehmann, J.;

Manning, D.A.C.; et al. Persistence of soil organic matter as an ecosystem property. Nature 2011, 478, 49–56. [CrossRef]
25. Howard, J.; Hoyt, S.; Isensee, K.; Telszewski, M.; Pidgeon, E.; Telszewski, M. Coastal Blue Carbon: Methods for Assessing Carbon

Stocks and Emissions Factors in Mangroves, Tidal Salt Marshes, and Seagrasses; Conservation International, Intergovernmental
Oceanographic Commission of UNESCO, International Union for Conservation of Nature: Arlington, VA, USA, 2014; Volume 1,
ISBN 9782831717623.

26. Sun, H.; Jiang, J.; Cui, L.; Feng, W.; Wang, Y.; Zhang, J. Soil organic carbon stabilization mechanisms in a subtropical mangrove
and salt marsh ecosystems. Sci. Total Environ. 2019, 673, 502–510. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Queiroz, H.M.; Nóbrega, G.N.; Otero, X.L.; Ferreira, T.O. Are acid volatile sulfides (AVS) important trace metals sinks in semi-arid
mangroves? Mar. Pollut. Bull. 2018, 126, 318–322. [CrossRef]

28. Nóbrega, G.N.; Ferreira, T.O.; Siqueira Neto, M.; Queiroz, H.M.; Artur, A.G.; Mendonça, E.D.S.; Silva, E.D.O.; Otero, X.L. Edaphic
factors controlling summer (rainy season) greenhouse gas emissions (CO2 and CH4) from semiarid mangrove soils (NE-Brazil).
Sci. Total Environ. 2016, 542, 685–693. [CrossRef]

29. Behling, H.; da Costa, M.L. Mineralogy, geochemistry, and palynology of modern and late Tertiary mangrove deposits in the
Barreiras Formation of Mosqueiro Island, northeastern Pará state, eastern Amazonia. J. S. Am. Earth Sci. 2004, 17, 285–295.
[CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.125189
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-015-1555-3
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2020.106758
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2012.02.009
http://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15513
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33522071
http://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2019.0120
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2016.11.106
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2020.104898
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2017.06.057
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2007.08.024
http://doi.org/10.4155/cmt.12.20
http://doi.org/10.1038/ngeo1123
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.03.204
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28364605
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2019.03.023
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-019-8368-z
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2019.106478
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-marine-010213-135020
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2017.12.027
http://doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2018.0208
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature10386
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.04.122
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30995584
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2017.11.020
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.10.108
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsames.2004.08.002


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2021, 18, 8981 11 of 11

30. Melo, V.F.; Singh, B.; Schaefer, C.E.G.R.; Novais, R.F.; Fontes, M.P.F. Chemical and Mineralogical Properties of Kaolinite-Rich
Brazilian Soils. Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J. 2001, 65, 1324–1333. [CrossRef]

31. Knoppers, B.; Ekau, W.; Figueiredo, A.G. The coast and shelf of east and northeast Brazil and material transport. Geo-Mar. Lett.
1999, 19, 171–178. [CrossRef]

32. Schaeffer-Novelli, Y.; Cintrón-Molero, G.; Soares, M.L.G.; De-Rosa, T. Brazilian mangroves. Aquat. Ecosyst. Health Manag. 2000, 3,
561–570. [CrossRef]

33. Ferreira, T.O.; Otero, X.L.; Vidal-Torrado, P.; Macías, F. Effects of bioturbation by root and crab activity on iron and sulfur
biogeochemistry in mangrove substrate. Geoderma 2007, 142, 36–46. [CrossRef]

34. Otero, X.L.; Ferreira, T.O.; Huerta-Díaz, M.A.; Partiti, C.S.M.; Souza, V.; Vidal-Torrado, P.; Macías, F. Geochemistry of iron and
manganese in soils and sediments of a mangrove system, Island of Pai Matos (Cananeia SP, Brazil). Geoderma 2009, 148, 318–335.
[CrossRef]

35. Gee, G.W.; Or, D. 2.4 Particle-Size Analysis; John Wiley & Sons Ltd.: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2018; pp. 255–293.
36. Schmidt, M.W.I.; Knicker, H.; Hatcher, P.G.; Kogel-Knabner, I. Improvement of 13 C and 15 N CPMAS NMR spectra of bulk soils,

particle size fractions and organic material by treatment with 10% hydrofluoric acid. Eur. J. Soil Sci. 1997, 48, 319–328. [CrossRef]
37. Gonçalves, C.N.; Dalmolin, R.S.D.; Dick, D.P.; Knicker, H.; Klamt, E.; Kögel-Knabner, I. The effect of 10% HF treatment on the

resolution of CPMAS 13C NMR spectra and on the quality of organic matter in Ferralsols. Geoderma 2003, 116, 373–392. [CrossRef]
38. Almeida, H.C.; Dick, D.P.; Bertotto, F.L.; Chitarra, G.S. Distribution of chemical compartments of soil organic matter and c stocks

of a cambisol from south Brazil as affected by Pinus afforestation. Quim. Nova 2012, 35, 1329–1335. [CrossRef]
39. Dick, D.P.; Nunes Gonçalves, C.; Dalmolin, R.S.D.; Knicker, H.; Klamt, E.; Kögel-Knabner, I.; Simões, M.L.; Martin-Neto, L.

Characteristics of soil organic matter of different Brazilian Ferralsols under native vegetation as a function of soil depth. Geoderma
2005, 124, 319–333. [CrossRef]

40. Dai, K.H.; Johnson, C.E. Applicability of solid-state 13C CP/MAS NMR analysis in Spodosols: Chemical removal of magnetic
materials. Geoderma 1999, 93, 289–310. [CrossRef]

41. Kida, M.; Fujitake, N. Organic Carbon Stabilization Mechanisms in Mangrove Soils: A Review. Forests 2020, 11, 981. [CrossRef]
42. Reimann, C.; Filzmoser, P.; Garrett, R.G.; Dutter, R. Statistical Data Analysis Explained; John Wiley & Sons Ltd.: Chichester, UK,

2008; ISBN 9780470987605.
43. Jay, D.A.; Orton, P.M.; Chisholm, T.; Wilson, D.J.; Fain, A.M.V. Particle trapping in stratified estuaries: Consequences of mass

conservation. Estuaries Coasts 2007, 30, 1095–1105. [CrossRef]
44. Morell, J.M.; Corredor, J.E. Sediment nitrogen trapping in a mangrove lagoon. Estuar. Coast. Shelf Sci. 1993, 37, 203–212. [CrossRef]
45. Eusterhues, K.; Rumpel, C.; Kleber, M.; Kögel-Knabner, I. Stabilisation of soil organic matter by interactions with minerals as

revealed by mineral dissolution and oxidative degradation. Org. Geochem. 2003, 34, 1591–1600. [CrossRef]
46. Sollins, P.; Swanston, C.; Kramer, M. Stabilization and destabilization of soil organic matter A new focus. Biogeochemistry 2007, 85,

1–7. [CrossRef]
47. Kleber, M.; Nico, P.S.; Plante, A.; Filley, T.; Kramer, M.; Swanston, C.; Sollins, P. Old and stable soil organic matter is not necessarily

chemically recalcitrant: Implications for modeling concepts and temperature sensitivity. Glob. Chang. Biol. 2011, 17, 1097–1107.
[CrossRef]

48. Kopittke, P.M.; Dalal, R.C.; Hoeschen, C.; Li, C.; Menzies, N.W.; Mueller, C.W. Soil organic matter is stabilized by organo-mineral
associations through two key processes: The role of the carbon to nitrogen ratio. Geoderma 2020, 357, 113974. [CrossRef]

49. Kleber, M.; Eusterhues, K.; Keiluweit, M.; Mikutta, C.; Mikutta, R.; Nico, P.S. Mineral–Organic Associations: Formation, Properties,
and Relevance in Soil Environments. Adv. Agron. 2015, 130, 1–140. [CrossRef]

50. Chen, Y.; Li, Y.; Thompson, C.; Wang, X.; Cai, T.; Chang, Y. Differential sediment trapping abilities of mangrove and saltmarsh
vegetation in a subtropical estuary. Geomorphology 2018, 318, 270–282. [CrossRef]

51. Gleason, S.M.; Ewel, K.C.; Hue, N. Soil redox conditions and plant-soil relationships in a micronesian mangrove forest. Estuar.
Coast. Shelf Sci. 2003, 56, 1065–1074. [CrossRef]

52. Alongi, D.M. Dissolved iron supply limits early growth of estuarine mangroves. Ecology 2010, 91, 3229–3241. [CrossRef]
53. Henneberry, Y.K.; Kraus, T.E.C.; Nico, P.S.; Horwath, W.R. Structural stability of coprecipitated natural organic matter and ferric

iron under reducing conditions. Org. Geochem. 2012, 48, 81–89. [CrossRef]
54. Dicen, G.P.; Navarrete, I.A.; Rallos, R.V.; Salmo, S.G.; Garcia, M.C.A. The role of reactive iron in long-term carbon sequestration in

mangrove sediments. J. Soils Sediments 2019, 19, 501–510. [CrossRef]
55. Yu, C.; Xie, S.; Song, Z.; Xia, S.; Åström, M.E. Biogeochemical cycling of iron (hydr-)oxides and its impact on organic carbon

turnover in coastal wetlands: A global synthesis and perspective. Earth-Sci. Rev. 2021, 218, 103658. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2001.6541324x
http://doi.org/10.1007/s003670050106
http://doi.org/10.1080/14634980008650693
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2007.07.010
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2008.10.016
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2389.1997.tb00552.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0016-7061(03)00119-8
http://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-40422012000700009
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2004.05.008
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0016-7061(99)00072-5
http://doi.org/10.3390/f11090981
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF02841399
http://doi.org/10.1006/ecss.1993.1051
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.orggeochem.2003.08.007
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10533-007-9099-x
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2010.02278.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2019.113974
http://doi.org/10.1016/BS.AGRON.2014.10.005
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2018.06.018
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0272-7714(02)00307-4
http://doi.org/10.1890/09-2142.1
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.orggeochem.2012.04.005
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11368-018-2051-y
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.earscirev.2021.103658

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Site and Soil Sampling 
	Soil Carbon Contents and SCSs 
	Particle Size Distribution 
	Soil Demineralization Procedure 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results and Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

