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Abstract. The genus Sagittaria belongs to Alismataceae, of which many aquatic plants have
worldwide distribution. The plants in Sagittaria live in diverse habitats, with complex
phenotypic response to their environment (both vegetative and reproductive) , and are basal
lineages in monocots, which make them a good study system for ecologists and evolutionary
biologists. Among all related studies on Sagittaria, this review generalized the species of
interest, the questions being asked and their conclusions. Typically, there are both common
and endangered species in this genus, and ecological factors probably account for the
endangerment. Some Sagittaria species have become invasive weeds in areas of paddy
fields; however, competitive ability seems variable depending on different rice cultivars.
Environment plays a big role in shaping phenotypes and has a large effect on the community
structure of aquatic systems with Sagittaria plants. There are relatively high levels of genetic
variation in Sagittaria species. With regard to reproduction, the plants show tradeoffs between
sexual and asexual reproduction, and between two gender functions. There is strong evidence
in the evolutionary path from monoecy to dioecy in S. frifolia. In this review, we also mention
the lack of research in certain areas, emphasize some methods and ideas, and point out

future directions.
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EEFRH 25 E (P EZEE ) WAt e sy
VRIS I — R g R, AR IR
(2011 4F) A4 AN —2 e By, RAE W, BN
ST RIS 58 B S R AT T IR 4K,
AR LEFRATTXT B AR 09 MUK S LA 45 7 A=
TR R A

2R (Sagittaria L.) Je& B AR 4 B S B
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AT AR Z—

TED AR SR et R b, 2B R BURZ
] 2 25 G LA 5T A L 3 A RO 28 1 1 L (S
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MITEIFERA R LR, BRATA 4 R 2508
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Gh, HAR 77 AN T E A E AR A, Hor
X oyt B LR ET 2R LG (S, trifolia) HIBFTEH
%, mFTAIESCER Y 46. 8% (37 i), X 55
EARMR I B RS AN TE Y, FEE M A4 1Y
LB RN S. trifolia F1 S. lancifolia, TEFeA 14
Bel ) 54 RS AISCSCHk R, A 31 REAEE XX 2 A~
FRAIEIE, (EAR PR, X oA 1) 2R B )
TR 9T BEAS R R A v S L2 AR AT B BTk, 1 X)
FEI A 1) 28 1k J& W A i T 98 8% Spencer Barrett
KMEAVEZ T2, L7 2F3 nT DA 26 1
R B A 2H I BEREN, AT THE ST H R AR 22
S RN WY G S WRE Y Ll b a7 e
U AN TT Z AR I Sy

ZEh e b B JLAS A1 A R B S8 B8 T Il G
A2 B 56, wlan, o E R A YRR OR]
Z&4 (S. lichuanensis) %" FI/N & ( S. potamo-
getifolia) "% | WifE IR TR 2EL (S, natans) '
WA FRER ., JLRP3EH9M (South Carolina
& North Carolina) JL4~#f ( County ) [ S. fasci-

culata %!

AN, A — BB 5T OC U R R 2 AR
(AR A Wy B80T 20 sk B, R i 56 W Y
T 284k ( S. montevidensis) -3 F1 g it 25 4 ( S.
platyphylla) " MR ARG HEAE L S A gE ;. DA
R 56k 1) 1 2845 (S lichuanensis ) 7E 5 M
BT B 20 SRR R 5K 2 S AR X SR
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2 BHLEMRHABTRERSH

2.1 IMEMRGEEYRIRI
WERBTFERBOT 73 e . — BRI 20l
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BOAKEFRIAB R T805 . T 28Uk @ AEY I %
B IR AR A SZ IR BE R W AR DRI, AR A I
A 2.5 /N (BRI B AR E T R4
#AE) o

55 T2 5T A0 0 PR BT A0 G K R T
JK A48T (i hydroperoid 21 flood/water
depth! #3441y EhEE7) (49 4F salinity concentra-
tion' "/, salinity influx rate and duration of ex-
posure to salinity LR "B R
AR A U A A W IR B A I S
R 1S 73 0 N v S Oy ) = 7))
W RIK A ST T ) LRI OE A H A T
W T ecds , HARXT 2 d e kA8 e, Rl
A —EHsEig i S, latifolia, S. platyphylla (i
EVEARIR, TS, lancifolia 2 28 4 J& AE W 76 % K
KR A IR, BN Spartina
GERRRY B IREE AN E B SRR
YuXof 280 B A Y I RO T e, SR KRR
RES I LAEREIE T AR 25 (HK RN 2R Ik 1) 5
M 2R Z24E, X 0] AR AL IR PR i L R VE FH AR
X, HIRBEHFZA ] RefA7EsC AR, #EE N
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TN AR I B A AR
2.2 HEBBHEYIEAEDTEEVTNEE R EEMN
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XK SR BB 5T g 2 81018 R
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Wik, MY LRV, A 45 SCERT
AT B S5 18 2R I TR A 25 PR B RSB 1Y R
R, A 2 B SCHRBT 5T 45 AT oy H 2 g h
&, A 6 R OSCERIE TN R 2R L BR AR 1 55 . A
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— oK A 2 ) 2 RUBE I RCR T AE 5 — K
P A 5150 AR LI o T RE A S —
(I FERERE, T 0200 R 1 o B 1) 3 BEOK IR 8 9%
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Sy, B FBR AR R I — AR AT LY
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F B REAEITS G R aE 11000 (B A B gTdE
BRI S — R s e R A, HZRLGSEK
AR K BIVK E RE 155k BROkRE, A
FH & S A A 6 7K A (B8 58 ) B 4 S RN T b S
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AAR IR RERL, EE A RER AT X J7 1
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B, AR X KR SRS e, T AR R
2 Kissimmee /KAS RGRA W Z Z2 2,
SERIp TR N R/ R SEAQISPSY S NG Y STTE LY PN
R T IR K X)) o 280 & A 1 i v

BERETE (broadleaf marsh) ) FE Y Fpz —, H
IR R R SOR NSz —, TEAR
N IEHE Y 2 VR = NI =R T B
v ANB 255 BT Y K IR R RR L i [R], o1 8 2L
SR R KO e i T I Rt oK Bk e %0 ( flood
pulse) *%  out & [ A 56 A A8 R BT A
KA = FE XA
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FEEMARA RIS, B &4 Y
PR —FA T B A D B 5T T F K
et ZE I AR AE 007, BB 27 UK AE AR B
T 7 A SRR R AV E FHAR R, X AR K A4
HIAF] 90% LA -, 33X 45 26l J& 2 M 2 L 1 o 4 4
7 — A, RRES KRS A B 58 4B ) sk e
IR BIHCHI A2 BB ROR . A ST K IR 7
WRER, ZRI KRS B 7 B R K SR
WA IS K B0 2R U 2 3 K RS R s =%, X
RES T oE i 28 W B AN [ O, 805 KA AN ]
e ARG
2.4 ZEWEMEANE, BESHEMLERIIES

ZEN R 2 L R 5| T KA E 2R AT
YR K B BRI A0 IR R R A
HRESEMBERE ., RILWEFT ™™, DX
M ZREVE R ALY AR RS T TS, ONIRR
AN B N B R OC R B E T AR, AR NE
DRAFRZIER I &, 4560 Tk, B4
HE T B R E RS RO xebgip
SHRF 58 X 2 IR R ) R G AR 5T 4 R
AR—F,

HART 2R 4 JR Al ) st AL Z REPE R | A
HEVFNARE]) 3 AR T Ta5E, Ik TR L
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H AR U, BT MR A
B A A, X5 2B T I ANILEE B A K
AR R R, B K B0 B XY
IR AFEBRAE TR g K, i B SR Bl A 55 A 4 A st
AR, Bl AT B A i ST R R )
PR, BRIL, 76 X% s A 4 1E 47 40 G 52 56 B
JO7 R S T L SRR A I s R S, R aX
AT RE 2 T BOICME F 400K 10 AR XT B 238 R0 B R 35t A% 465
PR RS

8, B EAY NG Z R AT F AT
ZIEMER R, AR SRR T
K272 887020 ] R — S 3 £ ) o 2 3 B A
m L 2R, XU IR ] fE 5 A4 A
FMK, miARRAA TR, R, DBk
AR, R ZE I i e 22 B R % 2Rk
PR, WS [ AR FIEEA A P A AR 45,
FARSEIOMEE, HIEAR ., P8 X a R
FEIN B K N SO AR

5=, ZRUhRAEY R LN R s e £
AN S 45 SR 48 S R R ] A AR B AR XA, D
SRR KR 51070 ik 26 Wi U Al 40 A4 A6 K3 3
SR EC BE R, KR A 34 M T RE AR R
B AR T R L

S0, ZRAh R A RS AR HIAR R T AHOG
WFFE R, R [EI S RP 2 3 A R BT s A H
FERE R, Q0 2 0 AT R TR G B T, 3€
WEEL (S. latifolia) A VK IUIEERE B4 B 1% 9
[ 2 AR[E S A B WA R A vl g IRl e o1k
AURR IR Rh XY Bt 2 2R T ) FOE B 4 T bRl
14 e B0 0 g 43 9 st 4% A8 S H R 0 R (an
SNP 4§) , A 2K z/E W & SRt A Y4k o
SIA—A ST IETC
2.5 RUGEMFEEMESENESTREHNL

AT o5 A 2R e A S R A IE 19 L
B, SRR 5 A IS SCERY = 2 — L
b, WAL RS T AL R A T E A
YyFhFE WA S PN, EARTIE ST U AT S S LA
4 ANJ7IE

(1) BHEEMETEEENERFEFLER RS

IS 5% A0 45 T A6 ULE2 RN AL 43 A ) 2 0F 55 O
eI (= S < = I PO Ol ol
TRV bk 2E R R R AR S R SR R A
OSSR A AR A ISR e R AEAR
FEXTECR. HAFSE N2 USRIt 2 TR 2 IR A5
FISEREFNTTHE . T 28 Gl A A A B0 o 3¢
FAIEAE, Hax 2 FpgE 7 X 2 (8] B AT BE A2 BEUR 1) i
U, BT RE B E AR N, AR TE M A G A
JEE 3 v DU 2 T A A 0 1) LS S 28R, DT AT
Pl BT A M BAE A DL, B, X9 28 A )
B350 BO% A AT, L —F 0 H BN 25
Wik =22 ] ) A0 s B AG 1%) , 55 22 AR B4 52 e A
Jatl & A AR SE N ZE Uk (S, Jatifolia) Fey Mk i [ A b
PO (ERBFEEG (S, trifolia) /N (S, pota-
mogetifolia) Z I | 257K T [ 57 5L 108107 108 110
X 2 NIRRT A BRI B SR 2 R R A AL Y
B AR L 1 I, A5 I T S A 1 RIRR 28 1
KN IAT IR, RIS AR (R E
Z2) AR R RAR TR ZF BB, (i T AR K
R, AR () B Ry,
TE B R TG M 20 5 AR a2 B0 T A 5 AL
WRESC, HAEEAR RN, XA 2 A HoAth
RFLE A AT 2T,

(2) EFEM TN FIZIME B30

A A 3 S pl DR R R ) A AR e R
FETEAFh 45 BE 1 KU (trade-off ) . 75 25 1% J@ #E 4
d, TR SR K AYERICHE S, LA
P A R 1 AR AR KO BSR4y
B TR AL R ARG T A a i R R
eI = I T NI =5 ) O SN 2 3
AN L i SN i 5 o 1B = 5 e
S LU R R i A PR G B A Y
WEB AT, BB EIE, IR an (B
R AR MESE R, RIS R
K, A KRS S, TotE SO AR A 2%
P, XATRES — B ARE ) 7E A% 25 PR v B
ZHAADE; (EA T RE R A A ) R I R B
RN £ |V 7/ W S e oot k. M3 81 &5 SN ]



555 i

WOBREE . RN R A L S B A A W R S 625

K, MR A M EH G A C ARG R 53 AT
TS, REFRIERZE 9 AFI 11 A X
B S F 2B RIR W (6 H -9 1) tHfE#
(FEHWELEE R ), X BT R] 1 56 5 0 i 7 AT
ViR e B R B 2 e s HO I 1 B 1) R 45
Ao SR AMBRBEIA A Ff SEgR ok, L anda il B
Y JEAAUAS [ A PR BB K-, ab ik ot B0
A o BOZAR a2, AR PR 23 52 i Al 5k
AR BT LT, IE W TR B SR AT
IRF4$ 07 T B A AR AR R 2 4R 1 T DAY X S
e, AXRHES T, W BRI TEA )
{14 % 51 %5 5 4K 15 (resource acquisition) 5 %% I 43
fit (resource allocation) .,

T ME M T BE A A T T, AN [F)E R AR
PRSI RORAS (BRI ) LT TET00 A g
/NI AR e e 122 A 5 i A R I A
PR, BT HIEEFRRE . BT TF RS
R AR B R B %% B B /NS AT 8 X I A AR =7 7 9 D K
Ve, FRATHEG T 7R I 26 5 B IR P i R A R
Hr o 3 A5z IR E A8 0k A8 7 15 2 LAY
A 8 LI K IMEAL AT A S, A 5 AL
55 R UEAE AR A 2338 i, A 1 SRR g
FERAFIRE SRR, AR A AR R/ 1 1 43 id
}i {3 ( size-dependent sex allocation, SDS) fii 7~
FERRBEE SRR w2 o B AR 22 1Y B
SMEMETRE Y RS LA ST A A
KES, XWIRIRAT LRAS R SL 045 7] GEid £
AR K NZ M AR R, s s R
AR, BT S AN A sl e R A Ak DL L
TP FLIERI I ROR 22 57, ALP T I8 ST %
FEARBUARDG , AEAR S I8 nT BB AERE A A W B R AR
WP AT —E PR A AR AE, X SR AN RE fi] B
P AER FAERE R /N, B, 7E IR B I 5 AR AR 255 B A
KN SCER Hr, AE RR B U8 43 BC A AR R 2 A [
fRt22Y e TR EHRIF 2 A8 e R AR AR K /I R SC iR
o, SRR KN ME IS A SR A R
e, [AIRE R PR X (] — S P Rl AN ) S 3 v )
R L RWA 1, Hrp— PSSR, MEH
BRIER, MR Ik I S — A B S 4 IR

&, BEERIARIG R, MR IR AR [ R g %)
PRI 7 T PR BIF 5 T B B A S50 S 06 BE T A4k )
78T ISLIN

M T EMMZE LG (S, latifolia) 171 e Ik S A% f
B, XAV E AR ERUT AL TS, AR
UE S 26 I 78 A P oA PR AN G 22 8] AR Bk T He
PRSI JoE B T 2 ) MV S A R, i A
PEARZZREM RIS A B B T S P i) 22 S A
S HEME T RE T A7 R BRI, T T e RN T
HAZ KA A IR A BT T AR R A
PR BB HEAEAS ] DX 30 78 A S HL R PR 200 R
T IR AR LB R R RS
BERAERAER . S0b, 200 AR i Bl R RS X
HEAERITRIAEFF . P L (floral sex ratio) FIAg 4 %€
6052 KA s A

(3) LT SRR B ML Sl A0 IE £

P =75 ('sexual dimorphism) 42 M ik JR X 1G
SRR OGS, TR IR SCRE X RIS 7™ A 1 SR
RIHT)F % A AR b (0 M 2 (O A
AMERGTES ) FIAE 2 (MEHE AR ) BLG RN k R t g AR
L2 P R TR] 2 T R ) 2 B 9 L
g # B A 3 B9 3£ #E4E H (pollinator-mediated
selection) , LA FIPERE % & —KEmU® ) 1R
I 8 A v A K 2 BRI S AE IR B M ek, A
ZASCHARIE , EMYIFh (S trifolia & S. latifo-
lia) HEAEFUMEAE AR L, AEIR R, JF AR
%, ABIFFAE 0 38 3 (5K [F] B A8 1 B Bl AE
7, floral display) B8 5@ i % B A% H
(RS FI AL ST e B, R UK AE ) A6 e /R AR 4k
FRy ] 1y AN A S A DULRR 2 ), EL K B K %) I A 3
LW, BUMERES AR B 2
5%, WEtRUL, TR B EvEE &R, i
TR KN GRS G R RAK, BB/ NAE
J R A IEPE D RE RS I [] 25 b 1 B Ay
KHEZMML 2, AERNE, MR R AL
— 3, PRI B REAEAS [ AR X MR A
[ HOE A . 78 59— M4 [ AR B 255 R 40 ( S.
guyanensis, HEAEFIPIMEAL AR ) A58, il L
BATRAMER AT A5 5238 R, P AR 7= A /]
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REJE A T 3L A 5 i B b )

eV ZASTT T, T RN (S. latifolia) 1+
TEMERE S AR AN Y, MERRA HH R ERT K,
X A] BEZ5 MRS R T RRE (R SRR R, A /D
GERTE B L HERR FIMERRTE B SR 75K . FHAERE I Al
BRI LA SR SR R A, B R
SRR AE L3R 7 TR AT R BRI, X —
45 R G s MERR AT BEAEAE KRB I FISE e T T Ak
SRR THERR , (HIATRZEE 2 LA g i — 20 BHLfR
T X M S ) A DL A

FIHAFMENET RS, 2FH 10 B 5L 5
UE ST M S R A W 8 AR R R O R N 1) DR
PSR R AR RS B RN 5 R R — IR R S
[BAERECR ARG, TS5 U Rl AR R A% H C R
K, FrfEMEE Rk, R ARviekEot 2
FEAE S R B A Ry, 1T S Ak P 1 T BB 2 5
TEARRIAREAR L, B0 BE0H p D) Bk T B Ry
R R A () Bt T AN R AR B, i U AE AN
() H FR 50 HHAL R 9 B D% BT AN [m] A 4638
JrIR AW

(4) HEWESE R 5 E £ (monoecy ) 2 i
HE Sk ( dioecy ) HIFE{LIE TR

AT T SC A B RERR M, A dBeErh T
EMZE L (S. latifolia) . Marcel Dorken P55 20 5¢
BT PR ECE F G0 2R G BURE F 22 T Y S8
B, AL A A 0 A8 S R0 RO 1) 0 35 AR M 3 OC
R MR s R AR A
AR A AR I 4 BT X e A A Y 9 3 A
FAUSO AR BT O, A AR AR R
TSR SRR AT A AR A L A
BEEPEER . HAREREXT P EIE A W e RAE AT A
A /MR HEAE FH 25 22 J2 T BRI 1 32400 e A
SVREE RGR MR MR TR, X — R
SR RAL TR B F 2R G0 fe 4 T e BB ) AR
Z—o AN T — A RS R FRATTTE XS R AR R}
B, —EZRR AR, 2 HEZF S8 FB
PR RYE T | Bl R ok,

3 HiE

USRI T 2 A KAy, 45 R

BRHIPR T NE 2 BERA LK,

SEETE VA DML S 26 0k e A ) LR S R AL AR )2 SR

RCRRIEAL b, 8 RSB Y AR E IR KiE

& SR 5 R A A R Y g . HAEREE TP 5
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