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Abstract; Sedimentation is a common phenomenon in wetlands. It generally increases soil bulk
density,, moisture content, and metal elements content, while decreases soil organic matter con-
tent, aeration condition, and temperature, giving effects on plant survival, growth, and vegeta-
tion succession. During the process of long-term adaptive evolution, wetland plants have evolved
a series of efficient strategies to acclimate to sedimentation. Some plants have become so special-
ized that they actually require regular sand burial to maintain high vigor, while the others that
don’t have effective strategies are disappeared. The main strategies include: 1) life history strat-
egy, e. g. , producing high-quality seed, seed dormancy, or enhanced clonal reproduction, 2)
morphological responses, e. g. , elongation of stem, leaf, or spacer, decreasing branching angle
and root shoot ration, increasing tillers, and producing aerial roots, etc. , and 3) physiological
responses, e. g. , enhanced photosynthetic rate, carbon dioxide exchange rate, and plant hor-
mone level. Future research should focus on the mechanisms accounting for seed dormancy, plant
performance, and physiological responses of plants to sedimentation. Meantime, anatomical study
should be strengthened.
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[l 4 7K 1T 22 3K 60 ~ 120 e¢m ( Spencer & Ksander,
2002) . BRHSRIHZR SN, N0 shid ik A TR
B | - ] P2 AR g o5 5 of 0 V0 R AR 2R AR
T W Y FE N o 8 T A B A I b 3 B A A -
YR KA T — RV A2 Ak, 2 2 80k 52 i iR
A B v R T ) ) EE IR Bl [ (Owen et al.
2004)

A [ AR, Y VD IR AR AE 4 AR A A
H T e AL ERICAZ X XIS A A AR R
A ERENE , (R A 3] Z5A R RE A T ] gL
A S, BETT S E AR TS VD IR IR N B2 E A7 RE
MR LUES: . 285 K Rsd gt e, 77k 1 —
RT3 14 88 b AL ), 3k SE AR ) e 7 T I A [+] )
PRIGE0  AEAEAE AR 1 S R3S A BT A
BLBEAL [F] 35 N AR . AR OR OC TR AR P X e
VDI ) 3 %7 P S HEAIL B ) BIF 5 88 9 i ] A s
(Kent et al. ,2001;Li & Xie,2009; & 55, 2010) ,
AR SO FE N AP ST I VD TR R PR A Rl T |
R 0 35 7 SR 7 T R BIEFE 64T TS, X LR
AIBFE T A T R B

1 RWIRMAXEM T IR R AR BRI

1.1 JRVDIRET - s

e U0 U FEUGT 1 M - RIS A R i 22 T TR
FEARE ) AE, PEAER RS ENER
Z—, Je Vb A B IR 2 4 845 5 1S 0 ( Koning,
2004) . 2) MRS, WVPIREE, R R E
BVEFEAC ( Dittmar & Neely,1999) , 3) & /K&, I
VPR AR AT DL 52 i)+ 38 & /K £, 40 Dittmar F1 Neely
(1999) K3, 575 A 1 75 /K it Bl Ui FHLR J3E 348 Jon i 334
T X Y5 VAR 3 b %) BF 5 [R) A 40 1 (Maun, 1997 ), +
KA S IR B A O, B AT R BE R
TR U A A J5ORE B A BILIBT 1 f 38 22 i 38 fn , & %k
Yk 5 %+ HOR E & ¥ % H Z 0 A/E M (Koning,
2004) . 4) Sk, e b U R A e M BT
(Hupp et al. ,2008) , FEIEPVPIRFSRAF T H 35
JK e TR FL B R AR 3 B (% SCTA A, 2007)
5) RHER A Yo Vb R I I b R 2 R
REEAIG , 78 22 1R B2 98 /)N ( Matisons & Braimelis, 2008 ) ,
6)pH {H, IR0 2 & P ik 2f M TR 25
Jme, BT, IR+ 18 pH (E 5 IR B U R
B 56 (Maun,1997) . 7) AHLGE, IRV AT
B AP, (b A LT & w3 (8 R AR v

TV RR(FFIREE,2008) , F 1 SRR L ek
JEAHLBT S i F )7 1+ 8 3% 2 ( Baldwin & Maun,
1983) . WAk, AIEHESE (2009) BFFE KB, A P HY
23 8] 34T F I VPR BRI G . [RI BEA R AR
TRIEERYBGIN , AT SR Yy 5 A i S 58 e, T2
i - A HLIT 2 Bt (Vargo et al. ,1998) , 8) 4xJ@ ot
R H RN G 8 0 iz M ZPUER],
AR A 42 8 T R I B 4R DX, G 0 g A
R A R AT e W B A HTE G T 2 — (/N gy
4.2010) , IAHGESS SR TR T
B it Bl AZ R VD IR R 52 M (B AR 55,2007 ) Uik
Hh PESF 55 (2008 ) 555X B A] — F YIS Vi 16 1l 1) fF
FERH IR -3 i - os R & S IR e v 1
A%,

S YR VD IR RR 32 B i B AR - 8 SR W o )
FFH AN S S, 5| & A 1 A Wy 3 Ak~ Pk S
AR RS | TS bR A 0 A A A K R B A )
£ 20 R i e Y 1 O < = 4 S e R O N
YIRSk Z 0, A K ZBHMH], B 0, 85| Eik 5
e B A PIRAE L YRR AR R B
HEAERGEE . MRYE Callaway (1994 ) 2 Hi A9 Bria A6
FEARUL ( stress gradient hypothesis, SGH) |, fifi & 4E 4=
Py R 2R I3 AR R e R AR 1) 3 D583, 2
YEFRR 2R RO JE VIR R AT R 43 A 4
A EEINRE &, A BN VP 35 ( Ammophila arenaria)
FIEIMVD B (Ammophila breviligulata ) S A TEJe TP
IRBLRAT T A BB IR B BRI KR IS8 L BB
KJHWI (Kent et al. ,2001) . fJa, FIPETE VD IR
SR A T A R B R, B R4 (2007)
A, 808 PH I 5 AT MR 00 b PSS KA 1) B | )
TRPE A TREE L FUK T DU A5 TR B0 S Y
A SZ PP IR
1.2 PR VDIABRONH I b A 4 e 1 5 e

Ve vb A R T SOM # TR  H E R H Z —
(Maun & Perumal 1999 ;5K%% K 55 ,2009) , e VP IR FR
R 3ok 5 M Y b A 40 A A %) B SRR T e AR ) 1Y) i
KA I B 245 A B B ( Dittmar &
Neely,1999) , U0, Jurik %5 (1994 ) 3 ,0.25 cm
VPR AR R 0 25080 TR R BB A 3 [RINA
HRIEFR, VIR TR T Ak AR PIF I A=A | T D
TE JE P57 2] 00 ] ,i%g#'@ﬂﬁﬂ\( Werner & Ze-
ndler,2002) , #1815 A P08 TR IR AR Y
R A o 1R H TR IR B 2T T A A A
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(i) 2 S, DT Xo) A i i 2 B o PR A VR . AR A
XPUE VD YA R 38 1 22 57, AT 40 A 3 2. 1) R P
Y, TR Z A NG TEA 2318 32 Ve 10 I RS e 1 7N
Rl PRI i = 3 e VD IR RR AT ROR . 2) it
T ZEAED 53 AT JE ) 7R A T IRV IR AR A X 5
HA A o 3) MRS A, IS A s A A
PEVEVDIRFRY Xk, 75 L AE Ve VP IR BSR4 RE 58
WA A, E R R AR AR ), A A7 A 3 L
1) b2k, — B T 52 1Y R, A RE IE A,
ZHT-(Maun et al. ,1996)

T M AR T A AR 2 P B A R AR A A (L &
Xie,2009) , LLEEin] = F P15 A A 1 ) 3 25 Sk 490, i)
FJR VWA R BT B ) (14 T SRR R VR 7E — A
INANZ eV I FRAE T T Ak A i ) e v b 3k b i
TEREON FEMIREIN 6 Af RO NS SR A R B S, PRI 4k
SEANWTIR R, Fh A 0 A R A IR TSN &
FFERE N WIS RE N PR A O KB N B =
FEIN K EETE NG AR A AR B, AT VAR P =B A |
TOMIEEIN AN BB TSP DA 2R R A 5
TRAE AL (5K 55 ,2000) , [a] A, Y8 7 YR AR A
JEANTy 2R E T 38 VLI R % SR T ]
AR 2 080 A 157, 98 R0 A A R 1 T M- 5 - -
AR TR PR AR Ay 1 D e - - 7 =5 - AR Tt
PR AR AR Ay 1 106 M- A R A =5 - PR (3 i 2
B ,2008) o FEUR VIR RS K IR R R o,
1451 2273 1) A 35 4 A oA 49 2 A W 2 ke
e AR RS M Ha s TR G B A IR, e VD U
TR AN PR 5 M A B i 1) E IR 2R U 2 1Y
AR A E T WESE, S R
TETE TR S S K SO B b g | 4856 [ AR BE R &5
BAERMEE R, F U e TR 8 kB S5
AR (2Rl 5 ,2007)

2 RVDIRFR TR AR W B9 3E L R B

2.1 ATESXTR

2.1.1 FFR/AN HHFFLE 60 em WY LJE T
A 3R AR AR AR R 2 4 Bl R
(RTINS WD, A S AR B E AR OC
(Zhang & Maun,1994) ,— 17 7 , )2 EA F T
FpF-1 & , 3% 0] RS 3G T Fp T SR R sk o
T ARG 2 B 28 Kk B PG ELT (Li et al.
2006 ) I8 /D T BTk sl P s B U 45 R A G
(Zhang & Wang,2001) , M, 2T, B 1 H

TS SO R 22N R AR K (Li et al.
2006) o — AT, Ve vD IS 11 I8 1 AR ) 5
[ PEE R IT E (0 h 1, o 19 Jo K R LB 7
- rb T A B B L 2 ol B R A TR 174 S TR
JE WA H B, 4 B 5 4 RE 1 5 ( Vaughton &
Ramsey,2001) , ¥ 5 & 5 H 1 58 71 [0 ¢ R AL
AR A 3 3 T [R]— 40 R A [6) /)N B Ao
To SR TERFE I , /N BT i i 7] BE A8
e, R ORI B A 2 s I AR, 97
AEIFEAK ( Vander Wall,1993) |, JE 14 Fh e 55 A%t AN F1]
PP & (72475 45,2010 , R, PR 70 AR XA )
TR/ NS 2= DY) b B T 4% 57, Al ) 7E T
VHIRTRUX RMRFIR AR 35T 0 25 R R 2R AR
2.1.2 BRI Ab - OR BRI AR 03 1 R
FE W AEAF PR TR ) B AR —, 32 5R IR TD
TR BN AE 49 (4 - 7T BB 2o Ak 2 W) BT PR I 4
FR 5 | S TR AR (S 15 052 45, 2009 ), 3 S 5kt T V0 Tt
Y BB Fh5- PRI T REEAT 19 A3 0 R AE L
TILASTTTE 1) B PR AP R R T 278 1Y AR B
DIFR ¥ ERIE AT A 2) 980 Fh A ] 5
o 3) fHRRFAE A A A ] 55 0 5 A 48 4
SESE LA 4) AL T R 9 VF 22 A4 fir TR IR AIE
Z— , NI — Ay A LA 35 v 3 5 38 3k 31 e
K (Baskin & Baskin,1998) . 5% & B, IRIR AP T BT
5 b T B 2R R B 3G 0 i 34 0 ( Zhang & Maun,
1994 ) , Ud B o 5 1T BE A7 8 — b Xof 448 483 % J32 174 S iy
B, BV RERAZ A B B IR B, AR AR A F1) T Feb
B I A5 MR I B TN LR AF TR 78 i R M R 22
PERR D7 T 454G B EAE ], SR, 3R R
SRR ] S I b 2 PR B AR | LR G S5 T A
T-(Maun,1997) ,

2.1.3 ZOHHG MBI ARk VIR
PE T AR oA S A s B T o5 F S G B iE e S5
ARG, 5 B0 A R T A A AR R R B
B, R IY IR BY Cakile edentula 756V IR FL 514
NAE R B MRD T AR B R ) I L E 0 ((Maun,
1994) ,Tiii Seliskar (1994 ) & BE, A8 ¥y 1€ T8 %0 i 7 U2
VHIRFRAR A T 84 T, ] g 38 20 R ) T A6 450 < 48 i
(Marbat & Duarte, 1994 ) . X F [6 iy B 45 P E5H
FTCHE A sE AR T 5, Y VD WA RR A5 A 4 )
TR IO AR A RS 2235 B FR B A2 AL il BAEK
¥ ( Spartina alterniflora Loise ) TE i MEHTERE
B A B0 38 I, JC Pk E5E BB ) 3 598 ( Deng et al.
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2008) ., —HFJEAY Triplasis purpurea /= IN4TEER:
J& ( Cheplick & Grandstaff, 1997 ) | KT ( Artemis-
ia gmelinii ) W) J2& 38 O ZE 405 ( Liu et al. ,2008)
ARFIT A, TCME BT AR S Wi . A R A KA
B B BRI AR BRI 3 e A A [ SE R A )
He i sl 4 AT Y (phalanx ) 8] 3 5 BY ( guerrilla ) 5%
A5, SRR A KR B AL S PE AN R Y
PR AT SR AR R AR | ] Af AR A 78 S AT AR () 4K
B B AR K & B B 8] 28 Ak (B i 4
1997) .,

2.2 JEFERR

2.2.1 XPHEH LIRS EEN Je b HEHEAE +
BRI RN I, RIEA BN, X 21 T 43
AR R A A T B AR 1) AR AT PR T
HWIBOC IR AT RS HR B BE Sy, RE AT
T E T HAE AT AR R R
HAE ) JE R 2248 A R ) 35 7 4 PR HR B 1
) —FhEZ Iy JEV IR AR i i 2
A a5 B Pe B ( Cassia nodosa Buch) BRUNVL S |
Vb F 81 ( Cirsium pitcheri ) &M F 82 4K ( Marba &
Duarte , 1994 ; Maun et al. ,1996) , 1 % = 1% ¥ J& 1)
Posidonia australis &M %5 ( Cabaco et al. ,2008) ; i
A 22 K53 3 )R W) Cymodocea nodosa . 22 K3 ¥ ( Cy-
modocea rotundata Ehrenb ) | 5 ik — M 3 ( Halodule
uninervis) VM3 ( Syringodium isoetifolium ) F17& 3¢
#: ( Thalassia hemprichii ) f& 25717 ( Cabaco et al. ,
2008 ; Duarte et al. ,1997), LAl 250 5o A Y
T 5L ( Vallisneria natans ) f&if 33 [8] % i< 79 52
BRI TS AR B3 BE Y B okt i
(Li & Xie,2009) , 78 Lok, — ety anvh
F 3 ( Calamovilfa longifolia) ( Yuan et al. ,1993) »
Fr @i (Maun et al. ,1996) Mt JEEESE N, M 7 L
KA R T SR B g, ELUE K B bk ORI
FH B8R Y 5 W, A ) Y B RE R 2 2 A AR
(Perumal & Maun,2006) ., &4 S6AHY) , Wi =8
Posidonia sinuosa i iz 3 fil ZEAT B AR RALHTI A ™
A= BHLAREH 77 ( Cabago et al. ,2008) . 7E i 1 HY S
PRI PR A ) 23 BC 1) 284k, A 5 7 T
J& ) Posidonia sinuosa =% F #5843 1a) o - 356
o1 (Zhang & Maun, 1994 ) . BEFHEER A9 34T,
XA 7 A5 R 2 W 55, O I 2 F A S 1 AR
(Owen et al. ,2004)

2.2.2 XRRBEAREEFEN R ZEHEY)

et MRARBAAZ RV IR BT R T FEZ —,
HRZEIE I AR A 1l b 958 23 FARL 1) A A8 i
YA YA IR 22 28 B 10 iz B A S MR T
ARELR ISR, A R ZE AR B BR TR
RS He  AERRZER T AR B 19— 1 202
(Armstrong et al. ,1994) . kT fe ik #5319 24E
K [ i/ A B 5 AL, AR D T R AR A 4 Y
MRAASZ B RIE S B2, nyd s i) AR
Asdg AR /D (Maun et al. ,1996) , i R0
¥ ( Zostera noltii ) W HR % B ¥ /b ( Duarte et al. ,
1997) 4. [H A 6] 7, 40 i & 5 J& W Enhalus
acoroide M2 FE KL ¥4 11 ( Duarte et al. ,1997) . 8
A SEAE Y AT LA 3 77 A AR 8 J7 ORI R 48
RIS, AR 22 LLRI A ) I AR 2R 237 A 1) AR Y
AR (Thampanya et al. ,2002) , MM FHE & 19
Populus balsamifera 1 Salix cordata ] A= #3 34 0
(Dech & Maun ,2006) , <A H FMAR A H e 4 2 1
HEAT MRS, H AR AR AL B E 0 % K= 9 Je AL
P AR T A AES W8 TR A
EPFAN Fe™ Mn** & H,S %517 4 ( Thampanya et
al. ,2002)

2.2.3 HAWRASZEEN AR S AR AR
UERE YR AR B FEEE R O TR AN 4 Z A XS
TR ) 2 52 2k AR vp T ik nS ) A 3 A A A
it ( Prelea trifoliata) WG N, 36 LA ) 0 1
LN ( Martinez & Moreno-Casasola, 1996 ; Dech &
Maun 2006 ) , BEAN, 138 B 6 70 8 Bk p ) 10 6
FRIREE , ER o AE Y N ER 40 L E B DL R X B 5
W5 (14 3K BUBE 71 ( Koning, 2004 ) , 4B ¥ iR F 3¢
( Potamogeton pectinatus ) FR=E L3N ( Wertz & Weis-
ner,1997)

2.3 RS

2.3.1 OLHHEER PRI AL TR YA 4 5
HACHE T R 38 10 b A R SR A A U A
R, /KA G IR B THAE, IR o T -
WIHFE TR EY . N T3 WX AL,
R ZTTE Hh S5 RO 6 4 T i B2 DA PR 52 A
Ko MY 5E W7o R vb B AE Y vh iR AR
SAF TG A BN ( Yuan et al. 19935 Maun
et al. ,1996) ., FIRESLAT 3 A RAT O 1) M4
B BN, AN 5 A d v TR AR IR B R AL
TORTEE I RS R A B R K (Disraeli, 1984) , H:
AR I = R AR (P virgatum ) F b 84
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AXMER (Maun et al. ,1996) , 2) PIHIRBLIEAT
T AL i (Maun et al. , 1996; Martinez &
Moreno-Casasola, 1996 ) . 3) i i 17 47) P P4 IR 49 2
A5 JEVDIRBR ST I b T P LR L O BN Tk
HTHI ' B K5 %, 6% BE G 58 ( Yuan et al. ,1993;
Perumal & Maun,2006) ., AJ UL JRVb b FRAc4 T, Al
Yy L RO A B PR RIS MR O A AR
PR DAERR 9 B0 R AR S

2.3.2 CO, c#iliR  Perhid AT IR A Y
CO, ZCHHAR IR . AN SE YYD 55 ANV 75 £ 2
VPURFR 8 JiJE CO, 28 8 BH & =5 5% I ( Yuan et
al. ,1993) . FE[EGHANET 6 F iy i Ho kL 9 Ve V0 ik
UG CO, A& #i i #8 A B A [ 72 B2 19 5 ( Perumal
& Maun,2006 ) , {H 3 B {2 i %50 0 57 i BRIR B 1Y) 5%
el , LB 0 35 (] %) SE 4 | 33K ol A1 32 80 7 348 ¥ ik
55, 3X Al fe 5 4 58 rpoR] ) T8 U 08 AR e A G
(Perumal & Maun,2006)

2.3.3 HYIEER AR NIRRT IR
SR T HAT ) () 1 R AR IR, O
AR A A — R A 3 s 2 R 7 1 A
PR | VR O AE R AR PR 5 S AE
H ( Gunawardena et al. ,2001), ZKsHe A fk5]E
GREK S, 5 AR AR MU BE T 52 Ml A ) - T AR R 22
Ko WFRERM VeI AR A N RN ZEh &
i SN ( Maun & Lapierre, 1986) , e VM IR R 2%
T A& mE AR X 48 m A Py b sk A e ) A
HERE ) 2R R AR A D T R A5 A EE AR

3 R E

3.1 PRI R PRI LI

F HHTM 1k, AR Z BB 58 35 0 Rl R R ) S0
RO AR BARAE K AL S AT T KR ST,
LT R B Rz BOLBRSELASVE S A sl
PR 350 B4 P T 9 2R 1 s 3 A P B 1 3 PR
P55 (L4455 ,2004 ), P40 T — LB AR AR AL FE 2
UL (ZEREFNNE 55,2005 ) o (EXHRIR YA S 138 )
FER S ARAHLE] 1 RVE A . - TR F IR R
FFPFRIRMLEE A S IERE 1Bt (5 Bh 72k
Wyt Jr vk, T AR SE 5 R HIR B AR BB vk A 56 i 3 1]
JH A 0 36 (B ) B8, JF 0T 5T 3 S8 5 {5
(B Z) MIETTHLH, Bt F 5 E S RE, 4
FTAOBIFSE 32 B4 vh e VD oA W) R0 U TR A 4 B
(RAEGR S, 2006 5 KB BH YV 45,2006 ) , 1 % 8 31 5% 14

T IRIK I P PR BRI A 58 3R AR A | X 18 b AT
YiRhFIORIRPLE A o i — 2D 0E 5T, DUBE T M AP+ A
R BN A IR T O, S AIF 900 A A B v
D R AP B AR R

3.2 PRVDIAFRE AR M ) AR KL

T R VIR B ) A ) I A LB AT B
1) 5 RV U B #5445 10 £ 5 B IR W A K (Sel-
iskar,1994) , 2) Je VP IR FRME A 25 5 - 5800 %
file AR T ZE TR A B, DA T B R T A I A 5
Py FAIK S (Maun, 1994 ), 3) JEVB IR AR 130T Hi
TR 0, 06 % B 3 9 | U B T = (Harris & Davy,
1988) , A Fl T CO, 3¢ #fi 3 2 F1 5 & %03 1) 1 5
(Yuan et al. ,1993; Perumal & Maun,2006) ., 4) ¢
VPUR R L1 rh R AR BRI Sl PR3 9 (Maun, 1994)
S HUVPIR RS IR S AP A R O RN Fh A 2% B
FEAK, TEIX LS50 P AEFE A DB R 13L, 75 i —
ARk,

3.3 UEVDURERT AE A A B AR AR 1 R

X ARG PE K AL G M R 5T 3R W, L AR )
SRR LR Rumex alpinus TEANFVPIRIREE T )5
2 M AERET R AT 25 R Beh 25k ok b &
YEEAFE RV T KoKk &9 LT 28k
TH#EF (Klimes et al. ,1993) {H & T {5 HuAE 9 e Vb
IRFRARAE R R BK AL & D B GE AR AR /D | i A T
BORTAR ) Y R R B A A B s A 5 T A
R BRI o 2 n o 5 A0 o R R
PEYI A G ST IRV IR N PR B 3™
AR LA K 4 it 53 54 25 8 A0 1) BiF 5 34 B0 w1
it BRIEZ AN e VIR B A N A 2R R A K Y
BLER AN [R)AE P 3 0 25 AR A AR ) A5 i 7 2 3
— ISR
3.4 PSRN o128 A0 FE T R 5%

AL SR HAE W) e R U — R R B
=AY AT el BB R P9 Y AR Z i BE T ( Colmer,
2003 ) , AR 1) 2H 2L B2 BE 10 g A1 5 HC A o e <L
SV IR R P SR R — 30 (Malik et al. ,2002) , i
X HAE 3 0 LB S AR H A X T e
UPIABRARAE T W B AR D R, i B 5 58
FEPXTIETIRARGTPEAR SR L IR AR EATZ
[ OC 2R, X XIS A LRI R, i e AE I TR T
VPIAERINE R 43 SN AR S5 TH AR B L

% 3k

wOopg, w o OBR, FEEE. 20100 RIS A & 5W)
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