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2. In this study, we analysed three important wetland adaptive traits, that is root
porosity, root/shoot ratio and underwater photosynthetic rate, to explore driving
factors using a newly compiled dataset of wetland plants. Based on 21 studies at
38 sites across different biomes, we found that root porosity was affected by an
interaction of temperature and hydrological regime; root:shoot ratio was affected
by temperature, precipitation and habitat type; and underwater photosynthetic
rate was affected by precipitation and life-form. This suggests that a variety of
driving mechanisms affect the expression of different adaptive traits.

3. The quantitative relationships we observed between the adaptive traits and their
driving factors will be a useful reference for future global methane and denitri-
fication modelling studies. Our results also stress that besides the traditionally
emphasized hydrological driving factors, other factors at several spatial scales
should also be taken into consideration in the context of future functional wetland

ecology.
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1 | INTRODUCTION

Wetland ecosystems are of global importance for their provision-
ing of ecosystem services such as flood abatement, habitat provi-
sion, water purification and carbon sequestration at the regional
and global scale (Zedler & Kercher, 2005). Among the variety
of global wetland ecosystems (Ramsar Convention Secretariat,
2013), peat-forming wetlands (including bogs, fens and swamps)
alone are considered to store more than half the amount of car-
bon present in the atmosphere (Page & Baird, 2016). At the same
time, wetlands are the dominant single global methane emission
source, contributing some 20%-40% of global methane emissions
(Ringeval et al., 2010). To help understand these wetland func-
tions, plant functional traits can be used to link the environmental
conditions and species composition to the ecosystem processes
(Moor et al., 2017). Unravelling these inter-linkages at a global
scale is essential to inform ecological modelling, such as dynamic
global vegetation models (DGVMs), to improve our predictions on
important processes such as global wetland methane emissions
(Miller et al., 2016; Wania et al., 2013).

Wetland ecosystems are distinguished from other (non-wetland)
terrestrial ecosystems by their unique hydrological and anoxic soil
conditions and associated biogeochemical processes. To survive in
wetlands, plants need to deal with the lack of oxygen in the rooting
substrate to avoid cellular energy deficits and the potential accu-
mulation of phytotoxic compounds. Oxygen depletion in tissues can
also lead to an accumulation of reactive oxygen species upon re-
turn to aerobic conditions after flooding, causing damage to cellular
macromolecules and membranes (Bailey-Serres & Voesenek, 2008;
Colmer & Voesenek, 2009; Yordanova, Christov, & Popova, 2004).
In the rhizosphere, the lack of oxygen as an electron acceptor re-
sults in the production of toxic chemical matter such as ferrous iron
and sulphide (Singer & Havill, 1993) and low-weight monocarboxylic
acids (e.g. acetic, propionic, butyric and hexanoic acids) which im-
pair plant root function (Armstrong & Armstrong, 2001; Pezeshki,
2001). There are also environmental stressors that are specific to a
certain wetland type, such as salinity in saline wetlands (Flowers &
Colmer, 2008). In this study, we focus on generalities that apply to
all wetlands.

To cope with these adverse conditions, wetland plants have
developed a suite of adaptive traits (Pan, Cieraad, & van Bodegom,
2019; Voesenek, Colmer, Pierik, Millenaar, & Peeters, 2006;
Winkel et al., 2016). Examples of adaptive traits include the fol-
lowing: enhanced shoot and root porosity (aerenchyma formation)
to facilitate internal oxygen transportation, ameliorate oxygen
concentration in the root zone and aid (root) respiration and ox-
idation (Colmer, 2003b; Mcdonald, Galwey, & Colmer, 2001;
Visser, Colmer, Blom, & Voesenek, 2000); shoot elongation to
allow leaves to access atmospheric oxygen; decreased root/shoot
ratios to create a better balance between gas transport capac-
ity (oxygen source) and root oxygen consumption (oxygen sink;
van Bodegom, Kanter, Bakker, & Aerts, 2005; Jung, Hoffmann, &
Muller, 2009); and a root radial oxygen loss (ROL) barrier to reduce

diffusion of precious oxygen to the rhizosphere (Armstrong,
Cousins, Armstrong, Turner, & Beckett, 2000; Colmer, 2003a).
Underwater photosynthesis is an important process for growth
and long-term persistence of wetland plants under submerged
conditions, which create low HCO, /CO, concentrations and low
light intensity (Colmer, Winkel, & Pedersen, 2011; Mommer &
Visser, 2005; Pedersen, Colmer, Borum, Zavala-Perez, & Kendrick,
2016; Pedersen, Vos, & Colmer, 2006). Adaptive traits involved
in maintaining an optimal underwater photosynthetic rate include
gas film formation (Colmer & Pedersen, 2008), changed leaf mor-
phological structure to become thinner, narrower, with reduced
cuticles and rearranged chloroplasts closer to the epidermis
(Konnerup & Pedersen, 2017; Voesenek et al., 2006).

The expression of wetland adaptive traits is likely determined
by bioclimatic variables, hydrological regime, habitat type and
plant life-form. Bioclimatic variables (e.g. precipitation, tempera-
ture) may affect fundamental ecophysiological processes such as
enzymatic activities and transpiration rates (Moles et al., 2014)
that may also be important in wetlands. However, these driving
forces may be different than that in terrestrial systems, for ex-
ample in relation to the general lack of water limitation in wet-
lands compared with terrestrial plants. The hydrological regime,
that is both the duration and depth of the water-table (e.g. water-
logged or submerged), has a direct impact on wetland conditions
and plant performance, and is recognized as an important factor.
However, its importance in comparison to other drivers, such as
habitat type or bioclimatic variables, is unknown. Habitat type
(e.g. marsh or floodplain) may drive the adaptive traits, for exam-
ple through specific soil biochemistry, flooding depth (Voesenek,
Rijnders, Peeters, van de Steeg, & de Kroon, 2004) or competi-
tion/facilitation of the local plant community (Luo, Xie, Chen, Li,
& Qin, 2010; Maestre, Callaway, Valladares, & Lortie, 2009). Plant
life-form (such as sedge, grass, floating-leaved) in turn reflects
plant morphological characteristics and life-history strategies, and
therefore might constrain the upper and lower range of adaptive
traits. Our understanding of driving factors is further hampered by
the often complex interactions among driving forces of plant func-
tional traits in wetlands (Moor et al., 2017). For instance, while the
temperature in shallow waterbodies can fluctuate markedly, af-
fecting the rate of underwater photosynthesis of tropical seagrass
(Pedersen et al., 2016), deeper waterbodies is much more stable
even with strong changes in the surrounding air temperature
(Colmer et al., 2011). Likewise, the impact of a low redox potential
on the need for aerenchyma tissues may reduce at low tempera-
tures when respiration and thus oxygen demand is low.

The mechanisms through which such adaptive traits help plants
adapt to wetland habitats, especially under flooded conditions,
have been carefully studied in ecophysiological experiments (as
reviewed in Colmer & Voesenek, 2009; Voesenek & Bailey-Serres,
2015). However, there is no analysis on the potentially generic
driving factors of these plant traits in wetlands under natural en-
vironmental conditions. Despite their dominant ecological role in

enhancing wetland plants' survival, those wetland adaptive traits
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are not yet included in the global plant functional trait databases,
such as the TRY (Kattge et al., 2011), while we consider this es-
sential for comprehensive analyses within the functional ecology
context. Most studies so far have focused on the molecular and
physiological regulation of specific traits in a limited comparison
of species or genotypes (e.g. Konnerup & Pedersen, 2017; Winkel,
Colmer, Ismail, & Pedersen, 2013). Comparative experiments or
field studies have concentrated on comparisons of trait expres-
sion within the local species pool (Colmer, Pedersen, Wetson,
& Flowers, 2013; Pedersen, Pulido, Rich, & Colmer, 2011). To
our knowledge, no study exists relating the expression of these
traits to driving factors or to different wetland types on regional
to global scales. Such understanding on the potential drivers of
wetland adaptive traits comprises a fundamental step in applying
trait-based approaches to wetland ecology.

In this research, we hypothesize that (a) bioclimatic variables, hy-
drological regime, habitat type and plant life-form, including their
interactions, are potential key driving factors for wetland adaptive
traits; (b) since wetland adaptive traits all respond and adapt to
the adverse wetland conditions, we expect that the driving factors
for different wetland adaptive traits are similar. We aim to assess
and evaluate the importance of these driving factors in determin-
ing wetland adaptive traits. Using a newly compiled wetland plant
adaptive trait dataset, our paper is the first exploration of various
potential driving factors for three key wetland plant adaptive traits
(root porosity, root/shoot ratio and underwater photosynthetic rate)
that represent key plant strategies in response to adverse wetland
conditions (including anoxia, flooding and submergence). As a fun-
damental step towards understanding the wetland plants' adaptive
strategies, our results should reveal a new perspective on the driving
factors for wetland adaptive traits in the broad context of functional
ecology, and provide a benchmark for modelling and predicting
wetland plant species distributions and their impacts on ecosystem

functioning.

2 | MATERIALS AND METHODS
2.1 | Data compilation

We compiled a dataset of wetland plant adaptive traits, defining
wetlands and wetland plants according to the Ramsar Convention
(Ramsar Convention Secretariat, 2013), which includes plant spe-
cies inhabiting aquatic systems (e.g. rivers and lakes) as well as those
non-wetland terrestrial plants that inhabit temporarily/permanently
flooded areas. The wetland plant adaptive trait dataset was com-
piled from a systematic search in Web of Science and Google Scholar
(last updated on the 5 June 2018). The literature search included
permutations of the following keywords: wetland plants, marsh
plant, bog plant, isoetid, aquatic plants, macrophytes, submerged
plants, floating-leaved plants, emergent plants, root porosity, root/
shoot ratio and underwater photosynthesis. We also drew on ref-

erences presented in several important reviews that focused on

the ecophysiological studies of how wetland plants adapt to flood-
ing conditions published in the past 15 years (e.g. Bailey-Serres
& Voesenek, 2008; Voesenek & Bailey-Serres, 2015; Voesenek
et al., 2006). Finally, we added several of our own unpublished data
sources, along with others within our network.

For the current analysis, we selected those studies that (a) mea-
sured plants occurring in wetlands with sufficient information for
us to consistently classify the habitat types and the hydrological
regime(s) (drained, waterlogged or submerged); (b) were measured
using field-collected specimens, thus we did not include data on
plants from greenhouse experiments; and (c) provided accurate lo-
cation information (with coordinates). We then compiled data from
the selected studies that included quantitative measurements of
three intensively studied wetland plant adaptive traits (root poros-
ity [%], root/shoot ratio and the rate of underwater photosynthesis
[mol m™ s7Y]). We are aware that there are many other important
wetland adaptive traits, such as root ROL, ethanol metabolism and
tolerance of reduced metal ions. However, the data available for
these traits either were measurements in greenhouse/laboratory
settings or were available only in a qualitative form, which was not
suitable for this quantitative analysis. In total, 598 trait records from
21 studies at 38 different study sites were analysed. For root poros-
ity, the data comprised 198 measurements of 103 unique species
in 13 studies at 25 different sites; root/shoot ratio data contained
321 measurements on 12 unique species, described in six studies at
seven different sites; the 79 underwater photosynthetic rate mea-
surements on 27 unique species were contained in three studies at
eight different sites. Location of the sampling sites in a global map
were shown in Appendix S2, Figure S1.

We included bioclimatic variables, hydrological regime, habitat
type and the plant life-form (see Table 1) as potential drivers for
the above-selected wetland plant adaptive traits. We could not
include other abiotic variables, such as redox potential, due to a
limited data availability and inconsistent measurement methods.
Nevertheless, we believe that the variables we included, such as
the hydrological regime, act as a good proxy for redox potential
and oxygen depletion. We did not include soil variables in our

TABLE 1 The explanatory variables in the model as driving
factors for wetland adaptation traits

Explanatory

variables Continuous/categories
Bioclimatic temperature; precipitation
variables
Hydrological drained; waterlogged; submerged
regime
Habitat type fens; permanent forested wetlands; mangrove

swamps; marshes; permanent brackish/saline
non-forested wetlands; rivers and lakes;
temporary brackish/saline non-forested
wetlands; temporary non-forested wetlands

Plant life-form emergent; floating-leaved; grass; isoetid;

sedge; shrub/tree; submerged
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analysis either. Local soil conditions in wetlands strongly deviate
from those in nearby non-wetland terrestrial systems (organic mat-
ter content as an example) that is represented in available global
soil databases. Also, the soil information provided in the original
publications was inconsistent and insufficiently detailed to be
included in our analyses.

For our analyses, we classified hydrological regime as drained,
waterlogged or submerged (as defined by Sasidharan et al., 2017),
as provided in the original study. While this provides baseline in-
formation on local (hydrological and fertility) wetland conditions,
additional insights can be obtained from a classification into spe-
cific wetland habitat types. Based on the guidance of the Ramsar
Convention (Ramsar Convention Secretariat, 2013) and the defi-
nitions by the Environmental Protection Agency (https://www.
epa.gov/wetlands/classification-and-types-wetlands#marshes),
we grouped wetland habitats into 11 categories (Appendix S1).
Studies selected for the current paper encompassed eight habitat
types (Table 1). We grouped the life-form of plants into seven cat-
egories (Table 1). We acquired bioclimatic variables at the global
scale with an accuracy of 2.5 min (WorldClim Version 2.0, http://
www.worldclim.org/; Fick & Hijmans, 2017). These bioclimatic
variables represent 19 climate attributes of ecological importance,
in terms of annual means, seasonality and extreme or limiting cli-
mate factors. To determine the major axes of variation in all biocli-
matic variables and to minimize the effect of inter-correlations, we
ran a principal component analysis (PCA), and took the scores of
the first two axes of the PCA to represent the climatic conditions.
The PCA surface and axis scores reveal that the first and second
axes (explained 51.8% and 25.8% of total variance respectively)
are mainly related to temperature and precipitation respectively
(Appendix S2, Figure S2). Therefore, below we will refer these
axes as temperature and precipitation respectively. Our data points
represent most of the global bioclimatic space, illustrated by an
overlay of the sampling points onto the PCA surface (Appendix S2,
Figure S3).

2.2 | Data analysis

We constructed single-trait linear regression models to elucidate
the role of variables in driving the three wetland plant adaptive
traits. We used trait values recorded at the individual plant level. In
some papers, measurements were summarized as a species M + SD,
in which case we simulated the original number of data points
(recorded sample size) based on a normal distribution around the
recorded mean and standard deviation. The response variables were
log,,-transformed to approximate normality and logit-transformed
in the case of root porosity (Warton & Hui, 2011).

For the root porosity trait, we included all four sets of explan-
atory variables—bioclimatic variables, hydrological regime, habitat
type and plant life-form. Due to the limited data available for some
of the combinations of categorical variables, we could add only the

two-way interaction terms between the (continuous) bioclimatic

variables and each of the three categorical variables. The full model
for root porosity was therefore structured as:

logyo (Root porosity/(1— Root porosity))
~Temperature + Precipitation
+Hydrology + Habitat + Life-form
+Temperature:Hydrology + Precipitation:Hydrology
+Temperature:Habitat + Precipitation:Habitat
+ Temperature:Life-form + Precipitation:Life-form

+ Temperature:Precipitation.

Some of the study sites were geographically clustered, which might
significantly affect the results. Given that we aimed to provide
estimates of impacts of each driving factor, we were not interested
in solving this clustering by including study sites as a random fac-
tor. Instead, after checking the amount of data available for each
location, we randomly selected up to five measurements at each
pixel (one pixel = 0.01 PCA score x 0.01 PCA score square cell) on
the bioclimatic PCA surface (if there were fewer than five measure-
ments, we included all the measurements) to maintain a balanced
data structure for linear model construction.

We constructed the full model with the dataset as generated
by the above-mentioned resampling process. For each resampled
dataset, we ran a model selection on the full model based on the
Akaike information criterion weight (AIC weight). For some res-
ampled datasets, some coefficients could not be estimated be-
cause a combination of variables was—coincidently—not sampled.
We excluded candidate models with such undefined coefficients,
and rescaled the AIC weight for the remaining candidate models
to sum to 1. This resampling and model selection was repeated
1,000 times.

Then we calculated the averaged AIC weight for each candidate
model across all 1,000 iterations, and the best model was selected
as being the candidate model with the highest averaged AIC weight
(Burnham & Anderson, 1998). To gain a robust parameter estimation
for the best model, we calculated the average adjusted R?, average
coefficient values of the intercept and each variable, and the average
relative importance of each main effect based on the model param-
eters generated in all 1,000 iterations.

The root/shoot ratio had similar and even stronger data limita-
tions in the categorical variables. Hence, we included only the main
effects of the four set of variables—bioclimatic variables, hydro-
logical regime, habitat type and plant life-form without interaction

terms. The full model for root/shoot ratio was therefore:

logyo (Root/shoot ratio) ~ Temperature + Precipitation

+Hydrology + Habitat + Life-form.

For this response variable, there was only one record in the habitat
type ‘mangrove swamp’, which we excluded from further analysis.
Following the same resampling approach as described above, we se-

lected the best model and obtained its parameter estimates.
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For the underwater photosynthetic rate, data were limited to three
studies (see Appendix S2, Figures S1 and S3). Since these data were
reasonably balanced across geographical space, we ran this linear
model on the original data (without resampling). All data records were
from within one habitat type (rivers and lakes) and one hydrological re-
gime (submerged). We therefore used only bioclimatic variables, plant
life-form and the interactions between them to construct the linear
model. Thus, the full model for underwater photosynthetic rate is:

logyg (Underwater photosynthetic rate) ~Temperature

X Precipitation x Life-form.

The analyses were performed in the r language (R Core Team, 2018).
We used the dredge() function in the MuMIn package (Barton, 2018)
to simplify the full model and obtain the AIC weight based on AICs
values. We visually assessed whether the most assumptions were
met. We then calculated the relative importance of the main effects
in the best models by using the calc.relimp() function in the reLiMPo
package (Grémping, 2006). To compare the trait variances between
different functional group and habitat conditions, we ran Tukey's
honest significant difference test (TukeyHSD) using glht() function
in the muLtcomp package (Hothorn, Bretz, & Westfall, 2008).

3 | RESULTS
3.1 | Quantifying the driving factors for root porosity

The best model for root porosity included hydrological regime,

temperature and the interaction term between them (Table 2;

averaged adjusted R? = .42). Root porosity was overall positively
correlated with temperature. Higher temperature conditions corre-
sponded with a higher root porosity under drained and waterlogged
conditions. Under submerged conditions, however, the impacts
of temperature were rather weak (Figure 1). In our best model,
the interaction term had the highest variance explained (17%) in
comparison to hydrological regime (13%) and temperature (11%;
Figure 4). Post-hoc comparisons suggested that the root porosity in
submerged conditions was significantly higher than in waterlogged
and drained conditions, while no significant difference was detected
between waterlogged and drained conditions. Without the interac-
tion term between temperature and hydrological regime, the best
model would have included only habitat as the explanatory variable
(see Table 2). This suggests that habitat type contains part of the
underlying information as related to the hydrological conditions and

temperature.

3.2 | Quantifying the driving factors for root/shoot
ratio trait

The best model for root/shoot ratio included temperature, pre-
cipitation and habitat type (Table 2; averaged adjusted R? = .57).
Habitat type played the most important role in determining the
root/shoot ratio (explaining 26% of the variance; Figure 4). At
higher temperatures, the root/shoot ratio was lower (Figure 2),
which indicates that in a warmer environment relatively more bio-
mass is allocated to shoots (explaining 16% of the variance). The
root/shoot ratio was also positively correlated with precipita-

tion (explaining 15% of the variance). This suggests that at higher

TABLE 2 Summary of the top five models fit to explain root porosity, root/shoot ratio and underwater photosynthetic rate respectively.
The models were ranked based on the averaged Akaike information criterion (AIC) weight, which was calculated for each candidate model as
the average AIC weight across 1,000 iterations. Proportion variance explained (average adjusted R?) for the top models are also displayed

Wetland adaptive trait Top models

Root porosity ~Temperature x Hydrology

~Temperature x Hydrology + Precipitation

~Temperature + Precipitation + Habitat

~Precipitation + Habitat + Life-form
~Habitat

Root/shoot ratio

~Temperature + Precipitation + Habitat + Life-form

~Hydrology + Habitat
~Hydrology
~Life-form

Underwater
photosynthetic rate

~Precipitation + Life-form

~Temperature + Precipitation + Life-form

~Precipitation x Life-form

~Temperature x Life-form + Precipitation x Life-form

~Temperature + Precipitation + Habitat

~Temperature x Precipitation + Life-form

Averaged Adjusted
AIC weight Rank R?

0.219
0.097
0.059
0.054
0.052
0.346
0.136
0.131
0.064
0.040
0.245
0.196
0.128
0.112
0.080

42

.57

41

aua WO N P, O D ODN PP OO D N
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FIGURE 1 The relationship between logit-transformed root

porosity and temperature grouped by different hydrological regime.

The regression line and the 95% confidence interval are obtained
by taking the mean of the bootstrapped parameters of the best
model for 1,000 iterations, taking into account the biased spatial
spread of the original data points. The bubble size indicates the
sampling probability of each point in order to maintain a balanced
spatial data structure (see details in Section 2)

logqg (root shoot ratio)

-0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03
Temperature

precipitation, more biomass is allocated to roots. Hydrological re-
gime was potentially important driving factors, which could par-
tially replace the explanatory power of bioclimatic variables. The
second best model suggests that the root/shoot ratio varied across
different plant life-forms (Table 2).

3.3 | Quantifying the driving factors for underwater
photosynthetic rate

The best model for underwater photosynthetic rate included
precipitation and the plant life-form (Table 2; adjusted R? = .41).
The precipitation-related bioclimatic variables positively affected
underwater photosynthetic rate (Figure 3), explaining 22% of
the variance (Figure 4). Plant life-form explained 19% of the vari-
ance. The TukeyHSD test suggested that the submerged leaves
of floating-leaved plants had a significantly higher underwater
photosynthetic rate compared to the submerged leaves of emer-
gent and grass life-forms. This indicates a major advantage of
floating-leaved plants over emergent plants and grasses in deep

water.
1

)
g
o
o
<
[Z]
s}
o
E I .
Le) ]

] |
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Precipitation

Habitat types - Marsh - Rivers and lakes == Temporary brackish/saline non-forested wetlands

Probability ® 2 ® 4 @ 6 @ .8

FIGURE 2 The relationship between log, ,-transformed root/shoot ratio and the bioclimatic variables (temperature left, precipitation

right) grouped by different habitat types. The regression line and the 95% confidence interval were obtained by taking the mean parameters
of the best model across 1,000 resampled dataset, taking into account spatial bias in the original data points (see Section 2). Regression lines
represent marginal estimates and include the mean value of the other variable(s) in the model. Points indicate observed values. We note the
lack of an environmental gradient in the data from temporary brackish/saline non-forested wetlands, and the overall interaction effects may
therefore have been underestimated. The bubble size indicates the sampling probability of each point in order to maintain a balanced spatial

data structure (see details in Section 2)
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underwater photosynthetic rate and precipitation grouped by
different plant life-forms, as estimated by the top-ranked model
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FIGURE 4 The contribution of each driving factor to the three
wetland adaptive traits under study, as determined from the top-
ranked models of each wetland adaptive trait

4 | DISCUSSION

The ecophysiology of wetland adaptive traits has been relatively
well-studied, but the majority of this research has been limited to a
small set of species under experimental conditions. A global analy-
sis of the driving factors for wetland adaptive traits under natural
environmental conditions is still missing. Using our newly compiled
comprehensive wetland plant adaptive trait dataset, we explored
the potential driving factors of three important wetland plant adap-
tive traits (root porosity, root/shoot ratio and underwater photo-
synthetic rate). Our models explained a substantial amount of the
variation in the data, and revealed the importance of bioclimatic var-
iables for all three traits—but for each trait in combination with dif-
ferent other driving factors, suggesting the existence of a myriad of
wetland plant adaptive strategies. While based on a relatively small
dataset, our study is a pilot exploration of available data of these
wetland traits and attempts to bring wetland adaptive traits to the
functional ecology context.

Among the four driving factors tested, bioclimatic variables

were selected for all three wetland plant adaptive traits. Previous

studies in terrestrial systems have shown that climatic variables not
only drive the habitat conditions, but also various functional traits
including leaf economics spectrum (LES; Maire et al., 2015; van
Ommen Kloeke, Douma, Ordofiez, Reich, & van Bodegom, 2012;
Wright et al., 2005), size traits (Wright et al., 2017), plant life-form
(Ordoiiez et al., 2009) and fine-root traits (Freschet et al., 2017). Our
results extend this consistent theme of climate impacts to a broader
context, from plants in drier terrestrial ecosystems to wetlands.
The importance of bioclimatic variables additionally implies that the
functional structure of wetland plants can be further impacted in the
context of global climate change. Besides the bioclimatic variables,
we demonstrated that hydrological regime, habitat type and plant
life-form affected root porosity, root/shoot ratio and underwater
photosynthetic rate respectively (Figure 4).

When assessing the driving factors of the three wetland plant
adaptive traits, we found that simple combinations of bioclimatic
variables (expressed in PCA multivariate space), hydrological regime,
habitat type and plant life-form explained a substantial proportion
of the trait expression (adjusted R? values range from .41 to .57).
This proportion is similar to the filtering of non-wetland terrestrial
traits by environmental conditions (Domingues et al., 2016; Maire
et al., 2015; Reich & Oleksyn, 2004; Wright et al., 2005, 2017). The
different drivers identified for different traits (Figure 4) imply that
the filtering mechanisms for wetland plant adaptive traits seem
trait-specific, rather than related to a single driving factor selecting
for all adaptive traits.

4.1 | Ecological interpretation of the patterns in
individual traits

Root porosity was driven by the temperature-related axis of biocli-
matic variables. A positive response was detected under drained and
waterlogged conditions. In warm areas, a higher temperature cor-
responds to a higher metabolic activity of plants resulting in a higher
oxygen demand for transpiration and evapotranspiration. In those
conditions, wetland plants need to develop a higher root porosity
to ensure sufficient oxygen supply. Moreover, the oxygen solubility
is reduced with increasing water temperature, amplifying the need
for more porous tissues within roots for oxygen transport at higher
temperature. In extremely cold habitats such as tundra areas where
the soil water is frequently frozen, high root porosity might not be
favourable since it results in reduced mechanical support (Striker,
Insausti, Grimoldi, & Vega, 2007). In our model, the effect of air
temperature on root porosity was much reduced under submerged
conditions. This can be explained by the high specific heat capacity
of water. When growing in submerged conditions, the atmospheric
temperature has a limited impact on roots, whose temperature will
be determined by relatively stable water temperatures. This sug-
gests that future ecological modelling studies should include water
temperature as a predictor variable for especially those submerged
wetland plant species, for example, using global database of lake

surface temperatures (Sharma et al., 2015). The different impact
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of temperature in different hydrological regimes (as represented
by the interaction term between temperature and hydrological re-
gime) was the most important selected driving factor in the model,
indicating the importance of these stabilizing effects of water on
the impact of air temperature. Without the inclusion of the interac-
tion term in the model, the next-best model was represented by the
single explanatory variable of habitat type. Habitat type (e.g. fens,
forested/shrub wetlands, marshes) convey combined information
regarding hydrological regime and climatic variables at each site.
Previous greenhouse studies indicated a significant difference in
root porosity between drained and waterlogged conditions (Justin
& Armstrong, 1987). In our study, we did not detect such differences
mainly because most variation in root porosity in our database oc-
curred between species. Hence, the impacts of hydrological regime
on intraspecific variation were not picked up in our analysis.

Root/shoot ratio was driven by both temperature-related and
precipitation-related axes of bioclimatic variables. At high tempera-
ture, plants need more oxygen to support the higher metabolic rates
(Pedersen et al., 2016). In this situation, it is advantageous for plants
to maintain a lower root/shoot ratio, since this reduces the relative
oxygen consumption in the root tissues, and at the same time, in-
creases the gas transport from the atmosphere to the root system
(van Bodegom et al., 2005). Moreover, higher metabolic rates will
ensure a faster biomass production, that is the capability to produce
more shoot tissues when required by dynamic wetland conditions,
which in turn, further reduces the root/shoot ratio. When it comes
to forests, it has been found that low temperature induces a higher
proportion of root biomass in adaptation to low available nutrient
supply and limited soil solution movement (Poorter et al., 2012;
Reich et al., 2014). While a matching case study in wetland is still
lacking, our results indicate a similar pattern may exist here, albeit
associated with a different mechanism.

In terrestrial conditions, more precipitation usually leads to a de-
crease in root/shoot ratio with increasing precipitation (Poorter et al.,
2012; Schenk & Jackson, 2002). In contrast, our model suggested
an increase in root/shoot ratio with increasing precipitation. These
contrasting patterns for non-wetland terrestrial and wetland envi-
ronments are presumably related to the extent of water limitation—
much less severe in the latter, and suggest potentially varying
mechanisms driving biomass allocation between below-ground and
above-ground tissues. In wetland systems, water excess through
precipitation and associated changes to submergence leads to lim-
itations in oxygen availability. In contrast, in non-wetland terrestrial
ecosystems, precipitation alleviates the water limitation and allows
plants to invest less in root tissues to acquire water.

The rate of underwater photosynthesis was also positively
related to precipitation. This result agrees with a meta-analysis
on the response of global terrestrial ecosystems to precipitation
(Wu, Dijkstra, Koch, Pefiuelas, & Hungate, 2011), although here the
mechanism involved may be different. In our study, the impact of
precipitation was stronger for underwater leaves of some life-forms
(floating-leaved and grass) than those of others (emergent and

submerged plants), as indicated by the confidence interval of each

life-form in Figure 3. We speculate that wetland plants in areas with
more precipitation generally are more adapted to frequent flooding
events, and therefore have a higher underwater photosynthetic rate.
Another potential explanation for this pattern is that temporal wet-
lands generally differentiate from non-temporal wetlands by maxi-
mum water depth and sediment materials. The strategy of plants in
coping with seasonal floods is anaerobic dormancy (a reduction of
metabolic rates), and therefore do not need to maintain an optimum
photosynthetic rate when fully submerged (Voesenek et al., 2004).
This reasoning should be confirmed by further studies, as it is cur-
rently based on relatively few observations.

Interestingly, for underwater photosynthetic rate, tempera-
ture was not selected in the top model. This contrasts with studies
of terrestrial plants, where temperature is an important driver for
photosynthesis (Wu et al., 2011; Yamori, Hikosaka, & Way, 2014).
Again, the high-specific heat capacity of water compared to air,
and resulting dampened temperature fluctuations in inundated
conditions may explain the limited impact of air temperature on
underwater photosynthetic rate. Inclusion of observations in
tropical regions (the underwater photosynthesis studies included
in our analysis were all from temperate regions) may reveal other
trends, since warm atmospheric temperatures (e.g. as high as
38°C) can diminish the underwater photosynthetic rates of plants
in shallow pools when the small volume of water heats up owing
to solar radiation (Pedersen et al., 2016). We also found that un-
derwater leaves of floating-leaved and submerged plants had on
average a higher underwater photosynthetic rate than the under-
water leaves of emergent and grass life-forms. Floating-leaved and
submerged plants have evolved many traits (e.g. leaves with thin-
ner cuticle, enhanced utility of HCO;) in adapting to submerged
conditions, which may help maintain underwater photosynthesis
(Colmer et al., 2011; Iversen et al., 2019; Rascio, Cuccato, Dalla
Vecchia, La Rocca, & Larcher, 1999). Many floating-leaved and
submerged plants are also able to use the CO, from sediment
to facilitate underwater photosynthesis (Colmer, 2003b; Singer,
Eshel, Agami, & Beer, 1994; Winkel & Borum, 2009).

4.2 | Ecological implications

While bioclimatic drivers were important for all three adaptive traits,
different combinations of drivers were identified for each wetland
adaptive trait. We hypothesize that a variety of driving mechanisms
affect the expression of different wetland adaptive traits on a global
scale. We therefore expect to see a decoupled pattern between some
of the wetland adaptive traits. Along with the evidence that some
wetland adaptive traits tend to be orthogonal to LES traits (Pan et al.,
2019), our current results support the idea that these three (and po-
tentially others as well) wetland adaptive traits are relatively cheap to
develop, and therefore are not to a large-extent constrained by other
adaptive traits or by LES traits.

Wetland adaptive traits are the premise of survival under the ad-

verse conditions present in wetlands (Moor et al., 2017; Pan et al,,
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2019; Voesenek & Bailey-Serres, 2015). The identified environmental
filters in wetlands select plants with suitable adaptive traits, along
with other factors including soil fertility, light radiation, competition/
facilitation in communities (Luo et al., 2016). Disentangling the driv-
ing factors for wetland adaptive traits not only provides a theoretical
basis for understanding the overall wetland plant functioning and
strategy, but also creates new perspectives on modelling global wet-
land plant distributions and community structure (Lenssen, Menting,
Van der Putten, & Blom, 2000; Visser, Bégemann, Van De Steeg,
Pierik, & Blom, 2000; Willby, Pulford, & Flowers, 2001). These results
can be included in GVMs (van Bodegom, Douma, & Verheijen, 2014;
van Bodegom et al., 2012), which can in turn contribute to a better
prediction of ecosystem processes such as those related to carbon,
nitrogen and water cycles. For example, current global methane mod-
els, such as CLM4Me and LPJ-WHyMe, have considered the effect of
plants only to constant plant functional type parameters (Riley et al.,
2011; Wania, Ross, & Prentice, 2010). The results of this study may
improve global methane model accuracy by quantifying the continu-
ous trait expression on the varying environmental gradients.

Our study has shown that bioclimatic variables explain a great deal
of variation in wetland plant functional traits on a global scale; however,
our analysis was limited by the number of species, sites, variables and
traits studied. Future studies should seek to expand the dataset that
we have developed, which is freely available (see Data Accessibility
Statement) and curated by the correspondence author. Many of the
traits are relatively cheap to measure. Therefore, contributions of only
a few days of work by a global network of wetland scientists would

easily and greatly expand the database as a common resource for all.

5 | CONCLUSIONS

Understanding the potential drivers of wetland adaptive traits is a
fundamental step towards future studies on wetland adaptive strat-
egies and provides a reference for ecological modelling of wetland
plants' distributions. Among the drivers we tested, bioclimatic vari-
ables are important driving factors for all three wetland plant adap-
tive traits. This finding extends the climatic variables as universal
drivers of trait expression from non-wetland terrestrial ecosystems
to wetlands. Perhaps more importantly, we show different drivers
for different adaptive traits, which implies that each adaptive trait
is most appropriate for a specific set of wetland conditions, and that
there is no one common set of traits that best succeed in wetland
conditions. This also suggests that there is a multitude of wetland
plant strategies with potentially varied ecological mechanisms in-
volved. Therefore, future wetland plant studies should consider a
more complete set of driving factors to effectively bring wetland

adaptive traits into the broad context of functional ecology.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The establishment of the wetland trait database was first discussed
and started in 2008 at the Vegfunction WG39 which was funded by
ARC-NZ Research Network for Vegetation Function. We thank all

the additional contributors to this original workshop, including Paul
Adam (U New South Wales, Sydney, AU), William Armstrong (U Hull,
Kingston upon Hull, UK), Jean Armstrong (U Hull, Kingston upon
Hull, UK), Margaret Brock (U New England, Armidale, USA), George
Ganf (U Adelaide, Adelaide, AU), Irving A. Mendelssohn (Louisiana
State U, Baton Rouge, USA), Eliska Rejmankova (U California,
Davis, USA), Brian Sorrell (Aarhus U, Aarhus, DK) and Evan Weiher
(U Wisconsin, Eau Claire, USA). We especially thank William
Armstrong for his many insightful comments. Y.P. is grateful for sup-
port from the China Scholarship Council (Grant No. 201606140037).

AUTHORS' CONTRIBUTIONS

P.M.v.B. initialized this research. Y.P., P.M.v.B. and E.C. designed and
planned the research, and wrote the first drafts of the manuscript
that was further improved by inputs from all co-authors, and final-
ized by Y.P. Y.P. and P.M.v.B. compiled the data with inputs from
all co-authors. Y.P. ran all analyses with inputs from all co-authors.
All the authors contributed critically to the drafts and gave final
approval for publication.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT
Data deposited in the Dryad Digital Repository https://doi.org/
10.5061/dryad.7h44j0zqgx (Pan et al., 2020).

ORCID
Yingji Pan https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8203-3943
Ellen Cieraad https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9813-9590

Beverley R. Clarkson https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4067-8038
Timothy D. Colmer https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3383-9596
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0827-946X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4763-3775
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3361-3837

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0771-4500

Ole Pedersen
Eric J. W. Visser
Laurentius A. C. J. Voesenek

Peter M. van Bodegom

REFERENCES

Armstrong, J., & Armstrong, W. (2001). Rice and Phragmites: Effects of
organic acids on growth, root permeability, and radial oxygen loss
to the rhizosphere. American Journal of Botany, 88(8), 1359-1370.
https://doi.org/10.2307/3558443

Armstrong, W., Cousins, D., Armstrong, J., Turner, D. W., & Beckett, P. M.
(2000). Oxygen distribution in wetland plant roots and permeabil-
ity barriers to gas-exchange with the rhizosphere: A microelectrode
and modelling study with Phragmites australis. Annals of Botany, 86(3),
687-703. https://doi.org/10.1006/anbo.2000.1236

Bailey-Serres, J., & Voesenek, L. A. C. J. (2008). Flooding stress: Acclimations
and genetic diversity. Annual Review of Plant Biology, 59, 313-339.
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.arplant.59.032607.092752

Barton, K. (2018). MuMIn: Multi-model inference. R package version 1.40.4.
Retrieved from https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=MuMIn

Burnham, K. P., & Anderson, D. R. (1998). Practical use of the information-
theoretic approach. In K. P. Burnham & D. R. Anderson (Eds.),
Model selection and inference (pp. 75-117). New York, NY: Springer.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4757-2917-7_3

Colmer, T. D. (2003a). Aerenchyma and an inducible barrier to radial ox-
ygen loss facilitate root aeration in upland, paddy and deep-water
rice (Oryza sativa L.). Annals of Botany, 91(2), 301-309. https://doi.
org/10.1093/aob/mcf114


https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.7h44j0zqx
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.7h44j0zqx
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8203-3943
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8203-3943
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9813-9590
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9813-9590
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4067-8038
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4067-8038
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3383-9596
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3383-9596
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0827-946X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0827-946X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4763-3775
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4763-3775
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3361-3837
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3361-3837
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0771-4500
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0771-4500
https://doi.org/10.2307/3558443
https://doi.org/10.1006/anbo.2000.1236
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.arplant.59.032607.092752
https://CRAN.R 13project.org/package=MuMIn
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4757-2917-7_3
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcf114
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcf114

10 Functional Ecology

PAN ET AL.

Colmer, T. D. (2003b). Long-distance transport of gases in plants: A
perspective on internal aeration and radial oxygen loss from roots.
Plant, Cell and Environment, 26(1), 17-36. https://doi.org/10.1046/
j.1365-3040.2003.00846.x

Colmer, T. D., & Pedersen, O. (2008). Underwater photosynthesis and
respiration in leaves of submerged wetland plants: Gas films improve
CO, and O, exchange. New Phytologist, 177(4), 918-926. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2007.02318.x

Colmer, T. D., Pedersen, O., Wetson, A. M., & Flowers, T. J. (2013).
Oxygen dynamics in a salt-marsh soil and in Suaeda maritima during
tidal submergence. Environmental and Experimental Botany, 92,
73-82. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2012.07.002

Colmer, T. D., & Voesenek, L. A. C. J. (2009). Flooding tolerance: Suites of
plant traits in variable environments. Functional Plant Biology, 36(8),
665-681. https://doi.org/10.1071/FP09144

Colmer, T. D., Winkel, A., & Pedersen, O. (2011). A perspective on under-
water photosynthesis in submerged terrestrial wetland plants. AoB
Plants, 11(1), 1-15. https://doi.org/10.1093/acbpla/plr030

Domingues, T. F., Evans, J. R., Lambers, H., Domingues, T., Dukes, J. S.,
Egerton, J. J. G,, ... Farquhar, G. D. (2016). Global variability in leaf respi-
ration in relation to climate, plant functional types and leaf traits. New
Phytologist, 614-636. https://doi.org/10.1080/02652040500045151

Fick, S. E., & Hijmans, R. J. (2017). WorldClim 2: New 1-km spatial reso-
lution climate surfaces for global land areas. International Journal of
Climatology, 37(12), 4302-4315. https://doi.org/10.1002/joc.5086

Flowers, T. J., & Colmer, T. D. (2008). Salinity tolerance in halophytes.
New Phytologist, 179(4), 945-963. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-
8137.2008.02531.x

Freschet, G. T., Valverde-Barrantes, O. J., Tucker, C. M., Craine, J. M.,
McCormack, M. L., Violle, C., ... Roumet, C. (2017). Climate, soil
and plant functional types as drivers of global fine-root trait vari-
ation. Journal of Ecology, 105, 1182-1196. https://doi.org/10.1111/
1365-2745.12769

Gromping, U. (2006). Relative importance for linear regression in R:
The package relaimpo. Journal of Statistical Software, 17(1), S218.
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v017.i01

Hothorn, T., Bretz, F., & Westfall, P. (2008). Simultaneous inference in
general parametric models. Biometrical Journal, 50(3), 346-363.
https://doi.org/10.1002/bim;j.200810425

Iversen, L. L., Winkel, A., Baastrup-Spohr, L., Hinke, A. B., Alahuhta, J.,
Baattrup-Pedersen, A, ... Pedersen, O. (2019). Catchment proper-
ties and the photosynthetic trait composition of freshwater plant
communities. Science, 366(6467), 878-881. https://doi.org/10.1126/
science.aay5945

Jung, V., Hoffmann, L., & Muller, S. (2009). Ecophysiological responses
of nine floodplain meadow species to changing hydrological con-
ditions. Plant Ecology, 201(2), 589-598. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s11258-008-9508-9

Justin, S. H. F. W., & Armstrong, W. (1987). The anatomical characteristics
of roots and plant response to soil flooding. New Phytologist, 106(3),
465-495. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.1987.tb00153.x

Kattge, J., Diaz, S., Lavorel, S., Prentice, I. C., Leadley, P., Bonisch, G.,
... Wirth, C. (2011). TRY - A global database of plant traits. Global
Change Biology, 17(9) 2905-2935. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-
2486.2011.02451.x

Konnerup, D., & Pedersen, O. (2017). Flood tolerance of Glyceria fluitans:
The importance of cuticle hydrophobicity, permeability and leaf gas
films for underwater gas exchange. Annals of Botany, 120(4), 521-528.
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcx083

Lenssen, J. P. M., Menting, F. B. J., Van der Putten, W. H., & Blom, C. W.
P. M. (2000). Vegetative reproduction by species with different ad-
aptations to shallow-flooded habitats. New Phytologist, 145(1), 61-70.
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1469-8137.2000.00557.x

Luo, F., Huang, L., Lei, T., Xue, W., Li, H., Yu, F., & Cornelissen, J. H. C.
(2016). Responsiveness of performance and morphological traits to

experimental submergence predicts field distribution pattern of wet-
land plants. Journal of Vegetation Science, 27(2), 340-351. https://doi.
org/10.1111/jvs.12352

Luo, W.,, Xie, Y., Chen, X., Li, F., & Qin, X. (2010). Competition and facilitation
in three marsh plants in response to a water-level gradient. Wetlands,
30(3), 525-530. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13157-010-0064-4

Maestre, F. T., Callaway, R. M., Valladares, F., & Lortie, C. J. (2009).
Refining the stress-gradient hypothesis for competition and fa-
cilitation in plant communities. Journal of Ecology, 97(2), 199-205.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2745.2008.01476.x

Maire, V., Wright, I. J., Prentice, I. C., Batjes, N. H., Bhaskar, R., van
Bodegom, P. M,, ... Santiago, L. S. (2015). Global effects of soil and
climate on leaf photosynthetic traits and rates. Global Ecology and
Biogeography, 24(6), 706-717. https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.12296

Mcdonald, M. P., Galwey, N. W., & Colmer, T. D. (2001). Waterlogging
tolerance in the tribe Triticeae: The adventitious roots of Critesion
marinum have a relatively high porosity and a barrier to radial ox-
ygen loss. Plant, Cell and Environment, 24(6), 585-596. https://doi.
org/10.1046/j.0016-8025.2001.00707.x

Miller, S. M., Commane, R., Melton, J. R., Andrews, A. E., Benmergui, J.,
Dlugokencky, E. J., ... Worthy, D. E. J. (2016). Evaluation of wetland
methane emissions across North America using atmospheric data
and inverse modeling. Biogeosciences, 13(4), 1329-1339. https://doi.
org/10.5194/bg-13-1329-2016

Moles, A. T., Perkins, S. E., Laffan, S. W., Flores-Moreno, H., Awasthy,
M., Tindall, M. L,, ... Bonser, S. P. (2014). Which is a better predictor
of plant traits: Temperature or precipitation? Journal of Vegetation
Science, 25(5), 1167-1180. https://doi.org/10.1111/jvs.12190

Mommer, L., & Visser, E. J. (2005). Underwater photosynthesis in flooded
terrestrial plants: A matter of leaf plasticity. Annals of Botany, 96(4),
581-589. https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mci212

Moor, H., Rydin, H., Hylander, K., Nilsson, M. B., Lindborg, R., &
Norberg, J. (2017). Towards a trait-based ecology of wetland vege-
tation. Journal of Ecology, 105, 1623-1635. https://doi.org/10.1111/
1365-2745.12734

Ordofez, J. C., van Bodegom, P. M., Witte, J. P. M., Wright, I. J., Reich,
P. B., & Aerts, R. (2009). A global study of relationships between
leaf traits, climate and soil measures of nutrient fertility. Global
Ecology and Biogeography, 18(2), 137-149. https://doi.org/10.1111/
j.1466-8238.2008.00441.x

Page, S. E., & Baird, A. J. (2016). Peatlands and global change: Response
and resilience. Annual Review of Environment and Resources, 41(1),
35-57. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-environ-110615-085520

Pan, Y., Cieraad, E., Clarkson, B. R., Colmer, T. D., Pedersen, O., Visser, E.
J.W,, ... van Bodegom, P. M. (2020). Data from: Drivers of plant traits
that allow survival in wetlands. Dryad Digital Repository, https://doi.
org/10.5061/dryad.7h44j0zqx

Pan, Y., Cieraad, E., & van Bodegom, P. M. (2019). Are ecophysiological
adaptive traits decoupled from leaf economics traits in wetlands?
Functional Ecology, 33(7), 1202-1210. https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-
2435.13329

Pedersen, O., Colmer, T. D., Borum, J., Zavala-Perez, A., & Kendrick, G.
A. (2016). Heat stress of two tropical seagrass species during low
tides - Impact on underwater net photosynthesis, dark respiration
and diel in situ internal aeration. New Phytologist, 210(4), 1207-1218.
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.13900

Pedersen, O., Pulido, C., Rich, S. M., & Colmer, T. D. (2011). In situ O,
dynamics in submerged Isoetes australis: Varied leaf gas permeabil-
ity influences underwater photosynthesis and internal O,. Journal of
Experimental Botany, 62(13), 4691-4700. https://doi.org/10.1093/
jxb/err193

Pedersen, O.,Vos, H., & Colmer, T.D.(2006). Oxygen dynamics during sub-
mergence in the halophytic stem succulent Halosarcia pergranulata.
Plant, Cell and Environment, 29(7), 1388-1399. https://doi.org/10.
1111/j.1365-3040.2006.01522.x


https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-3040.2003.00846.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-3040.2003.00846.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2007.02318.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2007.02318.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2012.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1071/FP09144
https://doi.org/10.1093/aobpla/plr030
https://doi.org/10.1080/02652040500045151
https://doi.org/10.1002/joc.5086
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2008.02531.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2008.02531.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.12769
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.12769
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v017.i01
https://doi.org/10.1002/bimj.200810425
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aay5945
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aay5945
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11258-008-9508-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11258-008-9508-9
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.1987.tb00153.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2011.02451.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2011.02451.x
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcx083
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcx083
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1469-8137.2000.00557.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/jvs.12352
https://doi.org/10.1111/jvs.12352
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13157-010-0064-4
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2745.2008.01476.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.12296
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.0016-8025.2001.00707.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.0016-8025.2001.00707.x
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-13-1329-2016
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-13-1329-2016
https://doi.org/10.1111/jvs.12190
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mci212
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.12734
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.12734
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2008.00441.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2008.00441.x
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-environ-110615-085520
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.7h44j0zqx
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.7h44j0zqx
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13329
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13329
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.13900
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/err193
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/err193
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3040.2006.01522.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3040.2006.01522.x

PAN ET AL.

Functional Ecology 11

Pezeshki, S. R. (2001). Wetland plant responses to soil flooding.
Environmental and Experimental Botany, 46(3), 299-312. https://doi.
org/10.1016/50098-8472(01)00107-1

Poorter, H., Niklas, K. J., Reich, P. B., Oleksyn, J., Poot, P., & Mommer, L.
(2012). Biomass allocation to leaves, stems and roots: Meta-analyses
of interspecific variation and environmental control. New Phytologist,
193(1), 30-50. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2011.03952.x

R Core Team. (2018). R: A language and environment for statistical comput-
ing. Vienna, Austria: R Foundation Statistical Computing. Retrieved
from https://www.r-project.org/

Ramsar Convention Secretariat. (2013). The Ramsar convention manual:
A guide to the Convention on Wetlands (Ramsar, Iran, 1971) (6th ed.).
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-0551-7

Rascio, N., Cuccato, F., Dalla Vecchia, F., La Rocca, N., & Larcher,
W. (1999). Structural and functional features of the leaves of
Ranunculus trichophyllus Chaix., a freshwater submerged macro-
phophyte. Plant, Cell and Environment, 22(2), 205-212. https://doi.
org/10.1046/j.1365-3040.1999.00394.x

Reich, P. B., Luo, Y., Bradford, J. B., Poorter, H., Perry, C. H., & Oleksyn, J.
(2014). Temperature drives global patterns in forest biomass distribu-
tion in leaves, stems, and roots. Proceedings of the National Academy
of Sciences of the United States of America, 111(38), 13721-13726.
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1216053111

Reich, P. B., & Oleksyn, J. (2004). Global patterns of plant leaf N and P
in relation to temperature and latitude. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 101(30),
11001-11006. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0403588101

Riley, W. J., Subin, Z. M., Lawrence, D. M., Swenson, S. C., Torn, M. S,
Meng, L., ... Hess, P. (2011). Barriers to predicting changes in global
terrestrial methane fluxes: Analyses using CLM4Me, a methane
biogeochemistry model integrated in CESM. Biogeosciences, 8(7),
1925-1953. https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-8-1925-2011

Ringeval, B., De Noblet-Ducoudré, N., Ciais, P., Bousquet, P., Prigent, C.,
Papa, F., & Rossow, W. B. (2010). An attempt to quantify the impact
of changes in wetland extent on methane emissions on the seasonal
and interannual time scales. Global Biogeochemical Cycles, 24(2),
1-12. https://doi.org/10.1029/2008GB003354

Sasidharan, R., Bailey-Serres, J., Ashikari, M., Atwell, B. J., Colmer, T. D.,
Fagerstedt, K., ... Voesenek, L. A. C. J. (2017). Community recom-
mendations on terminology and procedures used in flooding and
low oxygen stress research. New Phytologist, 214(4), 1403-1407.
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.14519

Schenk, H. J., & Jackson, R. B. (2002). Rooting depths, lateral root spreads
and below-ground/above-ground allometries of plants in water-lim-
ited ecosystems. Journal of Ecology, 90(3), 480-494. https://doi.
org/10.1046/j.1365-2745.2002.00682.x

Sharma, S., Gray, D. K., Read, J. S., O'Reilly, C. M., Schneider, P., Qudrat,
A., ... Woo, K. H. (2015). A global database of lake surface tempera-
tures collected by in situ and satellite methods from 1985-2009.
Scientific Data, 2, 1-19. https://doi.org/10.1038/sdata.2015.8

Singer, A., Eshel, A., Agami, M., & Beer, S. (1994). The contribution of
aerenchymal CO, to the photosynthesis of emergent and submerged
culms of Scirpus lacustris and Cyperus papyrus. Aquatic Botany, 49(2-3),
107-116. https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3770(94)90032-9

Singer, C. E., & Havill, D. C. (1993). Resistance to divalent manganese
of salt-marsh plants. The Journal of Ecology, 81(4), 797. https://doi.
org/10.2307/2261677

Striker, G. G., Insausti, P., Grimoldi, A. A., & Vega, A. S. (2007). Trade-
off between root porosity and mechanical strength in species with
different types of aerenchyma. Plant, Cell & Environment, 30(5),
580-589. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3040.2007.01639.x

van Bodegom, P. M., de Kanter, M., Bakker, C., & Aerts, R. (2005). Radial
oxygen loss, a plastic property of dune slack plant species. Plant
and Soil, 271(1-2), 351-364. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-004-
3506-z

van Bodegom, P. M., Douma, J. C., & Verheijen, L. M. (2014). A fully
traits-based approach to modeling global vegetation distribu-
tion. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United
States of America, 111(38), 13733-13738. https://doi.org/10.1073/
pnas.1304551110

van Bodegom, P. M., Douma, J. C., Witte, J. P. M., Ordoiiez, J. C,,
Bartholomeus, R.P.,, & Aerts, R.(2012). Going beyond limitations of plant
functional types when predicting global ecosystem-atmosphere fluxes:
Exploring the merits of traits-based approaches. Global Ecology and
Biogeography, 21(6), 625-636. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.
2011.00717.x

van Ommen Kloeke, A. E. E., Douma, J. C., Ordofiez, J. C., Reich, P. B., &
van Bodegom, P. M. (2012). Global quantification of contrasting leaf
life span strategies for deciduous and evergreen species in response
to environmental conditions. Global Ecology and Biogeography, 21(2),
224-235. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2011.00667.x

Visser, E. J. W., Bogemann, G. M., Van De Steeg, H. M., Pierik, R., & Blom,
C. W. P. M. (2000). Flooding tolerance of Carex species in relation to
field distribution and aerenchyma formation. New Phytologist, 148(1),
93-103. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1469-8137.2000.00742.x

Visser,E.J.W.,Colmer,T.D.,Blom,C.W.P.M.,&Voesenek,L.A.C.J.(2000).
Changes in growth, porosity, and radial oxygen loss from adventi-
tious roots of selected mono- and dicotyledonous wetland species
with contrasting types of aerenchyma. Plant, Cell and Environment,
23(11), 1237-1245. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-3040.2000.
00628.x

Voesenek, L. A. C. J., & Bailey-Serres, J. (2015). Flood adaptive traits and
processes: An overview. New Phytologist, 206(1), 57-73. https://doi.
org/10.1111/nph.13209

Voesenek, L. A. C. J,, Colmer, T. D,, Pierik, R., Millenaar, F. F., & Peeters,
A. J. M. (2006). How plants cope with complete submergence. New
Phytologist, 170(2), 213-226. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.
2006.01692.x

Voesenek, L. A. C. J., Rijnders, J. H. G. M., Peeters, A. J. M., van de Steeg,
H. M., & de Kroon, H. (2004). Plant hormones regulate fast shoot
elongation under water: From genes to communities. Ecology, 85(1),
16-27. https://doi.org/10.1890/02-740

Wania, R., Melton, J. R., Hodson, E. L., Poulter, B., Ringeval, B., Spahni, R.,
... Kaplan, J. O. (2013). Present state of global wetland extent and wet-
land methane modelling: Methodology of a model inter-comparison
project (WETCHIMP). Geoscientific Model Development, 6(3), 617-641.
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-617-2013

Wania, R., Ross, I., & Prentice, I. C. (2010). Implementation and evalu-
ation of a new methane model within a dynamic global vegetation
model: LPJ-WHyMe v1.3.1. Geoscientific Model Development, 3(2),
565-584. https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-3-565-2010

Warton, D. I., & Hui, F. K. C. (2011). The arcsine is asinine: The anal-
ysis of proportions in ecology. Ecology, 92(1), 3-10. https://doi.org/
10.1890/10-0340.1

Willby, N. J., Pulford, I. D., & Flowers, T. H. (2001). Tissue nutrient sig-
natures predict herbaceous-wetland community responses to nu-
trient availability. New Phytologist, 152(3), 463-481. https://doi.
org/10.1046/j.0028-646X.2001.00274.x

Winkel, A., & Borum, J. (2009). Use of sediment CO, by submersed
rooted plants. Annals of Botany, 103(7), 1015-1023. https://doi.org/
10.1093/aob/mcp036

Winkel, A., Colmer, T. D., Ismail, A. M., & Pedersen, O. (2013). Internal
aeration of paddy field rice (Oryza sativa) during complete submer-
gence - Importance of light and floodwater O,. New Phytologist,
197(4), 1193-1203. https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.12048

Winkel, A., Visser, E. J. W., Colmer, T. D., Brodersen, K. P., Voesenek,
L. A. C. J,, Sand-Jensen, K., & Pedersen, O. (2016). Leaf gas films,
underwater photosynthesis and plant species distributions in a flood
gradient. Plant, Cell and Environment, 39(7), 1537-1548. https://doi.
org/10.1111/pce. 12717


https://doi.org/10.1016/S0098-8472(01)00107-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0098-8472(01)00107-1
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2011.03952.x
https://www.r-project.org/
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-0551-7
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-3040.1999.00394.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-3040.1999.00394.x
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1216053111
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0403588101
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-8-1925-2011
https://doi.org/10.1029/2008GB003354
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.14519
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2745.2002.00682.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2745.2002.00682.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/sdata.2015.8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3770(94)90032-9
https://doi.org/10.2307/2261677
https://doi.org/10.2307/2261677
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3040.2007.01639.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-004-3506-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-004-3506-z
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1304551110
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1304551110
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2011.00717.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2011.00717.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2011.00667.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1469-8137.2000.00742.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-3040.2000.00628.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-3040.2000.00628.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.13209
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.13209
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2006.01692.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2006.01692.x
https://doi.org/10.1890/02-740
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-617-2013
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-3-565-2010
https://doi.org/10.1890/10-0340.1
https://doi.org/10.1890/10-0340.1
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.0028-646X.2001.00274.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.0028-646X.2001.00274.x
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcp036
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcp036
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.12048
https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.12717
https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.12717

12 Functional Ecology

PAN ET AL.

Wright, 1. J., Dong, N., Maire, V., Prentice, |. C., Westoby, M., Diaz, S.,
... WIlf, P. (2017). Global climatic drivers of leaf size. Science, 12,
917-921. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aal4760

Wright, I. J., Reich, P. B., Cornelissen, J. H. C., Falster, D. S., Groom, P. K.,
Hikosaka, K., ... Westoby, M. (2005). Modulation of leaf eco-
nomic traits and trait relationships by climate. Global Ecology and
Biogeography, 14(5), 411-421. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-822x.
2005.00172.x

Wu, Z., Dijkstra, P., Koch, G. W., Pefiuelas, J., & Hungate, B. A. (2011).
Responses of terrestrial ecosystems to temperature and precipita-
tion change: A meta-analysis of experimental manipulation. Global
Change Biology, 17(2), 927-942. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-
2486.2010.02302.x

Yamori, W., Hikosaka, K., & Way, D. A. (2014). Temperature response
of photosynthesis in C3, C4, and CAM plants: Temperature acclima-
tion and temperature adaptation. Photosynthesis Research, 119(1-2),
101-117. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11120-013-9874-6

Yordanova, R. Y., Christov, K. N., & Popova, L. P. (2004). Antioxidative
enzymes in barley plants subjected to soil flooding. Environmental

and Experimental Botany, 51(2), 93-101. https://doi.org/10.1016/
50098-8472(03)00063-7

Zedler, J. B., & Kercher, S. (2005). Wetland resources: Status, trends, eco-
system services, and restorability. Annual Review of Environment and
Resources, 30(1), 39-74. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.energy.30.
050504.144248

SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Additional supporting information may be found online in the
Supporting Information section.

How to cite this article: Pan Y, Cieraad E, Clarkson BR, et al.
Drivers of plant traits that allow survival in wetlands. Funct
Ecol. 2020;00:1-12. https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-
2435.13541



https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aal4760
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-822x.2005.00172.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-822x.2005.00172.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2010.02302.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2010.02302.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11120-013-9874-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0098-8472(03)00063-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0098-8472(03)00063-7
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.energy.30.050504.144248
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.energy.30.050504.144248
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13541
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13541

