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Maximum likelihood, Bayesian inference and
likelihood ratio tests in the molecular
phylogeny of Alismatales
LIU Tao!, LI Xiao-Xian?*

(1, Faculty of Agronomy and Biotechnology, Yunnan Agricultural University, Kunming 650201, China;
2. Kunming Institute of Botany, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Kunming 650204, China )

Abstract. Maximum likelihood, Bayesian inference, Neighbor Joining and Hierarchical likelihood ratio tests were em-
ployed to study the phylogeny of Alismatales. 52 rbel. sequences were used in the analysis to represent 14 families 46
genera,and 6 related genera as outgroup. Hierarchical likelihood ratio tests showed that GTR+I-+G could be the best
evolutionary model for bcl. dataset,and the topology of maximum likelihood tree was similar to those of Bayesian tree
and Neighbor Joining tree,but Bayesian tree giving higher support values; Alismatales could be composed of two major
clades and further divided into five clades. The phylogenetic relationship of “families of Alismatales”,“Hydrocharitaceae
+ Najadaceae”,“Alismataceae -+ Butomataceae - Limnbcharitaceae”,and “Cymodoeaceae complex” were discussed
based on the molecular phylogenetic trees. The result also showed that more researches were needed to explain phyloge-
ny of Alismatales,
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lar phylogeny of Alismatales; rbcL.
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ARG IR AR, A B T BB R ST, It
#16 (Bayesian inference, BI) F & A B #R B (maxi-
mum likelihood, ML) . {8l 28 I # 3 ( Hierarchical
likelihood ratio tests, hLRTs) & #E F i M E
iR NTHEEMUAEPNEER SR TES
SR 1 (3K B %5, 2003 ; Huelsenbeck & Ran-
nala,1997; Huelsenbeck %§,2000,2001),

BAUREEMITETSHO TR E
(Huelsenbeck #,1997; Yang,2002) , BB #E W
FRMERANE BRI R EEFEASE AN
HEBRRERRRENSA TR AREALS 5 &
G THRAEST 0 56 ML EL RERF ER B RAER 4
MBRE M —HF I TR BN E— IS
R LAR B B, 6T M Pk st P | KSR E
BARWEINGWIEABRR RGN . B, &KA
BRI R R AR IE W 8.

SUn IS (BD R 3 55 51 2L i B BRI R
MBREMNGEIT 2T E. IR REETER
5 #E 3 (posterior probability, PP) Z &l - A, & F
Markov % Monte Carlo %:72"5 ,ﬁﬁi“f'%m*g#u%ﬂ jﬁi#
AKX BRERR, AR RS BHERY
WA N BRENRERERXRB R, Ntk
BRZERUAENBEET BIAAHEREE R,
A B AR TR L IR E R R PP RER K AT
171% , PP {H AT LA F B Z5{H (bootstrap value) 46 H A .

Modeltest 3, 7(Posada £5,1998) B F & & W%
HREREAGERY FENVATEERFRS
WREELES. ©FHSRH MR KR hL-
RTs) . Akaike 1§ B %7 v (AIC) # Bayesian 1§ B.#5
HEBIO X 3 MHES, M 56 MEZEBFRERER fiE
HERMER ., KSR A TR RUAR It
Wrisieh. ALK EMSTHEAREN T E, £
REX L EYFERREFTHRITEREN T ET R
AR, BEREREMVFEITELTERTE
WY R RAEEB M, hLRTs FEH AT EHRH
AREBRFB . AFRENETFHER.

15 B (Alismatales) K Z K EHBAEEY,
KA BT it i Y E E A R LB (APG, 20035 Les
F,19097) . ZBRAFRETFHHEYASHIRTRE
FRERSXZ— REERFHHEYEE BN
AR EFIIHEYEBEMPBIPHELRAERYN
{# (Chase %, 1995, 2006; Givnish %,2006)., BT
STER B A E RS B S KB ERATES EHAX

BHBRAR . RN RKBFERALEHENEEH
HTREHEMA T T EUBRESHAFZTARER
HMERRE, ERFTERBELBESX B HH
FREMMAEE -, ERPHSEREF K
B SEREENAEMAUSERBRAXE
TEBBREPEBETHISERT A —-GEE D,
Ba/E Les % (1995,1997) F B 43 F iE ¥ 7E 7 & & 2l
LTEFEXTHEHEH. EMEXWEEEHRIMREF
MEREHR . L0 UBS2E. BEEHHNSTER
GEMABERNREFE, BELSAIERIEELH
MW RERFTXRAEVIKREBE. ARG HEHRGEFRH
R RARERARREE TE, XEFRENAERE
BELOFERAREFRERIMA Les 5 (1995)
Les %(1993,1997) # Chen % (2004) #: F rbel ¥
RS » & Dalhgren (1985 ETFHESEHIEMN
WRTIE. B FRIERESNEESEHREERME
BEMRERARAHEE. BCEARNLELARBR
PLOHRREREAEHNERAN, REMRIHF
EBRACREMERER., AXWET HE Gen-
Bank s ¥ £ BRE9FTE H EERBEAI T RE rocL FF
1, R DU RT3 5 (BD LB K LAR B (ML) 4R 8
¥ (neighbor-joining, NDMEE BN RARER T RXE
BHOTER MEH - RERATETHNRERET R
B IR A FH R 5 18 BIR 4 AT S A LR

| S

1.1 B8

ATEHRENOFEEE 14 7 46 BRAMERE 6 M
%833t 52 & rocl B 5, £33 M GenBank 45
BB BARRTEHEEENRA T ELH. K
BIPEIES B Les % (1995,1997) F Chen 4 (2004)
BB 5T, 25 Araceae Fl Lemnaceae B 1 Y Gym-
nostachys anceps , Lasia spinosa ,Orontium aquatic-
um , Symplocarpus foetidus, Xanthosoma sagitti-
folium ,Lemna trisulca Y R4MLEE,
1.2 HEHH

FH BN B Lasergene MegAlignd 8 {6
FE) CLUSTAL W B Py HEFI s . W HE
W5 5 BT BB R A LA JEF (unorder) 1 4§, 4
BRIt B HEE. WA HES S &8 F 5 A Mr-
BayesV3. 0b4(Huelsenbeck %,2001) ¥ § 01 -3 35
BF MEGA2 #4F (Kumar %,2001) PR 4FEE &
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PAUP" 4, 0b10 # 4 (Swofford, 1998) 1 Ay £ K 2l
REWBELER. K Modeltest 3. 06(Posada &
Crandall, 1998) 3} bb X 58 [ 45 SR #E AT BE R 26 4%, 3F
fEitHXZH. BESHBEREEN GTR+I+G
(GTR = General Time Reversible model; G = gamma
distributed site-to-site variation; I=proportionof invar-
iable sites;-InL=8189. 3628, I=0. 5274,G=0. 7154,
A = 0. 28920, C = 0.18350, G = 0. 21020, T =
0.31710) , BEMBEREE S 52 7 ML f1 Bl &
Bith. ML 27 BT Jg & 2 38 & (heuristic sear-
ches) 1 # = 4 43 B 3% # (tree-bisection reconnec-
tion, TBR) # 17 ¥4 #% , 3¢ X Fi B & {8 4 #7 (boot-
straps, BS) #EFT Rz B, 1 000 IREEHLE B #H:; NI 42
Hrize F i 15 B B A B % 4% Kimura 2-parameter %
B, NJ R AEE L 1000 Kie k4T RR

W& X BREBL AR A GTR+I+GHRH,
Iset ¥ B HARABR nst=6(GTR A , i SEE R
B8 B E N rates = gamma, Markov Chain
Monte Carlo(Z 7] K45 52 4% F %) (MCMO) &5 4
T LAFEHLAR R B 15 #, number of generations (4,
#() = 400000, number of chains(45%{() =4, sample
frequency (EUEE $7 &) = 100, temperature = 0. 5,
starting tree =random, & F Z L & H burnin=
1000(100000 generations), BZAME 0% WE K
& B M (consensus tree) , RAEME XN ERFEE
iR R R I (BBP) . | PAUP" 4. 0b10 #
B two-tailed Wilcoxon signed-ranks test(Temple-
ton,1983) F1 Shimodaira-Hasegawa(SH) & & (Shi-
modaira & Hasegawa, 1999) 17 #f 35 #p 45 ¥ B 1L
BREARMHMTERBIANEAERERNZEE

£ 1 Modeltest EHH LA L RBBANRURESY

Table 1 Nucleotide substitution model parameter estimates for Modeltest hLRTs
-InL FAD O (G (D I G
8189, 3628 0, 2910 0, 1840 0, 2089 0. 3161 0.5274 0.7154
R[A—C] R[A—~>G] R[A—>T] R[C—~G] R[C—~T] R[G—~T)
0. 8465 0. 2834 0. 4357 0. 9082 4, 0937 1, 0000

2 NMMHELCHEHNRESH
Table 2 Model parameter estimates
for Bayesian inference
£ 34 FE F#% 95N BEXIE
Parameter Average  Variance 95% confidence interval
-In L 8282.5525 38,464340 (9902. 204000 8235, 053000)

f(A) 0.287162 0.000136 (0. 264545 0. 310518)
f(C) 0.185078 0.000093 (0.166342 0.203768)
f(G) 0.211466 0.000094 (0.192672 0. 230051)
(T 0.316294 0.000133 (0. 294049 0. 339154)

I 0.229145 0.000112 (0. 183705 0. 288856)

G 0.228774 0.000167 (0. 204461 0. 255147)
RCA—C] 0.082324 0.000094 (0. 064731 0.102502)
R[A—>G] 0.302598 0.000462 (0. 262822 0. 345869)

0.

R[A—T] 042191 0.000127 (0. 031740 0. 053510)
R[C—~G] 0.088516 0.000127 (0. 067398 0.111221)
R[C—T] 0.392751 0. 000537 (0. 346414 0.438306)
R[G—T] 0.091620 0. 000087 (0. 073655 0,109912)

2 HE

2.1 BERMAENSY
Modeltest 3.7 R EH, BoE TG 1ZEEE
#) DNA 4L R % GTR+I+G, XS 53t 11

M BEEERAMREE R A MMECInL) , 4
BEMTE (A, FC), FIG), F(T)) AR
B (D 2R B S B Gamma 28(G) JBE X 3
Y #) 6 MEBAERRIX>Y](E 1), hLRTs B4
REZEATBIAML ®EAEREE, Ntk
WHEMERSHIE 2.
2.2 REREIW

ST HEF 4B R R Y rhel B FEFIRE 1152 bp,
FTARAFIGRSE , Hodp 373 M7 S 0 AT 2R 2 (5 P 3
KER 32.4%0,281 MU A RBEERMNA(HEFIK
R 24.4%). F 3 F 41477 B (ML.NJ # BD 4y
PR T TS BB rbel BN, AT BT
BRAREWERINGW EREEA -, XEFLE I X
AELZARIXBREEER. HPBAURESH
HFB I, EMLENIWEEBEE LA T A
MARBIRRERERRAN =B 573, BIMA 31
FREBAZEAZ BN FENENRAERE
WA RRES TRACAMMBER(E 1:3), )
A RINE SRR E, AR RT SR
ATHRENERMEE. RN XHEEHE
XREHE LERUAMMSENMY ERET. &
SARBHSTHERBNEREER. BEERER
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Egeria densa
Elodea nuttallii

Apalanthe granatensis
Blyxa japonica
Ottelia alismoides

Lagarosiphon

—E Hydrocharis dubia
100 Limnobium faevgatum

Stratiotes aloides

95 Enhalus acoroides
10a Thalassia hemprichii
Hatophila owalis
2 Hydnlia
A
1 9 Valiisneria asiatica
Najas flexilis

Butomus

Li

a4 - Alisma plantago aquatica
8 Baldeflia ranunculoides
1% Damasonium alisma
Luronium natans
g

|—Hydrocharitaceae

— Najadaceae

— Burcmmaceaz

\a]_ Limnocharitaceae
fla

Catdesia

Ranalisma humile
Sagittaria latifolia

160 Wiesneria tnandra

Scheuchzena palustris
Litaea

N 100
!‘_Sii_~ Triglochin mantimum

Cycnogeton p

51 Zannichellia palustris
100 — Potamogeton distinctus
Groentandia densa

— Aponogetonaceae

—Scheuchzenaceae

— Lilazaceae

— Zannichelliceae

}Pmamogemunceae

Phyllospadix torreyi
100 I—- Zostera japonica — Zosteraceae

100 i— Heterozostera tasmanica -4

Ruppia —

Halodule uninends L

Posidonia australis

2 m Amphibolis antarctica
% Thalassodendron pachyrhizum
a8 Cymodocea serulata
45 Sytingodium isoetifofum -

Lemna tisuica

103
i Lasia spinocsa

FOurgroup

Gymnostachys anceps

a4 Orontium
93 Symplocarpus foetidus .

0005
B 1 #TF rocL 3 MEGA2 51t
AP A TE H SRR (ND
Fig. 1 NJ tree constructed based on rbcL sequemces

of Alismatales with MEGAZ2 software
(5 5r X _EBUE A ke A R AED

(bootstrap values of neighbor-joining analysis

are shown above branches)

KB, HPIRIER I, HTC 5 TERL
X, HRAEHEEFREELBRIZE SR ZEH
RHEEE N AL, N Alismataceae I Limnochar-
itaceae” £ 4 4% 2 & . Butomataceae F1 Najadaceae
B BRERSEFENE, X “Cymodoeaceae complex” 1 &
FZBENARKFFERRZFRAEDN LW, BT
Wilcoxon signed-ranks #; 35 1 Kishino-Hasegaw
6 I 7 L 7 B A B 0 R 8 T AT A T

~Cymodosaceae

(£ 3, KL R E /R ML, NJ 1 Bayesian % JL#f
AR EFBINASE R TN ORRUREZEIF
AEERERZES , KRB ILMHING W
FAHFESEEEZR . A HARE S X/HFTES
HE - TMEAEEF, Buckley (200D IAHTEXH
Fha BB 5 5 9 Shimodaira-Hasegawa #3685
B ff 4B Xt 4 . 4K #& Shimodaira-Hasegawa 4
(1999 KL B 45 3R, Y8 ML B4R 0 A BF 5% 69 B A

3 3t

3.1 FEEHMEREREXRR

KA ETE H (Alismatales) B FEE T &,
BEENBEFHEYERZ —. ZEBRREFEH
X TRV B i A A B R YR A AL LA B TS 4
S5HERFHHEYEBENXATRAAREEENL . K
Uk —EZBHEY R G ¥ KB RE (Chase 4,
1995,2006; Givnish £,2006) . SR, B T&E MWK 4
HERIAM TEH I H R G AR E R s
FER, MEXIZE R HENBERRAXETERRYN
IWREAS I EEERKWSE . EFEXRCHEFESH
RIEBRBBFEEEREREERR B0 Les 55,
1995, 1997; Kallersjo %&, 1998; Chase %, 1995a,
1995b,2000,2006; Kato % ,2003;Janssen % ,2004;
Tamura %, 2004; Givnish ¢, 2006; Graham %,
2006 ;Petersen 25,2006, W R EA F ERFHE YT &
& rbcL.psbA-trnH  matK F trnl. S5 F K &, L
REPEEFE ITS #1 58-NTS f %, i, #f—
I RAMEREIR, X RREOG R FEEHWEA
B YRR, MIRE B A ESR M RS —ERR
o, BRI R R 2, H X e R A R
BHRAREABEXATMERZBHFVERE. WEE
EHRAFHR T, AR AREEN A, XG
BRENRELR, FERAREWRERIMNA Les %
(1993,1995,1997) & F rbcL FHEHIBF 3T » 2 Dalhgren
(1985 TS HEH PR TAE. H Les &4
FHAEH A B ETE B RAENMEZR M Dalhgren B &
FMRERRAHE. hMERERSKER .2
¥R B A B (Cymodoceaceae complex) N RS0
FFHZE W (Les 55,1993).

FEEHAMAREEERMBAMNA BRI EEH
LTREZ HARIERE B AP RATHRE X
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00 Egena densa

Ekdes nuttatlii —r
Apatanthe granatensis
Blyxa japonica
Onaha alismokies

A

76

100 Hydrochans dubia
Limnobium laevigatum
Enhalus acoroides
Thalassia hemprichii
Halophita ovalis
Nechamanora alternifolia
Vatlisnena asiatica

FHydrocharitaccac

EM

Hydrilia verticiliata
Najas flexilis

aloides
Alisma plantago aquatica -
Baldelia ranuncuioides.
Damasonium atisma

Lurenium natans

Hydrotleys nymphoides
Limnocharis fava

100= gaguiaria latifolia

Wiesneria tnandra

L. imnocharitaceae

Uus
L. Caldesia oligodocea

Ranalisma humnile p

100

@, Py
B3

wnaceae
54 g Amphibolis antarctica —
10 Thatassodendron pachyrhizum
74 = Cymodocea serrulata
50 Syringodium iscetifolum

Ruppia megacarpa

I—Cymodoceaceae

R uppigceac
—ymodoceaceae

1od 104

n 71

Halodule
Fosse Poysidonia australis

76p~ Zannichellia patustris
Potamogeton distinctus
Groenlandia densa
Zostera japonica
Heterozostera tasmanica
Phyllospadix torreyi
Lilaga scilioides
Triglachin maritimum
Cycnogeton procerum

——Posidoniaceae
—Zannichelliaceae

}Pnlamogcmnaceac

i—-luslcmccac

——Lilacaceae

}-—J uncaginaceae

—— ApPORVRCIONECedC

~—Scheuchzeriaceae

]—A raceae

S palustng
10(}= Qrontium aguaticum
P is foetidus

— Gymnostachys anceps

Lemna tnsuica el emnaceae

X sagitifoliom

}A raceae

Lasia spinosa

B 2 HTF rbcl FFHIH MrBayes V3. 0b4 2347 84 98 A9 VE B Dot (BD (843 2 1 00 0 B (D
Fig. 2 BI phylogenetic tree constructed based on rbcl sequences of Alismatales using Mrbayes V3. 0b4 software

(Numbers above branches represent the posterior probability values)

RHTHRAEHTERNWET. ZFLITHE
BELZREEBRHEI R, BRATZANARER
BRABE—NSAWENGEIE. AXHAE G
TR RELEEW ORI ENER B -5
L, EZMOaNMTERBERYRABFEGEERLARSE
B PR EERRAMRA LM I, W RER S
SO ACRR 5 A F B4 3 (E 1-3) : A Xl Hydro-
charitaceae il Najadaceae ¥4 i , ML #f R X #¥ Naja-
daceae B % ; B ¥ & Alismataceae+ Limnochari-
taceae+ Butomaceae 4 ¥ , Butomaceae {7 T % 4 ¥
FOEER, Limnocharitaceae W ETE R B R, T E R IE
7 Alismataceae H1; C 3 2 1 Cymodoeaceae, Rup-

piaceae I Posidoniaceae 4 i, Posidoniaceae i F
B EE ;D F th Zannichelliaceae 1 Potamoget-
onaceae ¥ LI IR BE < & (BS=56), B [6] Zosterace-
ae W — B RLEBE(BS=59);E 43 % # Lilaeace-
ae B FETE Juncagianaceae I IE i — P8 & (BS=

8). A ICHETS E B B RWE R 4 S H R, 3 T 43 4L
S N EES X ERRG R RELRG R Les
QDM RERES —F, 5 Les F(1997) MR
S5 (2000 F| A rocL 7 544 5 MP B B BF 52
ERFBERNET: L AL =M FERENE
5 H RS & F H # F #F Butomataceae R/EF B &
32, T Les 48 (1997) FR#BI % A (2004) BB FL 45
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38 8F= Ennhalus acoroides -
Thalassia hemprichii
' Haiophila ovalis
8Y=~ Nechamandra alternifotia
94?0 Vallisnena asiatica
93 Hydrilla verticiflata
Najas flexilis
s Stratiotes aloides + Hydrocharitaceae
094 «81 Egeria densa
- 2J b= Eiodea nuttatli
85 Apalanthie granatensis
A 9 86 84 Biyxa japonica
Cttelia alismoides
Lag, LY
s E Hydrocharis dubia
Limnobium iaevigatum -
Alisma plantago aquatics -~y
Baldeifia ranunculoides .
1 Damasonium alisma Alismataceae
Luronium natans -
Hydrocieys nymphoides :}- Limnocharitaceae
Limnocharis flava
80 R humile
& 77y Sagittaria latifolia
78] N
B 81 79 I_E Wiesneria triandra L Alismataceac
Echi granifiorus
Caldesia oligococea .
Butomus i ~ Butomaceae
6y~ Amphibolis antarctica
[ Thalassodendron pachyrhizum .
3 63] 104~ Cymodocea serrulata Cymodoceaceae
& Byringodium isoetifolium
C 65 Ruppia megacarpa - Ruppiaceae
Halodute uninervis ~ (ymaodoceaceae
P tral — Posidoniaceae
66 35p Zannicheilia patustns — Zannicheliacese
Potamageton distinctus } Potamogetonaceae
Groeniandia densa
57p= Zostera japonica
Heterczostera tasmanica } Zosteraceae
Phyliospadix torreyt
“ 70 Liaea scilivides — Lilacaceae
Triglochin maritimum N
]-— Juncaginaceace
Cycnogeton procerum
A ; — Aponogetonaceae
Scheuchzeria paiustris -~ Scheuchaeriaceae
Y Orontium aguaticum
100 Sympl pus foetidus
Gymnostachys anceps Araceae
N 5]{ Xanthosoma sagittifolium
34 Lasia spinosa
Lemna trisulca -~ Lenmaceae
: £ P
B3 3T rbel FESI Paup 4. 0 AHTHAFHIE 0 VS B ABUARS (ML (4 430 ESEOMINAE BRID
Fig. 3 ML phylogenetic tree constructed based on rbcL sequences of Alismatales using Paup 4. 0 software
(booistrap values are shown above branches)
%k 3 T AIES ¥4 5% Templeton 1 Shimodaira X3 ML ,NJ 1 Bayesian # i #4416 45 52 =)
Table 3 The results of Templeton and Shimodaira non-parameter test for ML, NJ and BI trees®
Shimodaira-Ha §
A pt Templeton # Templeton tree Shimod a H segawa H#f
Phylogenetic 1moaalra-rlasegawa tree
tree KB N z Pr* ~InL Diff-InL P
NJ # 1258 49 -1. 3719 0.1704 9115. 08969 57.656947 0.036
BI 4 1251 5 -1. 4142 0.1573 9065. 10489 7.67466 0.543
ML # 1247 Best 9057, 43023

2 BE A 38 (P<70. 05) RTINS B AR — 3, 30 7 « IHRLRH .

» The joint probability( P<C0. 05)means the topology is obvious discrepancy and this is marked with* * ”.

A % $% Butomataceae AR F A 483 2. BR#HE W% AQOOOWBHRARRFTERDA S M ABAR
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BRAFRBERENZHAA XA IATEAHAE
o3, LR 11 K4y 32 i & B R G % 0 B M EHA]
REFERRA TR EAXEHZHEZEGX
KREMA:3. AL ZFMEM T EXNFEEEREN E
EH TR THRYE Les F (1997 AR 4R LSS
RIFE 4,
32 KEHNNXRENZENESEEUXE
IKERLZ 18 J& 80 PR, R EA 9 B 25 F, &
KERKIE TP, £ EH M. 1981 FEH T H
Fror ek B M B o — A~ K ¥ H 1998 F R 1E &
FEH LR IER APG BB LI ABRIEH,
HH IR HEAKER . APG L RAGEF R

# 4 ML,NJ,Bayesian 1 MP(Les % ,1997)
EGREMTIES TR EER
Table 4 Comparison among bootstrap{ posterior
probability) values for the major clade of ML,
NJ,Bayesian and MP phylogenetic tree

4y 3 Clades ML NJ BI MP
A 96 45 100 31(% Butomataceae)
B 81 51 68  100CAE Butomataceae)
C 65 88 79 40
D 59 95 100 100
E 68 99 100 100

WEBAE N — B AR, Tamural & (2004),

Janssen & Bremer(2004) F1 Givinish % (2006),
Chase Z£(2006), 0 Les & (1997 B MF R & R B A
AP RERIMSL AR A I AKER, A
F rocL HHE 9 ML A B B BF R 45 R A LF R
RN % 43 NJ F 3 45 Najadaceae 2 57
F Hydrocharitaceae Z 4, ~E W RIHKBEN L ER,
1B 52 E{UH 4506, dhoh, M TG SRR B K&
BHAREREEL BB ER. KERIEHRER
B w8 R AL B AL B G T8 K BERHRI e
BORMEE C A fL R IER . B1E 1937 4, Miki
HRYE L ARG M SRR A3 1 T R BER UK B R 414
Mei, ZW A RS2 T AR M (Ly Thi Ba %,
1979) (HIM 2 (TR K 55, 199 1) M43 F A H12 (Les
#,1993) & HH M IUEYE X #F, Shaffer-Fehre(1991)
HR 5 ol i 4 48 45 O T A B S AR Rl ME TR KRR B 9
Bk R, PhHREE(1997) 3 Xt A [ P B BHE S
BB SRR IE B MEE 5L, & R Najas, Stratiotes,
Nechamandra it Blyxa Z|8) B & K 2 872 254
ARG RIIFRER S KERZ R ET DN
BRAR . SRT, BTk R A O SR 09 1B TR 45ty 4% JEE
fadb, B BUXT LTRSS B PR 5E  ANFE 2 5 4 FUEHE
ESIERE W~ P F 5, B, KER SRENZ
) iy 230 53 Bk g — 20 H A .

£S5 HRSARGHEFTHARFER—RER

Table 5

The major categories of Alismatales under modern classification systems

ALISMATIDAE

Cronquist sys-

tem(1981,

Alismatales; Butomaceac, Limnocharitaceae, Alismataceac; Hydrocharitales; Hydrocharitaceae,
Najadales: Aponogetonaceae, Scheuchzeriaceae, Juncaginaceae (incl. Lilaeaceae), Potamoget-

1988) onaceae, Rupplaceae, Najadaceae, Zannichelliaccae, Posidoniaceae, Cymodoceaceae, Zosteraceae;
Arales: Araceae (incl. Acoraceae) ,l.emanaceae,

Alismatales. Butomaceae, Alismataceae (incl. Limnocharitaceae), Hydrocharitaceae; Zosterales:
Aponogetonineae, Aponogetonaceae, Potamogetonineae, Juncaginaceae
Scheuchzeriaceae) , Potamogetonaceae, Posidoniaceae, Zannichelliaceae, Cymodoceaceae, Zosteri-

(incl. Lilaeaceae,

neae, Zosteraceae; Najadales, Najadaceae; ARIFLORAE Arales: Araceae,l.emnaceae.

Arales; Araceae (incl. Acoraceae), Lemnaceae; ALISMATIFLORAE
onaceae, Butomaceae, Limnocharitaceae, Alismataceae, Hydrocharitacea; Najadales. Scheuchzeri-

Alismatales: Aponoget-

aceae,Juncaginaceae (incl. Lilaeaceae) , Potamogetonaceae, Posidoniaceae, Zosteraceae, Zannich-

Limnocharitaceae, Alismataceae; NAJADANAE
Aponogetonaceae; Scheuchzeriales: Scheuchzeriaceae; Juncaginales: Juncaginaceae, Lilaeaceae,

Butomaceae; Hydrocharitales: Hydrocharitaceae, Thalassiaceae,

Aponogetoales :

Maundiaceae ; Potamogetonales ; Potamogetonaceae, Ruppiaceae; Posidoniales; Posidoniaceae; Zos-
terales: Zosteraceae; Cymodoceales: Zannichelliaceae,Cymodoceaceae; Najadales; Najadaceae,

Alismataceac, Aponogetonaceae, Araceae, Butomaceae, Cymodoceaceae, Hydrocharitaceae, Jun-

caginaceae, Limnocharitaceae, Posidoniaceae, Potmogetonaceae, Ruppiaceae, Scheuchzeriaceae,

Alismatales; Alismataceae, Limnocharitaceae; Hydrocharitales; Hydrocharitaceae, Butomaceae;

Thorne system ALISMATI-
(1983, 2000a, FLORAE
2000b. 2007)
Dahlgern sys- ARIFLORAE
tem(1985)

elliaceae, Cymodoceaceae, Najadaceae,
Takhtajan sys- ALISMATIDAE BUTOMANAE  Butomales.
tem(1980, Halophilaceae; Alismatales;
1997)
APG(2003) Alismatales

Tofieldiaceae, Zosteraceae.
Zheng Yi Wu ALISMATIDAE
(2002)

Petrosaviales; Petrosoviaceae, ( Tofieldiaceae) ; Aponogetonales: Aponogeonaceae; Potamogeton-

ales; Potamogetonaceae, Ruppiaceae; Juncaginales; Juncaginaceae, Scheuchzeriaceae; Najadales.
Najadaceae; Posidoniales: Posidoniaceae, Zosteraceae; Cymodoceales: Cymodoceaceae, Zannichel-
liceae; Aridae  Arales; Acoraceae, Araceae, Lemnaceae.
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