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Table 1 Toxicity of inorganic -mercury on the growth of plants
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Table 2 Mercury concentrations and distriburtions in plants
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Table 3 Mercury deposition contributed from plant in some areas
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Abstract: The environmental process of mercury in plants is a vital part in the bio-gcochemical cycling process of mercury, with

close relationship to the existence and development of species in the whole ecosystem. Some advances of researches on the bio-ge-

ochemical cyeling process of mercury in plants have been reviewed in this paper. They include the bio-toxicity of plants caused by

mercury in plants, the source, distribution, transportation and transformation of mercury in plants, mercury exchange processes

between plants and atmosphere and their rescarch methods, and the important function of vegetation on mercury cycling in the e-

cosystem. Finally, some key and hot research areas have been briefly addressed for further study.
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