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Research Progress in Ammonia Absorption by Plant Canopy

ZHOU Wei'?, TIAN Yu-hua', YIN Bin'
(1 State Key Laboratory of Soil and Sustainable Agriculture (Institute of Soil Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences), Nanjing 210008, China;

2 Graduate University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China )

Abstract: Ammonia Absorption by plant canopy is recognized as an important part of NH; exchange between plant canopy and atmosphere.
The research advance of NHj; absorbed by plant canopy was reviewed in this paper, mainly including the methods for determining ammonia
absorption, the mechanism of ammonia absorption and the influencing factors as well as the influences of increasing NH; concentration in
atmosphere on plant nitrogen cycle. Problems need to be solved of ammonia absorption in future research were discussed and the latest research
results of foliar uptake of volatilized ammonia after fertilization by rice were also presented in this paper.
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