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The Advance of Methodology for Determining Mercury Exchange at the Air — Water — Soil Interface
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(Changchun Institute of Geography, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Changchun 130021, China)

Abstract: This review papers describes fluxes of mercury exchange at the air — water — soil interface during the past twenty years,

including the methodology for determining atmospheric deposition (dry and wet) and mercury emitted from water and soil, analytical

aspects and advance in important fields which should pay attention in future.
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