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A review on mercury biogeochemical cycling in reservoirs
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Abstract; This paper reviewed the progress on current understanding of mercury biogeochemical cyc-
ling in reservoirs. It is pointed out that mercury pollution in aquatic systems is a long — lasting
challenge for aquatic sciences. Reservoir is recognized as a sensitive ecosystem for mercury methy ~
lation and subsequently for mercury pollution. The biogeochemistry of mercury transport and transfor-

mation in reservoir and the dynamics of mercury bioaccumulation in food chains of the reservoirs are

key scientific questions for the research area of mercury biogeochemical cycling in reservoir.
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