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Abstract: Boron is an essential nutrient element for plant. It plays an important role in variety of biological
processes of plants and may affect the normal physiological metabolism especially in the low B or high boron

stress situations. This review is related on recent research about the regulatory mechanisms of plant in boron

stress, focusing on the mechanism of B—efficient absorption, transport, distribution and reuse in low B stress

and the possible regulatory mechanisms in high B stress in plant.
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