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Abstract : Depletion of earths stratospheric ozone layer is one of the most serious environmental problems in the world. Plant

growth and development is greatly affected by enhanced UV- B radiation due to destruction of ozone layer. The responses of

plant morphology, biomass, reproduction, phytochrome, stomatal conductance, evaporation rate, photosynthesis, respiration

and UV-B absorbed material to UV-B were outlined, and further avenue was proposed.
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