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Introduction 
 

In the United States (U.S.), energy consumption has continually spiraled upward.  
This increased demand for energy has resulted in energy costs also rising.   As a result, 
the building industry strives to tightly seal buildings to conserve energy.  According to 
the U.S. Department of Energy and the U.S. Green Building Council, commercial and 
residential buildings account for more than 60 percent of the total electrical consumption 
in the U.S.   When buildings are tightly sealed, a buildup of human bioeffluents, airborne 
microbes and volatile organic chemicals (VOCs) often leads to poor indoor air quality. 

 
In 1989 the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) submitted a report to 

the U.S. Congress on the quality of air found inside energy efficient public buildings.  
The study included offices, hospitals, nursing homes and schools.  This report stated that 
more than 900 VOCs were identified that may pose serious acute and chronic health 
problems to individuals who live and work inside these buildings. 

 
Even though it is important to reduce energy costs, there are other health-related 

savings that should be stressed as well.  According to studies conducted more than ten 
years ago at the Lawrence Berkley National Laboratories by Dr. William J. Fisk and Dr. 
Arthur H. Rosenfeld, companies in the U.S. can save as much as $58 billion annually by 
preventing sick building illness. An additional $200 billion savings in worker 
performance could be realized by creating buildings with better indoor air quality.  When 
adjusted for inflation, today’s figures would be even higher. 

 
It is not surprising that EPA currently ranks indoor air pollution among the top 

five threats to human health.  In an effort to maintain indoor air quality, the standard 
remedy within the building industry is to increase mechanical ventilation, bringing in 
even greater volumes of outside air.   However, higher ventilation rates have yet to solve 
the indoor air quality problem.  Increased ventilation also produces its own set of 
problems: (1) Energy efficiency is compromised.  Outside air must be either heated or 
cooled to obtain a temperature range for human comfort. (2)  In metropolitan areas, 
outside air is often highly polluted.  It is not environmentally responsible to purge indoor 
air pollutants into the outdoor environment.   

 
Carbon dioxide (CO2) levels are currently used as an indicator of indoor air 

quality.  Higher concentrations generally indicate the buildup of airborne chemicals, stale 
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or stagnant air and sometimes human body odors.  However, CO2 is not harmful to 
humans, except at extremely high concentrations.  In the 1960s, Dr. K. E. Schaefer 
conducted studies demonstrating that CO2 levels in closed systems at concentrations 
between 5,000 and 8,000 ppm did not produce stress on the human body.   

 
The U.S. Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) standard for 

CO2 is 5,000 ppm.  Workers may be exposed to this level for a work week of 40-hours.  
OSHA also recommends workplace oxygen levels drop no lower than 19.5 percent for a 
full work shift exposure.  Oxygen levels in the outdoor environment are normally 20.9 
percent.   For the oxygen level in the indoor workplace to reach 19.5 percent, CO2 levels, 
through the displacement of oxygen, would have to increase to about 14,000 ppm.   

 
 NASA Research 
 

In 1980 NASA scientists at the John C. Stennis Space Center in Mississippi first 
discovered that interior plants could remove VOCs from sealed test chambers.  After 
several years of research, NASA first published its findings in 1984. 

 
To further investigate these findings, NASA had constructed a “Biohome” made 

of all synthetic materials and engineered to achieve maximum air and energy closure.  As 
shown in Fig. 1.1, its exterior consisted of molded plastic panels designed to resist 
normal weather conditions with minimal maintenance.  Fiberglass insulation in the walls 
(30 cm thickness) provided a thermal insulation value of R-40, making it super energy-
efficient.  Its interior comprised 640 ft2 (59.5 m2) of living space. 
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The Biohome was primarily constructed of synthetic building materials and 
furnishings.  Upon entering the Biohome, most people experienced symptoms of sick 
building syndrome, such as burning eyes and throats and respiratory problems.   

 
Interior foliage plants, which thrive in the low-light conditions of the indoor 

environment, were placed throughout the living quarters to evaluate their ability to 
remove the buildup of VOCs that were offgassing from the newly constructed and 
furnished facility. (Fig. 1.2) 
 

Scientists 
placed an array of 
interior plants 
growing in 
commercial potting 
soil throughout the 
Biohome.  Air 
quality was tested 
several days later 
by mass 
spectrometer/gas 
chromatograph 
analyses showing 
that nearly all of 
the VOCs had been 
removed.  (Fig. 
1.3) 

 
 

Fig.1.3 
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Wolverton Environmental Services, Inc. (WES) 
 
NASA conducted all of their interior plant studies using commercial potting soil 

as the growth substrate. Beginning in 1990, WES has sought to build upon the pioneering 
interior plant research of NASA.  WES has conducted extensive studies on the ability of 
interior plants to improve indoor air quality.  Dr. Wolverton rates fifty interior plants in 
his widely acclaimed book, “How to Grow Fresh Air” (Penguin, 1997).  Plants were 
rated for four criteria:  (1) removal of chemical vapors; (2) ease of growth and 
maintenance; (3) resistance to insect infestation and (4) transpiration rates. 

 
WES now concentrates its studies on the use of hydroculture rather than potting 

soil.  Hydroculture uses lightweight, inert expanded clay and shale pebbles as the plant 
growth media.  Dr. Wolverton and his co-author, Kozaburo Takenaka, detail these 
findings in their book, entitled, ‘Plants: Why You Can’t Live Without Them’ (Roli Books, 
2010) 
 
Advantages of Hydroculture 
 
► Uses no soil: 
 Inert pebbles are clean and odorless.  Unlike soil, expanded clay/shale pebbles never 
 need replacing and as such are an environmentally sustainable product.  Pebbles can 
 simple be washed off and reused indefinitely. 
 
► Reduces over-watering and spillage: 
 Unlike standard containers with drain pains, hydroculture containers are watertight.  
 Water is introduced through a portal and a water gauge indicates minimum and 
 maximum water levels.  Spilling water onto floors, especially carpeted floors, can 
 lead to mold growth.  Any time a surface remains wet for 48-hours or more, mold 
 growth is likely to occur. 
 
► Reduces risk of growing molds: 
 Damp potting soil provides an environment that encourages mold growth.  With 
 hydroculture, the surface layer of pebbles remains dry.  Hydroculture does not harbor 
 fungus spores that can become airborne.  This is very helpful to those who suffer 
 allergies. 
 
► Plants take up only the moisture they need: 
 Hydroculture containers maintain a water reservoir and so plants require less frequent 
 watering.  Also, pebbles wick moisture up to the plant roots allowing plants of 
 varying water needs to thrive in the same container. 
 
 
► Reduces the need to transplant: 
 Nutrients and water are constantly available to the plants.  Plants do not send out 
 roots to search for them.  As a result, hydroculture plants generally have a smaller 
 root ball and become less root-bound. 
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► WES hydroculture studies show that plants emit substances from their leaves that 
 reduce the number of molds and bacteria in the ambient air.  It is believed that these 
 substances are negative ions. 
 
► Hydroculture plants are more effective in removing VOCs: 
 Plants grown in hydroculture are 30 to 50 percent more effective in removing 
 airborne pollutants than plants grown in potting soil.  (Fig. 1.4) 
 

  
 
 
 Many people 
mistakenly believe that 
LECA™ pebbles, 
produced in Germany, 
are the only source for 
hydroculture pebbles.  
Actually, there are 
several types of 
expanded clay/shale 
pebbles that function 
equally as well and are 
produced in the U.S.  
However, their 
appearance may be 
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somewhat less aesthetically pleasing.  They are not currently marketed as hydroculture 
pebbles but are produced for other purposes.  If the demand for hydroculture pebbles 
were great enough, producers would manufacture more aesthetically appealing pebbles.  
Some examples of hydroculture pebbles are shown in Fig. 1.5. 
 
Other Research 

 
Extensive studies by WES as well as other scientists in Europe, Canada, India, 

Korea, Australia and Japan have provided scientific evidence that interior plants can help 
improve the air quality within tightly sealed buildings.  Interior plants are more effective 
in removing harmful airborne pollutants in tightly-sealed buildings than in ventilated 
buildings.  No filtering device can effectively clean the air within a building when 
mechanical ventilation is constantly bringing in outside air.  Outside air, especially in 
metropolitan areas, is often heavily polluted.  Additionally, a building is not energy 
efficient if outside air must be continually heated or cooled to produce a temperature 
range for human comfort. 
 
 Research has shown that when workers are in close proximity to living plants 
productivity increases, morale improves and stress is reduced.  Evidence collected during 
the past thirty years overwhelmingly supports the beneficial health effects of interior 
plants.  Living plants also remove carbon dioxide and produce oxygen.  These can be 
important functions when large numbers of plants are placed in greenhouse roof gardens, 
sunrooms or atriums. 
 

Airborne particulate matter (dust) is most often introduced into buildings through 
mechanical ventilation systems, open doors or windows or by other means.  Few, if any, 
public or commercial buildings are equipped with “wet scrubbers.” This technology can 
effectively scrub particulate matter from the air before distribution throughout the 
building.  Airborne particulate matter has been shown to produce allergic responses in 
many people.  The young, elderly and those with asthma are particularly vulnerable.  Dr. 
Virginia Lohr and colleagues at Washington State University have shown that foliage 
plants can reduce airborne particulate matter from the indoor environment.  It appears 
that negative ions emitted by plant leaves attract dust particles.  Airborne particles are 
collected on plant leaves so that plant leaves need occasional washing.  Particulate levels 
in most indoor environments are not great enough to cause excessive dust collection on 
plant leaves.   
 
 One of the most ambitious and impressive uses of interior plants to improve 
indoor air quality is a building complex located in New Delhi, India.  The Paharpur 
Business Center (PBC) in Nehru Place Green uses more than 1200 interior plants to help 
maintain air quality within the 50,000 ft2  (4,647 m2) complex.  Outside air in New Delhi 
is heavily polluted.  It has been said that as many as 10,000 people die each year from air 
pollution.  In 2008 the Indian Government rated the PBC as the healthiest building in 
New Delhi.  Kamal Meattle, Chief Executive Officer, placed interior plants into the 
building for the primary purpose of purifying and revitalizing the indoor air.  As a result, 
human health issues, such as headaches, eye irritations and asthma, have been 
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dramatically reduced.  Additionally, energy costs have been reduced by more than 15 
percent and worker productivity has increased by more than 20 percent.  The PBC uses 
three species of plants:  areca palm (Chrysalidocarpus lutescens); mother-in-law’s tongue 
(Sansevieria trifasciata) and golden pothos (Epipremnum aureum).  Air quality within 
the building is monitored on a daily basis and posted on the company’s website.  During 
fifteen year’s of operation, healthy indoor air quality has been constantly maintained, 
even during periods of complete closure of the ventilation system. 
 
High Efficiency Planter Filter 
 

WES has developed a portable plant-based air filter that is 100 to 200 times more 
effective in removing VOCs from the indoor environment than regularly potted plants.  A 
version of this filter is currently manufactured and marketed in the U.S. by U.S. Health 
Equipment Company (USHECO) located in Kingston, NY 
{http://www.plantairpurifier.com} (See Fig. 1.6)   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Fig. 1.6 

http://www.plantairpurifier.com/�
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Passive Modular Planter Systems  
 

WES has also developed a plant-based hydroculture system to easily grow large 
numbers of interior plants in roof gardens, atriums or sunrooms for the purpose of 
purifying and revitalizing air within tightly-sealed, energy-efficient buildings.  (See Artist 
Concept in Fig. 1.7 and Design Specifications in Fig. 1.8)  An operational system has 
functioned successfully in Dr. Wolverton’s home sunroom for more than 20 years. (Fig. 
1.9)   

Although hydroculture is the passive form of hydroponics, it is important to 
distinguish between the two.  Built-in hydroculture modules do not require continuous 
recirculation of nutrient solution as is commonly applied to commercial hydroponic 
systems.  These commercial systems are primarily used for vegetable production.   

 
 For ease of maintenance, hydroculture modules can connect to a buildings’ 
internal plumbing.  A float valve automatically maintains a constant water level of 2 to 3 
inches (5.0 to 7.6 cm).  (See Figs. 1.7 and 1.8)  Plant roots receive water and nutrients 
through capillary action as water is wicked up to the plant root zone by expanded 
clay/shale pebbles.  The water depth needed to provide moisture to the plant’s root zone 
has been determined through years of research.  The water level is dependent upon the 
depth of the plant growth containers.  These modular systems allow for the easy removal 
of plants and containers. A mixture of plant species varying in size can thrive within a 
single module.  In public or commercial buildings, modules may be attractively placed 
throughout the building, near windows, in atriums or roof gardens.  These filters can strip 
the air of pollutants before it is returned into a room or building. When incorporated with 
standard HVAC systems, modular built-in units have the capacity to filter the air within 
much larger spaces.  As these filters allow for greater recycling of air and reduced 
ventilation, an exciting aspect of the technology is energy savings.  With today’s 
spiraling energy costs, reducing energy consumption within a building is vitally 
important.  However, its primary focus is to help alleviate the buildup of chemicals and 
other pollutants within the building that adversely affect its inhabitants.   
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Fig. 1.8 

Fig. 1.9 
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 The photo above is of the initial installation of a passive modular planter system 
in a public building.  It was completed a number of years ago and served as a valuable 
learning tool.  As a result, the design has undergone some modifications.  The latest 
design is depicted in the artist concept shown in Fig. 1.7. 
 
High-Efficiency (Active) Modular Planter Systems 
 
 The high efficiency Planter modules are a unique air filtration system that 
combines the proven filtration ability of activated carbon with the bio-regenerative 
(renewal process through biological activity) ability of microbes that thrive in the 
rhizosphere (root zone) of plants. (See Figs. 1.11 and 1.12)  Because this bio-filter has a 
‘wet zone’ that air must pass through as it is pulled down through the filter bed, it also 
acts as a ‘wet scrubber.’  Dry activated carbon does not effectively collect small water 
soluble molecules such as ammonia and formaldehyde.  The addition of a wet zone to the 
filtration process insures that the filter can trap water soluble chemicals as well as dust 
and other particulate matter.  Trapped chemicals in the wet zone are broken down by the 
plant-root microbes into elements that serve as food and/or energy for the plants and the 
microbes.  This unique biological process destroys and consumes the trapped chemicals, 
removing them from the filter.  Thus, the bio-regenerative process is sustained by the 
plants and their root microbes, thereby preventing chemical build-up in the filter.  Under 
normal operating conditions, the filter media should never need replacing and negates 
costly filter replacement that is commonly required in mechanical air filters. 

Fig. 1.10 
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Design Sketch 

 
 
 
 An artist concept for a rooftop system is shown in Fig. 1.13.  Potential placement 
of modular systems is shown in the photo of an existing hotel atrium.  (Fig. 1.14)   
 
 

Fig. 1.12 

Fig. 1.11 
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Fig. 1.13 

Fig. 1.14 



Wolverton Environmental Services, Inc. 13 April 2012 

 With today’s worldwide financial crisis, food shortages are a possibility.  Weather 
patterns are also changing, causing crop failures in many food producing countries.  As a 
result, scientists are beginning to look at the feasibility of growing food crops in 
environmentally controlled rooftop greenhouses.  Fast growing food crops produce more 
oxygen and remove more carbon dioxide than slow-growing foliage plants.  Therefore, 
the marriage of food production and indoor air purification in rooftop greenhouses could 
be an ideal combination.  Space research has shown through the development of “closed 
ecological life support systems” for future long-term space habitation that this concept 
has great potential.  In outer space, oxygen production is a primary goal.  However, on 
earth our buildings are never sealed so tightly as to require oxygen production.  
Therefore, the concept for buildings is much easier to accomplish.  Plants remove carbon 
dioxide during the process of photosynthesis.  In fact, carbon dioxide enhances plant 
growth.  So, any buildup of carbon dioxide within a tightly sealed building would serve 
as a valuable function in this concept as plants would effectively remove CO2 from the 
indoor environment.  Methods to increase photosynthesis and oxygen production by 
interior plants are currently in development by Takenaka Garden Afforestation, Inc. 
(Tokyo) with consultation by Dr. Wolverton.  These methods may also prove to be very 
useful in further improving the air cleansing properties of interior plants.  
 
 Summary 
 

Many people in industrialized nations spend as much as 90 percent of their time 
indoors.  It is commonly understood that indoor air pollution is harmful to human health 
and may pose serious risk to the more vulnerable.  Yet, the building industry has 
struggled for more than thirty years to find the dual solution of providing healthy indoor 
air quality while maintaining building energy efficiency. 

 
As is often the case, NASA space application research has proven beneficial here 

on earth.  Biotechnology that was originally developed by NASA has been improved and 
found practical application by WES, Takenaka Garden Afforestation and other 
researchers. 

 
Built-in modular hydroculture systems and portable high-efficiency plant-based 

air filters are two of the more promising concepts for maintaining healthy air within 
energy-efficient buildings.  These systems offer a more holistic, natural approach to 
improving indoor air quality and may have the added benefit of reducing energy use.  As 
we enjoy the beauty and beneficial effects of placing plants indoors, it is comforting to 
know that they are also silently working to maintain a healthy indoor environment.  

 
References 
 
1. Fisk, W. J.  Health and productivity gains from better indoor environments and their 
 relationship with building energy efficiency.  Annual Review of Energy and the 
 Environment, 2000, 25(1):1-30. 
 



Wolverton Environmental Services, Inc. 14 April 2012 

2. Fisk, W. J.  Review of health and productivity gains from better IEQ.  Proceedings of 
 Healthy Buildings 2000 (Helsinki), Vol. 4, pp. 23-24. 
 
3.   Fisk, W. J. and A. H. Rosenfeld.  Estimates of improved productivity and health from 
 better indoor environments.  Indoor Air, 1997, 7:158-172. 
 
4.  Fjeld, T., et al.  Effect of indoor foliage plants on health and discomfort symptoms 
 among office workers.  Indoors + Built Environment, 1998, 7:204-206.  
 
5. Fjeld, T.  The effect of plants and artificial day-light on the well-being and health of 
 office workers, school children and healthcare personnel.  Seminar Report: Reducing 
 Health Complaints at Work.  Plants for People – International Horticulture Exhibit, 
 Floriade 2002.    
 
6.  Giese, M., U. Bauer-Doranth, C. Langebartels and H. Sandermann, Jr.  Detoxification 
 of formaldehyde by the spider plant (Chlorophytum comosum L.) and by soybean 
 (Glycine max L.) cell suspension cultures. Plant Physiology, 1994, 104:1301-1309.     
 
7. Lohr, V. I.  The contribution of interior plants to relative humidity in an office.  D. 
 Relf (Ed.) The Role of Horticulture in Human Well-Being and Social Development: A 
 National Symposium, Timber Press, 1992, pp. 117-119. 
 
8.  Lohr, V. I. and C. H. Pearson-Mims.  Particulate matter accumulation on horizontal 
 surfaces in interiors: influence of foliage plants.  Atmospheric Environment, 1996, 
 30:2565-2568.   
 
9.  Lohr, V. I., C. H. Pearson-Mims and G. K. Goodwin.  Interior plants may improve 
 worker productivity and reduce stress in a windowless environment. J. Environ. 
 Hort., 1996, 14:97-100.  
 
10. Lohr, V. I. and C. H. Pearson-Mims.  Physical discomfort may be reduced in the 
 presence of interior plants.  Hort. Technology, 2000, 10(1):53-58. 
 
11. OSHA.  Limits for air contaminants.  Code of Federal Regulations 29 C.F.R. 
 1910.1000, Table Z-1-A, 1997. 
 
12. Rolf, Diane (Ed.).  The Role of Horticulture in Human Well-Being and Social 
 Development:  A National Symposium.  Timber Press, 1992. 
 
13. Ryushi, T., Clinical and physiological effects of negative air ions, Japan J. Clinical 
 Ecology, 2001, 10:70-77. 
 
14. Ryushi, T. and H. Sasaki, The handbook of science of air ions (in Japanese), Ningen 
 to Rekishi, 2003, pp. 496. 
 



Wolverton Environmental Services, Inc. 15 April 2012 

15. Schaefer, K. E.  A concept of triple tolerance limits based on chronic carbon dioxide 
 toxicity studies.  Aerospace Medicine, 1961, 32:197. 
 
16. Schaefer, K. E.  Gaseous requirements in manned space flight.  Bioastronautics, New 
 York – London, 1964. 
 
17. Ulrich, Roger S.  Health benefits of gardens in hospitals. Plants for People 
 Conference, Intl. Exhibition, Floriade 2002, The Netherlands.  
 
18. Ulrich, Roger S., et al.  Stress recovery during exposure to natural and urban 
 environments. J. of Environ. Psychology, 1991, 11:201-230.  
 
19. U. S. Environmental Protection Agency.  Report to Congress on indoor air quality, 
 Vol. II: Assessment and control of indoor air pollution.  EPA/400/1-89/001C, pp. 3-6. 
 
20. Wolverton, B. C.  Higher plants for recycling human waste into food, potable water 
 and revitalized air in a closed life support system.  NASA/ERL Research Report No. 
 192, August 1980. 
 
21. Wolverton, B. C., R. C. McDonald and E. A. Watkins, Jr.  Foliage plants for 
 removing indoor air pollution from energy-efficient homes. Economic Botany, 
 1984, 38(2):224-228.  
  
22. Wolverton, B. C., R. C. McDonald and H. H. Mesick.  Foliage plants for the indoor 
 removal of the primary combustion gases carbon monoxide and nitrogen oxides. 
 J. MS Acad. of Sci., 1985, 30:1-8.   
 
23. Wolverton, B. C., R. C. McCaleb and W. L. Douglas.  Bioregenerative space and 
 terrestrial habitats.  Ninth Biennial Princeton Conf. on Space Mfg., Space Studies 
 Institute, Princeton, NY, May 11, 1989. 
 
24. Wolverton, B. C., A. Johnson and K. Bounds.  Interior landscape plants for indoor 
 air pollution abatement.  NASA/ALCA Final Report, Plants for Clean Air Council, 
 Mitchellville MD, 1989.  
 
25. Wolverton, B. C.  Plants and their microbial assistants:  nature’s answer to earth’s 
 environmental pollution problems.  Biological Life Support Technologies:  
 Commercial Opportunities, M. Nelson and G. Soffen (Eds.), proceedingd from a 
 workshop sponsored by NASA, 1989. 
 
26. Wolverton, B. C. and J. Wolverton.  Bioregenerative life support systems for 
 energy-efficient buildings.  Proceedings of Int’l. Conf. of Life Support  and 
 Biospherics, Huntsville AL, 1992.  
 



Wolverton Environmental Services, Inc. 16 April 2012 

27. Wolverton, B. C. and J. Wolverton.  Removal of formaldehyde from sealed chambers 
 by azalea, poinsettia and dieffenbachia.  Research Report No. WES/100.01-91/005, 
 Plants for Clean Air Council, Mitchellville MD, 1991. 
 
28. Wolverton, J. and B. C. Wolverton.  Improving indoor air quality using orchids and 
 bromeliads.  Research Report No. WES/100/12-91/006, Plants for Clean Air Council, 
 Mitchellville MD, 1991. 
 
29. Wolverton, B. C. and J. D. Wolverton.  Interior plants and their role in indoor air 
 quality: an overview.  Research Report No. WES/100/06-92/008, Plants for Clean Air 
 Council, Mitchellville MD, 1992. 
 
30. Wolverton, B. C.  Nature’s answer to indoor air pollution.  Improving the 
 Environment, Proceedings of the Twelfth Annual Conf. and Expo on Facility Mgmt., 
 San Diego CA, Nov. 10-13, 1991, pp. 270.281. 
 
31. Wolverton, B. C. and J. D. Wolverton.  Plants and soil microorganisms – removal 
 of formaldehyde, xylene and ammonia from the indoor environment.  J. of the  MS 
 Acad. of Sci., 1993, 38(2): 11-15.   
 
32. Wolverton, B. C.  Can plants improve air quality in office environments?  
 Understanding the Workplace of Tomorrow, Proceedings of the Fourteenth Annual 
 Conf. and  Expo. on Facility Mgmt., Denver CO, Oct. 10-13, 1993. 
 
33. Wolverton, B. C. and J. D. Wolverton.  Interior plants: their influence on airborne 
 microbes inside energy-efficient buildings.  J. of the MS Acad. of Sci.,  1996, 41(2): 
 99-105.   
 
34. Wolverton, B. C. Eco-Friendly Houseplants.  Weidenfeld & Nicolson, London, 1996. 
 Released in U.S. as How To Grow Fresh Air.  Penguin Books, New York, 1997. 
 
35. Wolverton, B. C. and Kozaburo Takenaka.  Plants: Why You Can’t Live Without 
 Them.  Roli Books, New Delhi, India, 2010. 
 
36. Wood, R. A., et al. "Study of Absorption of VOCs by Commonly Used Indoor 
 Plants," Proceedings: Indoor Air '99, 1999, Vol 2:690-694.  
 
37. Wood, R. A., et al.  Potted plant-growth media: interactions and capacities in 
 removal of volatiles from indoor air,” J. of Environ. Hort. and Biotechnology,  2002, 
 77(1):120-129. 
 
38. Wood, R. A., M. D. Burchett, et al  The potted-plant microcosm substantially reduces 
 indoor air voc pollution; I.  Office Field-Study.  J. of Water, Air and Soil Pollution, 
 2006, 175(1-4):163-180.  
 

 



Wolverton Environmental Services, Inc. 17 April 2012 

Disclaimer 
 
The contents contained herein are the property of Wolverton Environmental Services, 
Inc. and may not be altered or reproduced in any form without the expressed written 
consent of Wolverton Environmental Services, Inc.  The views expressed herein are the 
opinions and conclusions of Dr. B. C. Wolverton and/or Wolverton Environmental 
Services, Inc. and in no way express those of any other person or organization. 
 
 


