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Abstract Mercury (Hg) is a global pollutant since it has a long residence time in the atmosphere
and can be transported over a long distance. Methylmercury (MeHg) has the characteristics of high
toxicity, and bioaccumulation along the food chain. It is the major form of Hg that causes
environmental risks. Inorganic Hg discharged into the marine environment through various sources
can be methylated into MeHg in sediment and water column. In situ methylation and demethylation
are the key processes that control the level of MeHg in marine environments. Although the
methylation and demethylation of Hg in the environment have been reviewed in several papers, both
processes in the ocean have not been comprehensively reviewed yet. In this review, the rates,

pathways and hot spots of Hg methylation/demethylation in marine environments were summarized
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first. Then, the mechanisms of the three Hg methylation/demethylation pathways in marine
environments, i.e., photochemical pathway, non-photochemical pathway, and microbial pathway
were discussed in detail. Future perspectives of this research area were also discussed. On the basis of
existing research, more in-depth research should be carried out in the future on the contribution of
different Hg methylation/demethylation pathways, the verification of the importance of Hg
methylation/demethylation genes/microbes in Hg methylation/demethylation in natural marine
environments, and the impact of environmental factors on marine Hg methylation/demethylation. The
research on methylation/demethylation of Hg in the ocean can provide scientific basis and data
support for in-depth understanding of environmental behaviors and risks of mercury in marine
environments and the development of effective prevention and control techniques for Hg.

Keywords marine, mercury, methylation, demethylation, mechanism.
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Fig.1 Tranport and transformation of mercury in marine environments
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FUHTE A £53R 0 FREE ok i1 H Al 5 25 AR RR R AT 17 RS0 ), (E XV PR vh oRe F Ak / 26
SRR AR D AR SCAE S IR P o TP R4 /25 T A AR | RE L RO AR W) 28 1 25 B L, 1
HVHE TR Y (Rl AR | TR E A s DU PR AR et ok W 2R A/ 25 1P Sl id e
HLH.

1 YgHER Ak B Ak #R 5 R X 38 (Rates and hotspots of mercury methylation/demethylation
in the marine environment )

L1 ETRoR LA/ 26 F Ak Al i A R

R R ()52 2R VR IR A BLAT i 10 TR 2 OfG 25 TR AR T ] P 00 5 P A (e ) A 25 FR BRI R (k) Y
DR, S 7 Y R4k /26 T BRAL R AT R B0 A0k, i H R 242 B T MeHg ™ &
R, LUAR DR K A2 R 58 h MeHg A JEUA A= RN ] DA 22 55 (Rl -+, 36 1 B4 1 H AT s m s E [F]
S0 2 S JIE A A5 10 9 R 2 ob OB FK A ok BT AR 15 25 B A 8, O T RR YY) ke, S LR
0.001—0.21 d', kg } 0.02—6.4 d™'; /KK ky, JE IR 0.001—0.005 d7', kg 47 0.09—0.57 d™'. KSR
IR AR, T 1 AR MoK T AR5 2 Y AL AR o5 TR R SRR IR R LU BRI, PR R TR
7R FH LA A 25 F LA A< B

R MFEAIIRK R GUR LA 25 H LA 5

Table 1 Mercury methylation and demethylation rates in various marine and freshwater systems

T X IR, e LB gliar el FH ISR/ E =BT
Study area Matrices ko kg Reference
W7 Marine
[ 5 e LA 0.014—0.082° 2.0—20° [44]
A% 24 1 5 KP4 YR 0.02—0.21*° — [45]
pNUIRE RN Y sty 0.002—0.053* 0.02—0.04* [46]
KGR D) 0.02—0.05° 0.4—6.4* [46]
YR DR 0.02—0.19* 1.6—26° [47]
VIR e T 0.01—0.1* <1—16* [48 — 49]
BAS iR LA 0.0011—0.0018 * 0.15—0.24* [50]
2RI DR 0.0003—0.006 * — [51]
piSIEY A ES PIEN 0.004—0.02 * ND—0.78 * [52]
0.002—0.06 ° ND—0.55°
Hb vt Kk 0.003—0.04 * 0.064—0.19* [53]
<0.0002 ° 0.033—0.064 ®
<0.0002—0.03 ¢ 0.028—0.084 ©
%7K Freshwater
B ek R gl sty 0.03° 0.096 * [54]
PINZS <0.0001—0.005 ° 0.031—0.903 [55]
<0.0001—0.004 ® <0.02—0.576 "
<0.0001—0.002 © 0.059—0.0311 ¢
W ST LA 0.0001—0.0004 * 0.09—1.59 * [50]
KERW TR 0.0000012—0.0031 * — [56]
PIES 0.0000012—0.0011°
Y5 (1) PN 0.008—0.063 * 0.128—0.245 * [53]
0.002—0.017° 0.01—0.14°
0.012—0.031 © 0.01—0.11°¢
A v AR DR 0.0004 * — [50]

FRARTFLA Ak 2 TP B A% MR A Woi PP B Ak 25 TP B AR5 <fRER M A ok Y A/ 26 AL R
* represents the in situ mercury methylation/demethylation rate; ° represents the abiotic mercury methylation/demethylation rate;
¢ represents the microbial mercury methylation/demethylation rate.
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PG DU oKk 1Y) B AL 7, AR R 1R 14 JFL T4 (sulfate-reducing bacteria, SRB) f& % % 7k B 3L AL
A, P U TTAR ) i T B AL R S 06 45 ARSI, (2R W R AR R 90 DX ik R A 19 B R AR, B
PR £ 340 Ji7 B AN 2k 48 Ji7 B (iron- reducing bacteria, FeRB) S 3222 (19 FH JEAL i 2B 7). S L W bt 3z 3
RAETESR VAR AR . R TR | VG b B 2R AN R S TR PR U PR BT v 7 g Rl D, TR
DURRP PR 2 oKk F BE Ak /2 W A 1 o B A 0 X

FRUTEP A1, TR W Ak /2 W 3 Abad Rt mT e & AR R TR VE R G /K AE . Ban W98 6 BH, TR &
JE ] e oK F AR B — SV TE PR DX 94, A e IR AL UK R 43 MeHg 2B 72 R A TE IR R 21,
5% ¢ A i Ok F BRI BE L [H hige AB 7E 200 m U BE A RE S rb 35 B2 S5 ey, 6 W AE 98T 20t Ok HH B4k
A= Pl e B AT S 5 ) i AR B8 7 N A R RO, S R R i Y A AR A S AR R SR AT
Y U SRR P T RE R IR 3R 20K FE AL ) B E S . 5 M I, FE AR T L R VR IR R 2 i A
S/ NX ST R B, DRAR ™ H ot TR 2 T SIOKOHE Hh FE RS OR VR B2 1 s 1) R B2 G ) Mg e AR W ok IR 2
ZH I S 5 SR Al 2R WO F Ak o 7R P e 3R 2 R AR TR VR Z K, BV 50—400 m TR BE Z [R]B: L R
TR H Ak AN 25 B AL i AF S e s, AR AR 9 R S Ab /25 Y A ol R A 4 ) 35 8 5 X Ik 3 )2 /K 1k R 3
R B T I & ¥ A AR L M I IR R S T RE RSB He Al MeHg, PR ARLBYE IA Ry 2 18 7 MeHg 119
VAR EOR TR, B, IR AT (Gorda Ridge) A FAIR IS 11 3t 14 A7 76 5 L5111 MeHg, 98 3 A R iX
AT BB AR S8 SR R AR B A 7= A 170, B A W o 5 DR 2 45 SR AR 3 BV IS IR A AE LA oKk 6k
HE MY WE G T Pyrococcus furiosus, W] RESe W 7E 1Y HBE Ak HR S DX, SRR I8 111 R b P TR JR 26 v TR B
HUA ) 2 W A o R R I R T B 2 B IR B R 4 SOK A RE RN TR Aquificales, 5T Y
G 5 b —— PR PR v i VAR B 1Y) Hg — B0, i o 7 S5 DR 20 = R B4 i 356 R 20 2 46 T B AR A Vg v A
Bz N, A 6 TR0 25 B AR W0 7 PARN b A IR A PR TPl 0 k),

2 WH R FE P A L B E AL S B HLH (Mechanisms of mercury photochemical methylation/
demethylation in the marine environment)

AT i DA A SR A 3 R AR A =, (HL A SR AR B 38 Y H AR, TEHLoR b AT DAGE o A AR
Pk A AR T REAR RO B 70 AR R A T EOG IR, AR AR Mok ALy Dy el s A Ao AR 0. AR
Az Wy i WY AL 2o R AR Sy i 7 A8 A0 T /K v FE RS AR 1 7T BB IR A8, X0 ¥ v 7K A& MeHg 19 A4 it A1 — & T
FRET 22330 SR v R 1 — ST 9 B, AR TR o UK, S i K v R TR R A R T L i T
KRR 3 I A= ) E g 0.2 o S8 25 B g, PR ik i v K rp ok F AR RE O 3 5 de A Rl REIE PR TR
AL, T AN 2 R G2 oK AR T 5 1R 2. e Ah, TR 37 i S e 98 & 3, AR5 A ic 19
PR a2 3 B & AR SR 1 H Ak, X Pl sl 42 H R ad ok A A P ok T B R g e 225 71 721 AR ok R Bk
AAE T PR T TP B4R P75 21 it — TOURE UL 4 5KV 1 o TP A REIF S 1 S8R5 i F 5 R W, 2R
AR LR ok HY R, AEAUL A0 A6 VK e I PR S SR v JEE K B R RARR A ).,

2.1 PR G S AR AL

WFFE R WY, T RE (2 S8 i v SR R AR W P AR 1 1k 5 W) £ 45 il Y 6¢ ( CH,D) # — Y JE 4 (DMS) 45
CH;I 76 6 7 P18 55 v ol 8 86 55 i 2 ol B0 1A ™= 2, T DMIS =222 ol Vg 0 V7 A 40 7 A= 707 5 i o 2
CH;1 175 S G AL 7 oKk F AR AT LATE K A P05 2B, (R F 98 B8 1Y CH,T B9V JE (mmol- L' 7K ) i &
T K (pmol- L' 7K ) i i SEBR v B, 2 3 B A2 1 /K b 1 T ik o A R B GIE D 7L, e Ah, A i oT R B
fif A3 HLIBT (DOM) 3K 2l i 5t Ak 27 5k HY SE AL AE R /K FI MeHg 2B i bl 55 J 24 Y, (E LA T 3R 0
W VR T TS AE TS 7. H RS i A SR D6 Ak 2 oK YRR AL S AT BE ik T v T R 1) F2 SR IR, W T
RIZIKM MeHg W B SAER AL SCRF 1736 — WA,

22 MHIROG 2 A AR AL

A 2 AR TR K LR IR Z KR MR Y MeHg Ffi bt 2 S /E 0. AR A9 26 TP Bk
AR A, HORHR Ay B o8 42 A Ak 2 25 W Ak b 3 — aob 72 X Vi 7 MeHg [ fif 119 57 ik AT LA 3k 2]
56%—80%!" "7 MeHg R LAt aof 4% o [A] 122 (9 D6 = S I o A7 W6 Ak . 4206 B Ak A1) T K v MeHg
) C—Hg B E MeHg-DOM 255 W) 1) Hg—S SEWZ O, T BUHE 1Y F 45 AR 1t 5% 7% F0 T 2404 %00 [a) Ol
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fife— M B oAb A T AR BT AR Bt SR (i Ak & BRI B SRS R Ak
DOM KR =T 25 ) % MeHg HOMEAR™ ¥~ 688 . e 1 LA KK PR 1 3146 2505 36 52 I 3R 3 56 7K
YL SRR Atk 7 A= 52

ARTE K | AU VKR A I 250 380 1 MeHg b2 25 F L B 1G9 50 36 R W1, MeHg [ fig
R BE R K 22 TR A7 AE B S B A DG PR, — B Ry, AR (UV) J2: T8 MeHg YGRE M i 32 22
W B, WA YE L 280 nm 2 400 nm (1) UV-A F1 UV-B 1] DL 3 521 MeHg {9 [ figf 1ol B2 815754 F]
R IR A37 25 1) AJF Jii 12 4348 ( Mass-independent fractionation, MIF ) 3511 7 55 V68 V£ 42 #) MeHg ) R YR ) &
B, MIF 5 KBRS RE it =22 (813 DI AE G, S by 25 AR IO 1 3 27K v F SRR A 1 F 2 A 10091,
BRIk sZ i 4b, K i) DOM B AT LUTE o 22 Fh 77 2052 i MeHg (9 G RE 32 451 4, 3 50 B MeHg-
DOM 4545 s 624 I 0 7= A A i B0 0F MeHg 25 F 34k, w23 3 40 2K 1 Py 356 g W s A BH) i 5 o
a2k 25 H Lk et 7o s,

3 WHEMAEYRP E 3B E T YL #H (Mechanisms of microbial mercury methylation/
demethylation in the marine environment)

W1 FTIR, W3R8 MeHg 17K 52 21 FRE A 2 B BE Al o i 0 S [m) 4 ) > 7, e ep A )
b PR YRR OR A A i 1) d R IR AR TS,

3.1 AR R A AL

A ke TP BEAK RT LR R PR b 0 TE LR B A o FRBEOR, 1 R ke FP BB 1 AR AL 225G
O AR R I hgeAB HE KX oR AL AR IR, SWERTEG A iAol R 2k Yok AL
FEAALHLHI. HeT SRB Fl FeRB PRI bk, A58 4 1 hgeA IR REAS 9 ith— ML i 1k AP H 5%
FAE B2k ik AR 1 (HgeA ), T hgeB B 23 G — 1~ 5 HgeA AHOC I 2k 104 I 4 11 (HgeB) , PIF
FH F AEWF Hg 18 1o B8 b 19 B 364k 2 A B MeHg™ %) hge AB 5 [FJ2 7k F L4k BE 77 0 T [ 7,
hgcAB K: PR 14 & AT B T ANATTAEA [8] 18 7 215 v SR TE 1Y oKk H AR T 7 . 324 1k, 425056
F5 R B (0 TR PR v ok TR BRI AR ) R B 08 E TR 1] (SRB., FeRB M H.E FR 18 ) | JEEER ]I
T O™ H e T ) i R4 Y. TR VR AT R © e ok BRI W sl B AT hgeAB [ B A )
sk 2 s,

HRTTE R ORI L RPUVE . PURF-VE | 238 RV VF 2R Vi R L3 A5 3/ 22 1 PR 05 9 T AR R K A o
VIR 3] hge AB JPRUFI oKk FH AL A W) B9 A7 AR 2. 1% e w7 15 I BIF9E & B, #5717 hgeAB BRI 1 072
BTE 200 m 2R B (47K rp HAT 8508 i 72 B2 OO 7R R W AR AT RO DU A it v ARG DN 81 14 i R A 40 T ) T
3AAT, A dE oI JERREGE I AN) T B T], b 08 I T A A 1Y hge AB LD 5 f e,
St R T AR GUAE W0, S UK 2 B PR A TR I 1) BT hgeAB IR ) SRB B & AT 18RI 7 51
2R TE AU IR 1 75 e PR ZH v U 65 R 7 8 T T #5707 11 hge AB R PRI, T I8 28 1Y) T 11 e 47K A4 T
WS L R hgeAB FEIH, RS8R B /A R W AEUK b 6-A8 T8 T f 32 B0 R W RRAL I A= ™). R
SR H I E 4858 1ok TR A TR Pk 22 O R ARV, (EL G S8R W o0 T A i P A i 8 1) STkt A BE 2200
Fn, ¥55 hgeAB JE DR A 1 1 35008 S0 A AL R & ( (Nitrospina) 8\ A 2 ma AR 0K . P8 I8 K- Andb vk i
SR PR BT VB AE 1R oK R AR R A e o o0,

WA R A — A B AR A, AT RE 2 2R . pH., A {52 (Eh) . DOM S5 Fh A= 1)
b 3R 27 PR 2R A 5 0 . YR TP R s O A T B, S BOR WA ARG . A T R AR
B 5E & B E T 1 25 S 350 SRB TR P3G R, FH R Ak 38 A it 22 3G o 5 e G AR pH A FT DA i
A REOR A A2 i — 7 T2 IR g Hg? A Wy n] ) T JEE B pHL {FL A9 A AR T 185 005 573 — 7 T2 P DAy o PP Ak
T WA pH T BE & 48 3= Tt An, MO E YRR Ak 3 A8 10 2R 00N, — SR 2 A T A AT 5 R B,
T AETTRR I T A W W A R 5 Eh AR 7R TR DG OC R 1 TESZ e oK Y Ak 3R 10 T A A= ) Bk A~
F &, DOM ¥ 1A Ry 2 fe 2L 9 R R 22 —L'%L DOM 1] LA 3E a9 b 7 X5 i) 5 1749 A= 49 ml ) P 1 R i
6T 73 —J5 T, Hg 5 DOM JE 18 2% 5 W0 X L i 2ok 4 MRS 5, DA T REAVR o 1 A 40 ] ) PR ;75
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—Ji T, VF 2 R UL MeHg W ¥ 5 DOM & R A IR IEA R R &R, Xl ge 2 T
DOM 19 A= K i i (475 IR W B2 1t 1 oK HBEAR A P Ay A A,
2RI O R AL BUE W ST hgeAB IR A

Table 2 Microorganisms identified as either methylators or having the 4gcAB homologue in the marine environment

Il £ J& E =P
Phylum Class Genus Reference
HBEf# & Methanoregula [94]
TG ED B s T 40 FP 2 FR 95 041 JB Methanomethylovorans [57]
Euryarchacota Methanomicrobia FH J5E -5 J Methanolobus [57]
F 2L )& Methanospirillum [59]
HuFF T & Geobacter [95]
WBAR IR 7 & Desulfonatronospira [57]
WA 13 5 )& Desulfomicrobium [96]
HE R & Syntrophus [95]
WK B J& Desulfovibrio [97]
AFTE BT (41 ) Proteobacteria oIV AN . BB T & Desulfobulbus [59]
Deltaproteobacteria
M BEER B & Desulfococcus [59]
AL PR B S Desulfuromonas [95]
RRBRAT 1 )& Desulfobacterium [59]
R 5 25 R 7 R Desulfacinum [98]
T AL P )8 Nitrospina [61 - 62]
Wi A5 i 98 B4 JE Desulfosporosinus [59]
i AR BRFT B4 & Desulfitobacterium [59]
JEERETA ] (4147 Firmicutes Cﬁfifﬁa TR B 271 8 Dethiobacter (59]
I ZE 1R J& Acetonema [59]
7= LB JE Ethanoligenens [59]

3.2 TAEYIGRE W L AR AL

A 25 H AL JE MeHg 7818 VE K AR FTTRR A v R A7 B A 1) 2 2 A AR 2 1001070 4 R 2 800k % o
hrfie Je A ok H A S R 04 TR AR At ELAG W % MeHg B BE 100 1981, PRt , 7 S AR TPk T V3 R 55 vh o T 3
Fe s Sk, N7 [R5 FE A A Mk MeHg (1) 25 FH S4B AR .
3.2.1 i 2 B AL R FR AL

5% 2 B S A W e e FH R OR LA AR A2 : 56— mer BRONT RGN T 10340 IR 5 5Lk, 330
Hg® Al CH, fif A g 101001, 588 — ok 4204k 25 F 364k, MeHg #% %/ 4 He®" . CO, Fll/b i CH,!S 2108,
mer KR IZ 5040 T IEAZAE b, I He B PEFN 5 #58  E a, JE A% A= 0ol LUK Hg™ iR I h
Hg®, i H RS AE R W T AR U0 1L 3% R Gl R I8 JRL i (MerA) F 22 Fiz i D BE 2R (1 S 4L AR, JF5%
£ MerR RS 20 7 45 100 151 MerR B J2& Dy BB 4 Jk PR 2 38 04 00 i) R 5, o J2 1y i 4t ik PR 2 3k ) 80 TR
11007107109 = L 114 g il o S R ) 1) B ) 6 R 4 R 7R R R A7 R ios - 1om v BB SR AR, BRTIB )
PURANTH, B T Xt He* B HLrEAL, XA HIRI A YA Dbk, I 9 a HLoR 24 B (MerB )12~ 113 110 -119]

%5 MeHg it J5 25 I RAL B9 E D T U0 A B mer 35207 B AL T FOkL . JeOfhk | #5008 TR 4R
W, X R G mer $NTF 1T LIAR 25 5 o556 45 20 AL AE D, DK mer 5290743 A 2 17, 76 e i
UK\ L0 B TR A AAER K PRI 5 T 2 merA JE N BYAFAE™, merB e PA B 7F A% 38 BRI A A0 A1 A
AU VK K S A A ) 1) 0 05, 1207 20 5 IR iR T b RSP PR VS S SR R/ IN DX mer B DR AR G 2 BE AR AL T
hgeA FE A ARRT 325, 512 X K )2 W00 3] i MeHg ¥ 2= B AL B 4 — 3009, 16 5% 8 A1, merB 3
(AR = BEFE 200 m BRAR IA BIWE(E, 2 o I A W B 0 S R 1Y 0.6%, [R] Bt R 21 Bl merB 1R =
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JE RIS MeHg /KPR BB 0. FRT, © 76 [R50 2 4 Hh 290 FiHAT I it 25 BT BEAL RE ) B9
TR SR AN TR, Forh 244 FhE A2 R Alteromonas &, 46 Bl & Marinobacter J&".
322 AfbEHEAL LS

5 mer B\ T S IE IR 2 AL RE A 1L, A0 25 B B AR AT A X s A 000, A 2
e — AR LRSS AR, SR AR 3 0O, R B BRI rp g JLU00 10 17 e AR g > Al SRR
FA AL E WAL R A BE, (5 SRB ™ B AT BN J& H 2 S 300008 v S {26 H AL
R Z T AR M A 44, 2 D O 25 A A B 27 1) 2 B A IE U Hg L CO, A i) CH, P 105 124 1,
SRB A1 Hl e 1 2 5 A AL 26 BT 6 AL A9 Xl 76 T 10 Al L™ A2 HoS i CO,(T7 /2 1), i s #5774
CHy H1 CO,(J5 i 2) 1060 124 2O X 3L R G2, WIFFE 5 HEI AT E -5 SRB 1™ F e 3 A — i (C AR
106,108 124 1261 L5 HEE MerB 14 A= W) BT MR A R AL AN ), 025 W AL 2 U E W A A — 3, Y
BEoRTT BEAE Ay L A 7 A A 07100710126 S, SRB P MeHg RYAILT 5 £ 12 #h S8 AL i BIL I AR
(7 1), 1™ FBE X MeHg B3 [R) A QI 005 5 28 B T — PR R Ak ) i A2 A 7 (O 7 2) 1001071090,

SO +CH,Hg' +3H" — H,S + CO,+Hg* +2H,0 (1

4CH3Hg+ +2H20 +4H" — 3CH4+C02 +4Hg2+ +4H2 ( 2)

BRI BB Y SR AL 25 T AR AR R A B, 0 A A5 B S 56 50 IE. Vi R AT R T AR A R i
BEOR 10 4 TR TR AR 1 A B 43 B8 4, AUk 25 R JRAR BRI A R DR ABIF R 06 108 e,

3.3 MR F AL 2 F AT BRI

MR RS RGP IR E B IR =, FX R B 53 T A2 v v R AR P R 2R
A AR08 H AU B SRR Y T T R Y B SR A A R B IR E A, BN [RIE SR Y
GEIAEAE T JE Um0 RUMARIESY R IV R — A AR T BB TE = VR HeCl, (20—120 pg L M4 T
W53 He 19 H 384k, VR TTIA 20 B % A A6 S5 40 IR D9 388, I 1) 0 A48 B i MeHg!™). {H Hy F 5256 v
PRI R B Bt 3 T A RARI K T MR B, X T VRN R B 25 A RGBS PR 1 H JLfb ol 7
ATh AR e = BRGNP, — TR TR 407 287 B AR 0 e o i o W LA RE T I A5 36 B, ZEAE40L 1 AR 7K
FAF T AR EEIABE RBORRY H FAL, Fr IRATINR T 4 1] 15 FhifF A i 19 ok 3L aE 1, K8t
BN EE A A 7R O TEATLSR i R AR RE ), 2R B TR I 00 76 0 1 A8 R SR A i i/ I T R AT LA
ZIME AT, = IR S A5 R0 22 T AT e B T MR B Hg 54T, GsE o306 1) Fi i Dy 1 f 22 K 45 ) ot
A DOM 235 LR () Ak F Ak i i 12— 1),

FHESF ML BA () H S AL B, A I R 3 B 40 A 5 19 AT DX MeHg 1) 2% B 846 AT B 7 7K AR
JEAk 25 3R Bl 25 B3R AL AR A 20% —55%010, FE B3k SR [ A rpot 5 I SV AL R S v ) 0 &
(CH5™Hg) S 40 45 R 3R W1, MeHg AT LA 3R A1 35 BE Mo Hg''7. [R] 7 28 7S B i 5 & 9038 o4 4K B i 5 3
MeHg [ fiff, 35 41 M G B0 A I TH R A S AR )88 6 AT IR K {4 MeHg 19 25 H b i FR U290, i
PEFRATIR T 15 e UL P S0 X R 19 25 W IR R 1, & B s M4 43 1 ) 5 | /2 1) MeHg ot 25 H 3k
L ZETE 0.01—0.39 d7' Z[H], H AR5 i A Rt RB 5 5 MeHg 19 25 H 2646.(0.03—0.14 7). fi
BN 3 I A B MeHg Y62k H 3R AL 5 5 B MeHg 2 H AL AR 2 F AL R A1 2, R
W0 7 TR VR PR 5 MeHg 1) 25 H B Ak b Ao 435 S AR . VA5 AT, 328 519 MeHg 19 2 HY 24k AT
Al F2 2 th AN ) GE e T8 42 5 R A, A AT MeHg Y B4 25 F LAl o2,
HE— LRGP T B B A1 o3 s ) Hh 5 3 MeHg 't 2 FH Ak i) 32 22 i 431 1590,

4 WEEEe bR B Bk /2 B AL 3 R HLH (Mechanism of non—photochemical mercury methylation/
demethylation in the marine environment)
4.1 ARGk R A R AL
FESefe 7 Hg BRI A5 LIAT B4 I BC & W AR S R B BEAAR o e FR AR 10, L2 PR Rl e 2% Oy R S
A 20 A1 5k R A7, AR T B8 3 %o oA (18 FR AR Y, H T & 28k WA R W Ve PR A rh B 1 YRR 8 2 81,
Hop A M AL E AL G W 0 e T AR AR AR 0 56 B0 190 SR, Celo S5 AIFFE 8 FH A4 PP A B0 ¥k 32 1t v
TR b R I R, PR R R B A S A S SR AR AR W R TT BB AN AR T K i R OR Y 2
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FORYFTO, A0 A1 oK F LAk 32 B A R RS T B R ) H G e R S B AR AL R F Ak, it
B H 5 hgeAB A5 1 40 P 5K Y 3k (U 96 B WY 34k e 28 ) IX 43 FF R 0 W 9% e BT Y L4 e R A
() 40 e A0 ok H Ak e B v, Hg o Sk 2 vl 100 e o B 64 e 32, S 80U B8 1 CH -, Bl CHy B8 31 &
ALY He? AR B MeHg! ™ 1. X 85 5 A= B R Ak B 4k, CHy 1) Hg? PR RS g o J& 2
() AR 4R 14, H T 0T () A AN (], 5K B SEAR T v B (R A & 4 5 ASTR), RO Bl ) 24 A AR 25
S, I 8 5 5 R ORGSR 3R B = T AR, DRI o JE R S Al T XTI K T MeHg #Y 5T
KU 12 R, EARAR A TR A W R B AL XK MeHg O 5THR, (HC A AIBIFSE 2 BH, B L4 i
G5 A 0 oK F A AR WK T R e A — MR R 7,
4.2 AR R OR X B A R L]

IR K ZHOET MeHg FEAR BT 2 B4 rPfE e ik 22 s A= 1 2 B Ak, (PR E b2 5 b
EL IR S 0] LAAE K BRBE v & A= H R PRl b2 5 s R DA A BIESE: (D 2R SRS
H,S BB AL 30 0 ) I 7 A il HgS () A1 - B 3 SR (DMeHg) 1 4% (2) J2& MeHg 5 i 22 3 R &2 10 A= 7%,
HgSe(,) 47

I A 5T UE I, MeHg W B 76 B A6 90 7 4 sl A AL 12 3% 1T 43 F 1 DMeHg!"™ 4. i Ak ) 7~
Y24 SIHETF 5 He 347 B8 B AR s 1l VB 4, IR 00 C—Hg 8 DL IEAT H 3L 55 7% o E al
DMeHg!"** 8~ 191 MeHg 1 H,S 2 ] A4 Jz I i o 58 1Y) Hg—Hg A B AE 306 P I E S FINERE, 55
(CH;Hg),S & AR MY FHE sl 5L L A — N B IR 6 8 31 ) — AN HUPR L, AN f2 i#F 72 B DMeHg!™. %
SO T LAY & I I 2 T A A 3 D AT DL B MeHg B R AR, O£ Bl R 34 5% o DMeHg (1 E
RN S AR A T 0 2 B AR AR, T R A A T S MeHg AR S L R =22 [A] 1Y)
J R, 3 5 JE i (CH3Hg ) ,Se F1 DMeHg 1 by B A, e 28R 7= 110 HgSe ()47, FRARIX L I N S FE
AR A58 2 AT 7K S IR S Y, (HX Fl DMeHg 25 HY 3 Ak A AL i B 28 78 Vi 1 T L sl 1) 0 R i 3 v
PlAG I F| U0 151 s 2L B AR A ] LK MeHg B AL R IEHILoR, DT R AT LA 4wl 1) FH 4 0 A R 2R

5 ﬁ%(Prospect)

(1) AN [) 7je R Ak /25 F A iR 428 DTmRAN B3 oKk Y Ak /25 R AL AL 3G A 90 . Dtk 2 FnaR etk 255
Z Mg te, A IR AR ST E NI MeHg IR L AL PR A4 LA, it oR AL R - R B IF 245 5 TR AL R
IR B ARA SRS I I AR A W 5 AR ) TR Ak 25 TR AR AR X STk % B .

(2) SEF it v P15 oK HY Ak /25 F R A L DR/ E AV R SR H D B AT — S8 5C Tl VR BN E P ok
Ak /2 FE AR E B RN D R 6 DR A 0 28 i, {H RT3 — s 7 v DB A= 4 N Ty e 5 IR 0 A S A
RGP AR b B VR FRAT) Bk = BEAS T e, bR 3X — IR) UK A7 B T B hge AB I merAB 55 DI RESE A
RAR R A WA SEBR TP PR v 4 T, I DA F00 o 1 22 Gt v ok i) 1 30 XU B2 pHE e S

(3) 7 £ 45 PR 3% X6 T o PR A/ 26 YRR AL B 52 T« T oK P A/ 26 T B A R 32 ) 2 Fh ) 3L
2z 54 R B2, 5 IREE . Eh, pH. TCHUKIE SRR EE . DOM A YU RE I 2500 55, & &
TX S BRI R 3R XV oK HY A/ 2 PR A 1) 52 i gt 00 A A A 28 Ak R AR 28 R G R 5 557 T R KX
I ) .
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