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Research progress on the bioconcentration of methylmercury in algae
and its trophic transfer

LUO Xiaoging"** LIU Yanwei® GUO Yingying LIU Guangliang®
YIN Yongguang'* ** ZHANG Qinghua'*’ CAI Yong™*  JIANG Guibin"**
(1. School of Environment, Hangzhou Institute for Advanced Study, UCAS, Hangzhou, 310024, China; 2. State Key Laboratory
of Environmental Chemistry and Ecotoxicology, Research Center for Eco-Environmental Sciences, Chinese Academy of Sciences,
Beijing, 100085, China; 3. College of Resources and Environment, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, 100049,
China; 4. Department of Chemistry and Biochemistry, Florida International University, Miami, 33199, United States)

Abstract Methylmercury (MeHg), a highly toxic pollutant, can be bioaccumulated by aquatic
organisms and cause risks to both the aquatic ecosystem and human health. As the primary producer
in the aquatic ecosystem, algae determine the level of MeHg introduced into the food web. The high
bioconcentration of MeHg in algae from water and its further trophic transfer lead to its
biomagnification in organisms at higher trophic level, which is of great significance to reveal
bioaccumulation of MeHg and predict its risk. In this review, we outline the characteristics and
mechanisms of MeHg bioconcentration in algae and further trophic transfer. The biological and

environmental factors affecting bioconcentration and trophic transfer are discussed. Future research
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directions on MeHg bioconcentration in algae are also proposed.

Keywords algae, methylmercury, bioconcentration, trophic transfer, adsorption, absorption.
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WA e 5 N R 3l B AR 72 AR 2000—3000 t 9 SR HE L, 1 M BT TR B A B AR R B9 B AR SR HE B 1T Ik
5500 t™. H AT, 760 B A A 5 A8 i 20 b DX A3 3k A HH SR, A AR v D ) VMR YA K | kK R OR B
6.96—10.78 ng- L0, Jblk & Rt A7 i 3 K AOR IR, B OR 15 G Xt AE 8 R4 5 AR EE R 1) fE 3
2013 45 1 128 N EFFIHLIX 28 T TR B KR A 29 ) LUK A0 5K 1 45 FH 5 AR HETL™, 2018 44
BRACH S B8ORS 2013 4F T H BT SR, thF D7 s b BRBURLE R AE A8 b (1 R ORAIE 38,
K5 Y [ AT K AAAED. BEAh, A BRAR IR 7T B8 5 B0k -5 R = R B B, M AHE S R A S R
SRR 7 B R L A PR D R B I 5 R 1) AR At mT R R AR R v R 1 SR AR

SRS KA A F SR F R (MeHg) 2 Bt e M MR TE A Z —, 2RI F iR 314 I
AL K D TR R B G RS 1 T hge AB B DR AR 1 ) H AR 1), B BESRGE i 5 1 S R 1 B 1 I 4
B, XTE RS B DA AR 28 R G000 F2 0 A B PR 07, O AT B G 4 5 e R B0 Kt et L R I ik
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FRRAA YIRS 7 3, S A IR oK B AR RE T, BB A3 v R VR FE AT IR K
IABEHY 10°—10° £, 56208 A2 Y Y 3 5R mT 3 o B W A5 8 O 6 LA AR iRk g R, F R M B 3R )
RN IR 0.15 —0.35, R 35 19 A4 Wi oW 20 R As, H )™ 8 ) Bk AR B | /KRR Tk A
BRSO T BRI - B R 5] R PR AR Ak

TR H R TE B 2SR i 5 A i FRF 5 A B — ok AR K AR HH 5 O A ) B2 AR 55 T3 K 114 S B i
FEXT TR R B & 4R | AR R LA R T G XU 28 5 JE 22 R Ik, A SON e 28 i 4 HH R I RRAIE
HLBE 5% e R 28 HEAT PEAN TG, Mg I BORE BT 4010 | B b 5 )5 S8 SRR RRAIE , I % AH G B
MR ST I AT R B,

1 FEREEHERYEIE. VLE A0 E & (The patterns, mechanisms, and influencing factors of
methylmercury bioconcentration in algae)
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R OR (1 5 AT, 28 B AP A T 5 I A 53- 0s ) vl Gl 5t 2 PR R i Y i e 72 £ O e b PP R i vk
JE P, TR ORAE i A ) A ] MU 4 L 235 4 v 1) 7341 25 52 el PP BORTE 0 B rh i9AZ 38 A TR
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(bioaccumulation factor, BAF) ik 10**—10°2, ¢ T 52 bR IR i i i A2 ) 2 ol 2 P i 2 20 i, M DA o8
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TR 255 2 4 700 3 O S0 245 3 T O T A TP R SR, P DA DX 0 98 IS ol e e T 5 0 R B P R OR L Hep,
0.8 mmol-L™" 24 R 15 ¥k 5 min B¢ 8 mmol-L™" > B 2 MR 15 Wk 1 min, 32 W B FH R OR (9 ik W 232 ] 56
90% LA 107 RS e R, 56 2% a8 45 Y OR 1) 25 57 T BB R YR T 8 O] F 5 SR W o5 R S0 ) BB AN TRD.
Sng L IHIERBE T, RUAMHEE (Scenedesmus obliquus ) V- J5 1) W B 56 (358 WS A 5K 2 /7K AR
FIR ) K 16.3%, (KT8 [ 4% /INRBE (Chlorella pyrenoidosa) (28.2%) , {H .75 1) W B 5 (78 W i iy R S5
SR KR SR ) HE 0T, LB P O 2 R VA B, Al A A s R A R 1 B e S v T AR A
BREECS. Sy Ak, BEERTE 24 h 302 168 h, 8 IR/ NKEE R B 2R B 21.2% FREE 11.3%, Bl
i 38.3% b F+ 28 46.9%. FR T W B i3 8 R T W S0t 252, #1000 98 25 i 2 PR 5 OR i 300 LA R A7 PR3k i oy
=, VA e A P P 2 08 SR A T AR,
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Fig.1 The proposed mechanisms of adsorption, absorption, transformation, desorption and efflux of MeHg by algae
(( The transporter of MeHg via active transport has not been identified; ) It is unknown whether MeHg can be converted to f-HgS; 3 The
pathway of MeHg entering the vacuole has not been determined; @ The desorption and efflux of MeHg are not determined)
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T8 1o XA (5] /)N ER 358 ( Chlorella ellipticus) | 18 12 8 (Anabaena) . 7K TR 22 35 FIER LR 10408 B 1O 21406
T 5T, 28 1 20 Bt B mh it A1) £2 JB W) (extracellular polymeric substances, EPS) [ 12 fA 76 i & & | 3
B BRFEMRELSF E e 5 W HOREEA D OU R FE REH 5 W ORI A G LR, AR S
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W o R R TR 08, 5 S AR P e TR %) 2600 A 5 M R AT A L, 5 5 8 R X 9 SIS R RS HH R OR 1) BT K T g
AR A T oy (AR B0, Y 5 g 1 R 1 WA T oo R Ry B v g R R OR - AR B2 6 ) (CHHg-L) 5 4 A 2 T
HHEA] (R) ZECAR A4 IE 18T 10 2% 6 ) (CH3Hg-R), CH3Hg-L 5 CH;Hg-R BYARXT$A ) 240 e Aok e
T AR, AN LS R A A B 7B AR AT BE S I R Y 385, s e H ik . N-CBE-L-E e 2 BR 1 N-&
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1.1.3 3200 B SR A I L il

W5 & B =W R I H° (adenosine triphosphate, ATP) ¥4z 15 (155 1 #2EX) B 35Kk i Wl , #
PRSI LI o i s A EOR. OGRS T i (B R S0KE) L G &40 I il ) (5 — 3
IR | S -4 B SR> ATP BHE i T 400 1] 98 2% B SRR A WA, T PR e R AE AR 75 2 ATP [ H 65Kk
M AT AR 0 41 TR 98 2R 1) T SR B 15 B T 1 R S, (EL7E 0 BRL B B 401 i (ATCC CCL-61) 1, LATI #%
iz M5 AR T B R -2 B A R &2 A W (MeHg-L-cysteine) 194z fiy D EHY. W 5T 55 ] MeHg-L-cysteine [
SEARITF LATL $58 5 A B IR B 2R, M 5 801 JE R a5 s . LAT1 8 (i 235 1% CHO-
k1 20 - MeHg-L-cysteine 5 85 2 IR 58 W B G E— 2 S FF T B IRFE I i) & BRPESY. T2 5 ik
F BRI HORIR 1R 1Y e is B AT R i — 2D AR

FiAb, A AT Bk Bh P B SOK AR B B SR . AR ] pH RIS IR EE T, H SR I o K
3 E R 55055k D% 3 X FH 6O 1) IR MAC o 23R 522 TE A G G 2R (= 0.75) 19, iy LI BE T 10 °C X 35K
W MAC S 2 B 52 10 ( Qo) (A Ry 0.7, S ZE A0 T30 B X 3 2l azs B R g 3k 38 119 5 i (3253 oAy 2—3) 10441, R B
FH 30K AT 38 o Bk B 7 B A B A ML BT B9 R B 28 OO B IR Bis R R T, M /N BR
(Cyclotella meneghiniana) [ H B R W Wittt 3 T e, FHBEORTEAI LS o LU R 64% [ 2 4%, TE W95 5))
P L H SR WS b A BT R AT e AR IR,

1.2 SO0 H R M R 55 2 HE

PR AT BEAETE AR S /MR AR h OR A & 1 (&1 1) 7E 28R 168 h i, R A% /NER i iy Y 3
IR W B 25 R 0 A v W BfT 1 (24 h) T B2 40%, B AR 2B Al sk v PR ROk M IS AR e s WM (24 h) R
B2 T4%8. LA I 35 2 XoT FH R SR 10 WA T R0 2 WA Py A0 5 98 28 A A A R L B 38 9 s B A SR, (Ll W] g
& T H R R A A R AR HE.

P T PR 2T LR A R A R AT L R R RN A HIE AT S R R BB IR & A, SR HE R OR 1) W o A AR HE
TR LA EE 5 o 1. 28 v R R OR 1) i W e R R DL AR, {HA B 9 3 I R v T el [0 /N ekl L K A
TR 223 TG 2R T TP 69%., 42% F11 34% B A oKk & AR . T E e v B R i SN, 3 2005
TA Ry RS OR JBR 38 T 35 SIS 40 A B 5 A Pk i O D IR 2 — L g Ah, BRSO 3B 2 T B0 B AR
(Chlamydomonas reinhardtii) F I ERE2 EH | B2 HEA . ATP S5 2EASHE TV EAS S
J& s A DG ER I BT ER Ak LA, IR, SR AMIERT BB iz A2 5P (HH EORINE T, —28R
FT Y = 228 E S 5 W ORI AMHE, N ATP 254 85 11 09 58 R 258 L3 in 7 a9 MRP2 2 1Y &
I, BER 1 DR SR EE RS B P AR HE AR SRS, TR, S5 S 6 FE R OR ANHE AR S H 12 2 I HLAR
YEHALE AT ST
1.3 P2 IR H 340 Fn 25 B 364k i 1R

H I, B A E 3 2 B i S T DL BB 7 A B SR, (B T8 Tk o 28t 15 v 7= A i AR 4 — B
38 A FERE T 110 3o R T B S5 50 SR 1 A . LAFEIIF 9% & BRAL IR A 55 35 15 b R KRR i v 1 FR R R
55 Bk i S TR AR OGP, H H B L A B vp B 5 B D R AR ALY DY S R iR AR Y, R iR AR
AT REAAAE, (H R ARAS BIUESE.

E A T UE 4l 2 B 3 2 AT 3 3 52 ) 7= B 3R 5 TRT 17 14 ] 42 e A0 FH R OR v . 1) X% P SR B 1 5 A
YIRS RE i I A S S IS, P SR R 6.8% YT Z 24.6%, TN A7 1 9 114 X BE 20 /K B rp JE P 3
IR ) 7 A L TR R SR TR I M 0 4 v T BB DR A i R 0T A R T R I S0, [ s e
LRE AR A0 RRE RN BT A Tt AT 0 B R OR A TR TS PR R, 534N, AR PRI AR S b i A Y
5 LR & i R OE A OB B SR, e 2 ] BE B B SRR AR, 0 il i 2% 5 ( Skeletonema
costatum ) 38 135 W B A 7R (47% ) FEAR T 426340 i BT %) FH 65 7= 0, e Ab, o St v gl o ele A8 /K A4 i3
TR DL S At AL A T SR A HH AR,

it E A AR 54k 2 e AR S Ab, S le F 5 & TR e A W HE 95 A 1T 7E 24 h S R Ff K RE P
12% 11 1 3 5 100, X & 4k [A] v  #2 ARIE B = 1 4 48 3 ( Phaeodactylum tricornutum) 5 JiE 55 ffi & ¥
(Chaetoceros curvisetus) % 6 FhEnl L5 | e B 30K & AL, JHorp = B 45 v S5 e 28l 3d 2o i 143 1
WS B LR A6 2 F AL, AR 1 L 5 (Prorocentrum donghaiense) 19 2= 1 3EAL RE ) TR T HAE A 40
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TR, THE S A ) B 1 25 W AR R USR A T A Al 0 5 B AN 43 s P i R R VR R, RO )i 42 g 2 1
FACHDRAEAE 22 5%, HUAN R I A T 6808 AR (0.01—0.39 d7) B3 & PRI M A &
A (0.03—0.14 d™)1°Y, 2 Ffifk 1 %6 22 S 02 fR 1 SO R ATLBHEAS [) 2~ 31, L A0 53 W 0 DN Ay 3 ot s P A
B H AR, FEAT R Sy B R R 1 45 B A1 R SRR 9 O R A 045 £ A 40 T D) RT R SE Ao R O
IR L1 T (MerB ) 25 142 [ figp HY R 1050, (BT Ao ol 248 e HL Pl A T 2 P LAk R AR AR 9 952

PR N I A7 AE HAth 2R PRBS v R IR RS 1 AN A: T R M A B AR A% 28 DB A R I8 SRR B
AR T2 25 P AR P VS A T A SR, H MG AR AR AR (< 5% ), HLATLEL G AN WA 7). 38 4 ¥ S -2 el
CHE () BRI i 25 (75 AT, B Ak K ( B-HgS) A FT BEAF 76 T8 4 i o™, 5 W5 Ik p-HeS S e
FEMTHRIEA (20%—90% ), I W7 HE 3= 24 U5 T30 b M SR i 5% Ak, (8 L iR 00 5 325 v g
A BIX S M RSB TR. ARSk n] (5 B 8 X I 2 I WSORS 4 25 48 1 55 T B B AL oK 14 A= i i A
FFPEAniF 7T
1.4 g2 B LR 19 0 40 i 4y A

A I 2 B | AR Bl A B T 2 A R (FL R AT RE S A M) | AR L R
FE B (WA A IS ) L VB A (RS 58 &80k s 340 "LEEHE Sy k. 4
JL e i 5 KR B LSRR N & a0 o B AR R TR PR3 40, K A s 5 AR PR 2R 1 R 40 ol 4 Uk
A4y AR E R R R TE B 2R T iy EBEAE 5 AR oy, o I Ok B R ARG AT Al R R AR Y
44% (BT AE 3 ) . 68% (/INER ) Il 80% (A5 #i 4 356 B ZEMEE B 1 vh, WAL R 28 5 & ik
IO 2R . A D H IR P 8 A IR 2 03 25 A 007 5 A R, R fE R e R A s Bl s
Al g st — 5 AR H AL 25 b, DRI 40 M S 5 40 M RS 20 00 P A7 AE R, (B i B B
) 30%0",

P8 2 P TR R SR 1 IV 400 A A7 o LA R R TT RE A TR U, [ 2 LGS TR TR R a4
J& B AT R M2 5, Al SIVE R A S SR BURT PR SR S E SR I B YR L s,
YRR 5 4R R S R B AL h W B 4R NS S 1 s AL 7 77 DU AR5 3l 2ok I e £ 2 5 Y
FETR A T DUAN [) 07 41 g 20 53 W £ f0 2R 3, FARs e A L RV M B 1 R0 4 5 2 43 v R R Bk (R 4E
(1) Eb ) v T AN 5 0 25 LA 2 23U, T A S [) 30 40 M 45 40 10 B 4 R B B L i b R e 2 = |
I 15 A i 98 A 5 4 WY SR I A G AE 9%, B AN () I 40 i 85 4 o R 3R R A% 38 b 9V IR 5 i — 25
oz,
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151 EPHE

P S B4 R X 2% T RRURT S T i 2K AR T LR B RE 7. IR 9 S S T R I VCF 5 AR R ALY
FHOC R ELAT 35 0.9784. DALtk A X 8 1 FRBE R Ay T A e 2 3 1) R OR ' AR BB ) = T DL e B S5 B
B LA 2R,

PRI LR AR ) R TR ) R AN I AR ) TR B 2 ST I R R R (IR TR P T
IRF] 1, R S A 118 A% ST B ), LI R i 2R i) H BR8N 5 S SR IR AUy TR
SRR B S ] B (Selenastrum) ™), Ui W] T M-SR AR B AR 5% 1z F0 RAR I OR T e R F#E S Z I fg. UL Ah,
WL 22 T RE B IR A R Sk 25 5, AnVRIEsh 5 TR BRE DL R i bR vl 1) VP REOR MR 22 L
UK 0.7 Za 47, 8 21K T 1k e A BEOAZ BE SIS, 30T B8 PRy Do 200 B 1 A L 25 5 2, o DR S 235 4 AN & 3 il
REOR T T T A T T 7S 5 4 R A 7 A R, T AR P S SR AE B W e v AL 1B 80 (1R 2) B,

P I AN T A R e L AR R ORI N R R A K BOs S T shis ) sE B R
2200 K] JH 5 AR A AR K B B R R R Wi (759 amol-cell™) 838 v T HAE 8 8502k Ky Bl i i i
(38.1 amol-cell ).

152 HERE

(1) pH: #2555 48 W7 pH JE#E. DIEEWFFE IR pH R RS, F LR 5 S 4 40 i 3% 1fi 1)
IH 25— M2 B 57 575 | A 5 245 1 P 5 O R o i P A AER ), (HL TR {0708 pHL T R s 3y F ORI 3
£ W9 B A Bk B P pHL I /K 1R v 9 288 P RE O 8 i T o pH KRS, HE— 25 A 9 2 R IR
Al N e ST B RE R 1 B 42, 102 pH Hh 6.5 FRARE 5.5 J5, S 1A A i 0 G Ak F SR Al R R I T
1.6 5 51 2 A% X G T e -5 /K A v B 3SR 9 IR A7 I 25 DA R B ol A8 A O 1 2, TR AL S Ok i v
S ML A A B R R, B T HLA A W n] R R %) R R OR S R, pH AR, FE R G £ 2
TEAS T8 5y 10 0 % LAk P R, AR T R e T AR T A8 53 8k, BR AR S5 AT, 240 i st o 335
PE 2 BB SN B 5 SRR AR 1 AR Ak, R HE FF SR i ke,

(2) T - AR R B 20 iy 4= BRI Ifs ) 5 22 () £, 2010 4F- 4Bk /K 22 PR A 100 4R THES
T 0.6 CBN. I BE T AN S | S 7 A TR AL, ] {1 g 28 100 A R Y, A v R S A 7 g, T B T g
JEN LR 10 B AR SEHG A RIS R IR 20 °C 3K 40 °C B, 2R H TR SR
WS 6 I T 70000, R R e AR Xk BT A 0 i v B R OR i RS MR AR /DN, B TR T R e 1 e
Je R e Al L BB ORI R I, R AR 2 A K B A IR U R K, R A T IR 1 AR
Xof Y AR A AN ARk,

()W FREA LT ZH05 00T, DOM 38 1o %5 5L 45 G FF 5K HE 1M R (IR e ) B R 1) i 4R 1Y, ik
J& DOM(20 mg-L™") [ i o] fifi A J2 /N ER 3 Y B 5K (1) VCF T B 90%, iK% B2 i) DOM( 1.5 mg-L™") i
H VCF T Rg—2F02 Ah, Bk DOM X i 2k 5 4 F SR I 8- e SE 7K DOM B I8 3, 3 nl BB 2
FHi/K DOM H 5 F LRS54 LA 55 7 L A1 19 15 5 00 5, HoE7K DOM B B 45 4 R L oR 12,

H2, A 5T & B JE /INERE | 35 147 A 358 1 U M35 7 /= DOML BRBE /K A4 (TH 4 LUV = M) v R
FL5R VCF J& HAEAL DOM F 85 K 44 CRL 5 8 Py 5] ) o iy 2 A% DL B iZ 3 vl BB 5 DOM 19 5 it
5. RTRIR IS DOM X 524 SRFR H LR (5% A7 76 22 5 38 3 KA T B A8 P A% IR 35 8 7 DOM X H 5%
RN F A AR, 25 5 R ok [ R SRR 5 AR 4R B K EPS PR IR T R OR AY & AR, Mk A SR 4Rk
[ EPS B4 #1026 S IF AN 25 12 e Ab, 5 v 1Y EPS t 7 — @ R B L R R 4 28 1R B0 18T ( Microcystis
aeruginosa) ¥ H BRI & A2, FaRZE AR T OREDIRIR Y EPS ] BB #E 28 & 4 H SR AR5 i 35 R AT
FEZE 5 BT 5y B A BT EPS AN [R5 T i 4143 R AR R 5 2 e ity i 5 F B0 OR B 4 i S IE A OG,
77 2 J K LA A= 1 5 PR R 4R i 2 TR OGP, X /N7 DOM AR5 & 3, AR [R) DOM I 2 S5 Tic
VR 22 S T 2 BEH K. 2P DR M5t HE 2 R 255 B AL B W R 21 B 4 HY LR A s 5 SR 2,

(4) oAt PR 2R - 9F 9% e B /K A v G 8 ARG 1 5 i) i 28 SRR oK. Gl 1T 5 T LR 4% 5, M
B H 0.47 mmol- L #8011 % 470 mmol- L' B, 7K A i G AL H R B9 7 L 13% 38 2 99%, i [ AL
B X H SR 1 VCF | 4.0x10* 34 3 1.1x10°%, 33 A B2 i T4 0k F 3R 1 1595 135 % i T & A A0
SR8 F B R mT Y T AN R 4 h s AR R 30% S K 70%, i LR IG 4 h 5 AR
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75% T2 44%". X AT REJE T Aok . B R SR S5 A A A IR P A 52 45 0 ) B TR AR ] ),
17T 0 A A 525 00 F) £ BSGARL TT R 2 M S Y R B e . AR BB SR AR 1.

2 MAREBRBoIYE P RREBESA (Trophic transfer characteristics of methylmercury
bioaccumulated from algae to zooplankton)

TR Sl AT A e T R ABUK, O H Ak 5 AN R Y [R) A SR A 1835 22 5 0. i IR
Yy ik K 3% (Acartia tonsa) %} 3 28 PR B BE 5k 1Y [R) AL B3 58%—T79%, X — 4 ok B9 Rl AL R A
25%—31%, SR HR I E FRGUR A T (> 1) BF & T 4k (0.2)9,

PR LR T TR A 180 52 R DS RE T s ) A5 A2 ) DR R S . I 3 DI IS 20 i o v PP oK 5 4 55 T 4l
YR R AR E DI R (r = 0.95), 3278 40 5 B LK B 2 Wi i s Rl AR . 53 8, e Fh et iy
M FF 5 SR A 7 s 0 e 8 ) AV P 3 TR 7y e Kk G 0T/ N 2R Al 28 s e e PP B i A Rl A 38 (719%) 1 T
7] Jem A REL I o, V% 95 ) ] 1 238 (88% ) 7L [R1 I, AN [ 5 A X £ O e HHY R R A% 328 1) T RS [m], S804
R RE 5 IRERBE ST DTHR T I £ WAk 5 2 W HEOR 1 35% 5 25%, TN H A 28 % FH 0K 19 BTk A
40%1. JHE A1, B iR S0 ) R SR v FiE AR R T4 Jon %, PR S [ Ak 0 Bt o g 1 36 B T ) 14 A
T4 e,

IREE AR AL AL I 52 e HY S OR £ W B A% 3ok 1) T L R R UL FHIR AT AR — o R B B F ORI Y
AT PN D) R S P SR 1 SRR, A A S ok O R T 2 0 AR A T Bl (R 5 A s AR
A5 ) B R LR (0 B A AL 00, 24N 14 °C 34 F 24 °C i, RN 5 2 G B 3 OR [ Ak %00 Il 2 ARk,
B8 1. 355 52 w3k AR A4 B ek AR T DR G A P Y i I H o 1) TR, b HE I A9 TTRR AR 52% T2 85%,
AR B TTRR AR T 43% P2 1%, S AR RN Y BE SR SR ARG o, DRI ik, Tk 2 722 Al v 3 ok 508 37 U
S A i SRS e SR ) B 1.

HHT 2 & A 0 8 FRA L2 e BB SR 1 B W A 38, (H 2 BARRICRAFZE Pl — RSO &
EFRAL AT DA A i, BRI RS ke 1) R, et B SR A (e e A Wy i 1 n 3 Ak, 3 U
) TR OR & R A, R T BOK IR TR & 5 R R 70% ). 55 —Fiol s oy & 78 FR A AT B s 7k 4R
rh F R MR BE . 5 8 SR Ak S X 5 A AL BT 1 1 A R SR A ok R A0, SRS Y R A 1
W Bt 23 B R d YRR SR U, AU 25 SRR B e 8 IR A IR 2 AR AR A PR R SR SR o 4 3, T4
B8 T Sk HY L SR A e AR UL AR S L AR 5 TR b KRR R o A S T P R R R R T T
24.3%—15918%""". ELJE:, & & SR A XT F B R S Wi 1% 13 O 25 5 52 ) v 75 TR AR

3 B4 5RHE (Conclusions and perspectives)

WSS TLIE L W B . T2 Bz fa AN sh B O K i TR, il A . ShHERN B Y BE 1S
128 A e A5 ) RS SR I IR R IH K. AR W) 5 PR IR R S S P R OR 2 R S B W A 0 1)
. R TR EE L HA RS 28, AW X5 pH., IR EEF DOM S 4510 26 5 B K, IR s
e i W B OR R R AR R A2 A EL T, B3 A Y BRI AL 55 52 Ml A 2% 1 15 JEL S . G s 26 2 i R
LR (e i B A S LRI A TE A, B SR 1Y 32 3 AR AN EL Ak i A2 (n WP 646 5 8 Ak) 0 7 e
S AN, pH Il DOM 45 A5 PR 28 X 2 i 4 W B oR 5 J5 S B W AL 188 OS2 R AFFE P 3L, T IR ADFSE.

I, 9528 F R ok S H B W) AL 388 i I 9 R 43 DAy S92 0 2 A4 SIE 6, AR DA Mo 592 26 2 A 4D 51
55 KBGO AR S &, LI 92 BRER BT v B SR Y 9 28 R B W A% 1447 . Z A 2R
B A A A R R R] A A A BOR T ERTE BB R AL . B IR AL A R M SR SR R R 2 Yk
R E RS RSB SR T A
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