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Abstract; Mercuric sulfide (HgS) is one of the most common forms of mercury. It is generally considered biologi-
cally-inert due to its low solubility. However, recent studies have demonstrated that HgS can be converted into
methylmercury (MeHg) by microorganisms in the soil. MeHg is highly toxic and can accumulate in the food chain,
thus threatening ecologies and posing health risks to human beings. HgS is widely distributed in the environment,
especially in mercury mines and some specific soils, due to long-term mining and wide utilization of mercury. It is
well documented that the environmental behaviors of HgS can be substantially affected by many environmental fac-
tors (i.e., DOM, microbes, pH) and the physicochemical properties of HgS itself, then contributing to global mercu-
ry cycling. This paper mainly summarized the research on the formation, distribution, transformation, and bioavail-
ability of HgS, as well as the relative analytical methods. It should be beneficial for further understanding the role
of HgS in global mercury cycling and give clues for scientific assessment of mercury toxicity in croplands and food

chains.
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K(Hg) e —Map R E &R, AR A
AR B R AR M BB R S R R AE D)
AR S AR B UM G, iAok (HeS) 2
FIAR A e WL SR B 25, R H e it B AR (K, =
52.4)7 AR WE R R, (R T S AR B R
1, HgS fokr AT DA G0 A: W 7 A by P 0 5 1Y) PR
K(MeHg), H ¥ 55 vh B il i) HgS A LT 2108y
HgS LSO E 3557 MeHg X AR A RS |
GE RGN R A RE 1S BO™ L E, BTG L
PN A= R PR RN S o S B UN Y = €1 !
MeHg , BFE WK R, J0HOZ R R 43 v] LURR B
MeHg®” | & F#% MeHg 75 44 19 /K Fi & A 2548 A Me-
Hg MEZEGRKEZ —, Li FYH5IA o-HeS 1)+
Bk SR Bon , BARK R AE KON Z 52 (1
FERL 2 PR R (THE) A1 MeHg & LRGBS | 1L HH
HgS A AE A D6 B 28 Al ml DA i B s 76
FEVTA R AR R XUBS: R & 5K 15 Y A 3008 2 5 Tk
N HeS (LE DRI TN A TS B

HARIE T HeS 1Y 32208 iR & 48 37 i 2 R
W AR T AR T RIG S ARG R A
FI AL bR EN T BB BE Y HeS ) Z A i 7E A
[ IRE A B R 1 Bt =2 Ah Aol P R R
thJE HeS RYEZ 5 45, HeS MIFREETT R A
A 52 AR B AR S DL I A S rh i 2 T & )
M, ASCSH DR SCHERIGE , 5245 T HeS 75 H
SRIL) AT T O i T B AR AR B T R
ST AT, A B E— 20 T i MK OR 116 24 L K¢
FF2E TPl oK A PR AU P2 LS B

1 HgS K943 7 ( Distribution of HgS)

HgS J& AR A i w8 WL oRIE AR, 24 2
FAFAEIE L, 20 5 75 7 b B A AR (a-HS) FI ST 7
i AU IR AP (B-HgS) , Wi R BT ¥ AR e, FEK (%
I R BV R AR A, (R T TR fb 84 (Na, S), &
BT KR A TR B T (Hg™ )Mt R R
(Hg"),HgS Mt £, LA N
a-HgS JE 2Bk 4 KRB0 A 1) FZRIE A, B-HeS
WUV BE 22 1l RAE 0 DX

HgS #0 R 7R B AR N 3 —J5 T iy
HgS B i FE AR, A58 h & R 285 09 R BB TE B
HgS 5], 33—k 72 0] DA A 250 ks R85 v 1) K [t

RE 55— 77 11, HgS [T 2K S KR 70 R A1 35 1) IF
g1 RBORE IMAE 26 SRAAF L LIRS A
R TR T At SR Y 3/4 : Almaden | Idrija

Amiata . Huancavelica #11 California Coast Range™’ .

PUPESE G RA 5 OR T Wi G AR PR
R MR T s SR WA T 2 R SR A R 4
AR, 3 1 IR T AR N = B A s 1 SR A 1Y
Oy LA LA R HeS Y AR & &

FIARZAE T HgS nl LA & 47 (8 JRUAL ATk o
AT N R TG B R BOF 20 X R
(AR S ZR G (n e FU>1024280 iy e 7K P72 yr 1 i AR
P2yt HeS 9 F it i e s, 59 Ak, Bl
KEMEAH He' 2o TR ITRE S A T M Bk 454
W% A EHE KR TR G A T R4 HeS,
1 B¢ HgS TEXBEh i) 12 5040

KOs & e KR He M E ZOR IR, i AT
) He' iy P /b 2l He® 78 S8 LA BE v i It
R A 22 3T kL Al TR IRt K A
HgS""™™ 534b, Tolk 15 7K 7 ok i 5K 15 Y IRl i 2> 1
At HeS 9 BRI B4 BFSE N Bs oy
FIHERE R A B RAORL Y B & T s A
RN ARTR A A B 58 2 HeS. 2 DL B
HgS 7€ HARMEE ) 2 74, N2E 5 HgS M fi
XA BA 2k,

2 HgS B4 #7177 i% ( Analytical method of HgS)

HgS J& 3 VIR EZRIES PR A%
H1 HeS MBI % Ak A= ) 1) FH 3 8 0k 8 382 5K i 3sk
A2 AR HERR PG 2ok iy A S XU BA
PR, BRI HgS By P 5 o SR 48 M 5 oy
S HgS 1y R s 4 il ok T IRXE™ AR
RALER T HOR B K e A8 A= WA v HeS 19
SAHTERME T ) T H R S 40 HeS 1y —2E5)
MrREH A
2.1 HgS HyFEE (Extraction of HgS)

T IR T (U0 4 1) Y B o0 52 2%, B 53 #r
IREEAE AL ) HeS LR IR, 75 28 5 52 Bu ks R 45
4o Bloom PN T TR HLERfL 2425 5 857
BT ARG 1 B2 - 8 5 FH 25 85— K 4 BRURT 5 M Ok
(F1),JH 0.01 mol-L™" k& (HCI) + 0.1 mol - L ™' iz
(CH,COOH)#2H B M2 n % &K (F2), F- A 1 mol-L™
AR KONIEBCAPLES A AKE3), H 12 mol- L™
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HBR(HNO, ) $2 B Heg' (F4), f5cJo i ] T /K S B £ 39
WY HgS(FS), B e FHICE 0 Wrik s AT s b it 5k

TR U HES HeS W& B, AW EEENE,
F5 B4 7 AT LAV f# HeS , i n] LA itk 7K (HeSe) . 4

xR1 RKTHAMREERTMURSKRESLLL
Table 1 Distribution of mercury mine, total mercury content and proportion of each form
FE M RR(ug-g™h) . )
X ) 2oy 58 J5 i SCHRA I
. Properties of Total Hg/ .
Region Proportion of each form Method Reference
sample (ng-g™)
KW A 2700 ~ 46 000 a-HgS(98.5% ~99.5%) .
~ K (L RA 915" H, ly-
Ores B-HgS(0.5% ~1.5%) AR g ; ";’Z‘ B g analy
zer), X B4 IS HE (X-Ray Absorption [15]
HE SN T L IR T8 a-HgS(@41.5% ~42.5%)
40 ~73 Spectroscopy)
Wanshan, Guizhou, Waste calcines B-HgS(51.5% ~52.5%)
China -/ y +
K43 Hrf¢ (Lumex RA 915% Hg analy-
1Bk a-HgS(52% ~487%) X (Lumex F & anay
o 20 ~133 zer), X HT &I (X-Ray Absorption [23]
Calcine pile B-HgS(B1.9% ~89.6%)
Spectroscopy)
R 7R F RO 1% (Cold Vapor A-
o 7 -4 A ) tomic Absorption Spectrometry) , i% 51 H,
v ILEY a-HgS42%) e .
Wanshan-Tongren, ) 415 ~825 BEACS O RN DR [42]
) Mine waste B-HgS(52%) L .
China (Transmission Electron Microscopy- En-
ergy-Dispersive X-Ray Detector)
KA A a-HgS(51% ~77% SR A At S SR (T
7 291000 000 IO <TT) AR 55 A IR A (i
Ores B-HgS(7% ~19%) ductively Coupled Plasma Optical Emis-
WX 43 100 - 1 830 a-HgS(34% ~76%)  sion Spectrometer), FHi F, T . W% -X
Soil B-HgS(<3%) 434X (Scanning Electron Microsco- [43]
TUPEF Almadén py-Dispersive X-Ray Detector), X 5t £k
xK ey - <299 . .
Almadén, Spain R 237 ~490 a-HeS(<29%) W A (X-Ray Absorption Spectrosco-
Slag B-HgS@2% ~88%)
py)
. KM (Lumex RA 915" Hg analy-
X 4 «-HgS(B3% ~59%) () \ & anay
) 200 ~2 720 zer), X ST W (X-Ray Absorption [44]
Soil B-HgS(22% ~39%)
Spectroscopy)
RN . itk (Pyrolysis) , 12 28 1R 5T KO
KA A VRUpIE - . .
» 295 ~1 885 . . 7% (Cold Vapor Atomic Absorption [45]
W& SR r Tailings Predominately cinnabar
Spectrometry)
Idrija .
i 42 ial . %%
Idrija, Slovenia X 435 a-HgS H+E W f?j&eﬁl(SequeTltla extraction), 77
) 89 ~330 ) PRJE T I U % (Cold Vapor Atomic [30]
Soil Predominatelya-HgS )
Absorption Spectrometry)
KA 5 A HE B 45 (Residual)
8.5 ~230
Mining dump (124% ~469%)
— JIF $ B (Sequential extraction), Hi, J&%
I X 40 5185 25 (Residual) ” dueria ,
662 ~526 A S B TR (Inductively Cou- [46]
Roasting zone soil 53% ~238%)
BEHRH — pled Plasma Mass Spectrometry)
WX 13 % it % (Residual)
Monte Amiata . . 195 ~155
Crushing zone soil 219% ~31.8%)
Monte Amiata, —
Ttaly DX AR 1 1 X SR i (X-Ray Absorption Spec-
Forest soil from the 396 B-HgS(100% ) troscopy) , i% 5 i, T &k L -k 1 L HL
mining area X 5 2k % 1Y (Transmission Electron 48]
1B ) a-HgS(21% ~40%)  Microscopy- Energy-Dispersive X-Ray
688 ~1 480

Mine waste calcine

B-HgS(37% ~60%)

Detector)
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Zikl1
RS R BoRApg-g™) . .
HLX , - A Bt W 7 vk SRR
) Properties of Total Hg/ )
Region Proportion of each form Method Reference
sample (ng-g™)
Aurora R 1BHEY) 700 a-HgS(18%)
Calcine of Aurora mine B-HgS(58%)
Gambonini 5K BEEH) 230 a-HgS@2%)
Calcine of Cambonini mine B-HgS(58%)
McLaughlin 5R 7 Bbe 4 ’13 a-HgS(48%)
Calcine of McLaughlin mine B-HgS(25%)
New Idrija R# R4 310 a-HgS(61%)
Calcine of New Idrija mine B-HgS(39%)
Reed R JE A 188 a-HgS(61%)
Es Waste rock of Reed mine B-HgS(20%)
o — WHEVUE T 9 6k % (Cold Vapor
California Coast San Carlos KA " )
. . Atomic Fluorescence Spectroscopy), X
Range Mine tailings of San 500 a-HgS(76%) . . . [48]
I . 2% Wi (X-Ray Absorption Spec-
California Coast Carlos mine
troscopy)
Range, USA Stulsaft KW T 200 a-HgS(39%)
Mine tailings of Stulsaft B-HgS(48%)
Turkey Run SR 1R 1 060 a-HgS@42%)
Calcine of Turkey Run mine B-HgS(58%)
Oat Hill 5RH™ B LeH)
940 a-HgS(58%)
Calcine of Oat Hill mine
Silver Cloud FR#™ b 7 240 a-HgS(16%)
Calcine of Silver Cloud mine B-HgS(84%)
Sulphur Bank 5K 54 250 a-HgS(20%)

Calcine of Sulphur Bank

B-HgS(46%)

KT (Hg-Aw)d5 , KA 7] BESE )il HeS i 22,
It Bz B A B X o AN A i B ) HeSP, 5
Ak, SR o-HgS Fil B-HeS B T HNO, , (H 2 [ ik
HNO, #R I /b i) S 1 (C)RIAT LAS S HgS #9
W, 9t H a-HgS BV i U= 5 B-HgS B I 2. PY
XA RESE ik HNO, H Ad R B S A7 A i LR e
TR By AT, R, I S RS BE7E P4 Z i
BRAT: it B S DA S iR 22

FEAS 528 UKL 4 P I O 42 LAl oK HeS
(HgS NPs) i 2 I & A 5 T 5 UK WURL HeS Y J7
%, Cai SR T — Wl LI OR BT
YK R (Hg NPs) g $2HUR IS . £ 11 0.5 mmol - L™ £
W52 U 44 (sodium pyrophosphate, TSPP).0.5 mmol
L BB R 5 (Na, S, 0,).0.5 mmol - L' 2,3- % it
N fiff iR 4/ (2, 3-dimercapto-1-propanesulfonic acid,
DMPS)#10.01 mmol-L™" filifR4H(NaNO, )17 H &2 $2
B, Hrp Y B VE FHANE . TSPP AT LAY fife W B 7
UKL T ) A HLISE, 0 L UKL, DMPS FiI

Na,S,0, R IHE A, NaNO, T Bl oHe 25 £ )5
A7 LIRS T SR S IRICR i 9T N
fd F-5 1 HegS NPs $EAT AR RIS T 456 X A
£ A7 5 (X-Ray Diffraction, XRD)  FLRUART HLIEHE 5 45
PR (Single Particle Inductively Coupled Plas-
ma Mass Spectrometry, SP-ICP-MS) . i% ¥} B F . 1
BE-AE AL A H A X ) 2R 3% {Y (Transmission Electron
Microscopy-Energy-Dispersive X-Ray Detector, TEM-
EDS)#fi & +-3Erh Hg NPs (1 fik4it Rk RSH53
i E R RITRAN,, SRRV SR AR OT ok
W 1-3)rh Hg NPs (JE S LA B-HeS A E ., X —HEH
J5 RN R N 89% ~ 115% , ¥ T % & HgS NPs
FEBARA EEWN S M, (A% 53 LA
T IRAPE BTN HeS A5, JL Ak 52 ORI AT & oK ok
(1) — T BTN ZE , TR ORIEA B2 48 5 35 1) KL Al
B BT ESCR A R E  H AR
2.2 HgS (J5E1E(Characterization of HgS)

(1) ML B BOR . A4 i 7 0 BB X S L Beig
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(Scanning Electron Microscopy, SEM)A1 TEM 1] L] 2
fit HgS BRiAR RST LA KA 454, 1& F K FF |+
YA ARG ZI R HeS FoURL A A8 H0=-4
HUBEHOR B L EDS FIE E DX 38 L 147 4 (Selected
Area Electron Diffraction, SAED), t1 1] L X 2/ K s
HEATICE R IR LS 8 3 BT, B TEM 45 5 1 3L Eh
5, HAE Sl 4 01 (RO S 7E TEM A B 9350
TR T WS MU DIE MR AT R, IR R AR IR 46
), X AR 25 SR 1 s

AT (Dynamic Light Scattering, DLS) A
DI HUBE I SRR S R AT #b 58, 243k HgS 7K &k
BAFE, CAMFOK A T W HeS MR A K 1) 3h
J12 i B DLS #2507 2 B, LR 2 1F
D) BAEAE e X8 50 23 BRI RT )RR T 485 SR A $2 43t
VW R ORI B0 g A ROSE I ERG I S vh o i
RS AT i)™ 2 i 1) T R R0k a3 SR AR AR, S 3500k
13 RSB 5 S0 B RO e 225, B Bk F
B, SR Ah-nT UL 43 56 5% B 31 (Ultraviolet- Visible Spec-
troscopy, UV-Vis)t#% H T HgS kifz 4zl , Mazrui
SEPTT X — i R B0 E T ¥ f# % 43 AL 4 (dissolved
organic matter, DOM) % 7% 7 14 XF HgS .0 ki 42 1Y
AU

@)[FIZEHR S AR - ] 20 58 SR S —Fh S i 14 0
U5, FLAR G B 7 SE 41 AR 3] X T4, e a2 i 5
FE (AL GE B = 1 10° ~ 107 B0 bk woe %
(WK RFEERTRIFE 1 ns BCUATR), [R] 20 5 5 R 5 2 1L
PRI AT RS AT, AT RAZE—AS /N X R R
£ LTl RIS B A GRS X SRR R LR
O M EE W/ B[], 4 v 2 ] RS [) 49+
PER A R S O W B Ak A
BERFE ABERLFRAORBL A A TR

[0 4 S X 59 26 M I 3% (X-Ray Absorption
Spectroscopy, XAS)H #% W FH T A [ 4 Jii b HgS A9
SERFRAE IR AT DAFRIM 70 2 J& 1 3% v JL-F A A
FEE U R A F W R 450, Mt A SRSt &R
AR DL RT3 I~ T B 28 145 8, T T 5 il
AR XAS T XS O 25 R
Ji%(X-Ray Absorption Near Edge Structure, XANES)
PR SRUIEY/No s NS i e L =R S I D I O ey OB | o
B T TR TE A 4 PN ) Liang 45 H
ZAAR 3 A A0 R R R S R AR S TIE DG
WA BT Chlorella vulgaris ¥ Hg™ %% 1k} 4= 91 F1| H
JERARAY B-HgS,, Manceau 55 FH &5 70 #F X 4%

WA 1 45 44 5% 3% (High Energy Resolution-X-Ray
Absorption Near Edge Structure, HR-XANES)#£ 5% it
H A 22 R AEFE R I R HORBIE RS g H|
HgS NPs FIE AL, XAS H 4 i X 52 OHs 4
2t 5 (Extended X-Ray Absorption Fine Structure, EX-
AFS)REGE$2 ok J5i - J&] [l Jmy FR e A2 BB 45 L, 3645
7E Hg-S-DOM iR &5 14 2 e 1L i HgS 00k B4 e 7
SEFRE PR (Hg-S B8 1< | T A7 250 F0 A T BE ) AH G 4K
PP Gerbig 2 FIl Pham 25 fifi i # RUEB] T
DOM XHA TR FFIE L HeS R4 K/ INRIIG Fy B vl
DAL= HE S

XAS B SR AT LIS BREEAE i B3 LA 4 #r
FFH i T KAk HeS Fl HgS NPs R 545 &
TRFIEAT 2250, XAS QAT PLSE BT —F A X5y, H
AR ZARAE TS RE i AR T 3R A B R
T E 10 mg-kg™ LR R T XAS 7EAROR
R FERE S LT T RS HER ST XANES
(High-Energy-Resolution Fluorescence Detection-X-
Ray Absorption Fine Structure, HERFD-XANES)f# )i/
HL AT B N i 7R IR 2 1 mg kg™ WRBE T
AR AL IR A s 7 50 WD R A X2k
D6 i%(X-Ray Fluorescence Spectroscopy, XRF)HA]
DIXT TR A TR B PR B Rk e 1), X B4k 2ok
JE (i BE R AL M RL S 77 AR IR U 26, XRF K
U250 A5 1Y 2 O 5 B2 5 4 i v oo 2R A R BE R OE
FEB, R XRE A9 K BR 24924 | 5 43 Z — (mg -
kg™, M 2B 5 ST XRF o] DUEE R 508 38 s 2 425
Z—(ng-g ™)™, Li %l H XAS HIHIX XRF(p.-
XRF)iF 5% /N ide %8 . B-HgS L J& HgCl, J5 ki
2B ST E E ORI AT 00 . S5 REHIH] Bk
3 Fob Ak ik 1) /0 BB B T R OR B i A, BT
TR B BB, 3 BB B I Hh 3k R oK AR Y
SR EENT K HeCl,> B-HeS > 148 X — ik i K’
HgS By A=) Wi 4t 13 i) ULfigk

[ LRSS /N X S 2L (Small-Angle X-Ray
Scattering, SAXS)&—FERA G H A, il iz 4%
ARAT DASRAF AL & B AR [l 4 SRS RGE
G3A JEAR UM FRAEAE B A, 38 W] LUE
1 SAXS IR ST A5 . SXAERT TG KAL
T BUAZ AR Bl Ty 2 D0 E 2P Pham 45
f8i ] SAXS UEFITE & Ak i) A% rh B AIBOR, 23 141 R IE 1
KA IRAR  AEL 546 A A IIORE i RS R REANAE 10
A sk 8 rh 2 SR FIURE 178 5 B S A0 [v] ) AR B A T
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[F] 2046 S XRD W] 4 3 48 75 1) o1 9 o A &
1 A2 2 UL B R i, 2 5 D ] B R AR
I X ST RS 2] S AR A AN R R 1 Y X 4R
AHE T8 FEREE J5 ) b= Az o XA 5, A1 5
LA S (8] 3 A R BE 5 AR S5 40 23 DI ARG i i
SRATT 5 T AT 43 A AR o8 38 0 D 4 G R R
XRD F1 XAS BEH, /A58 W HgS NPs JE A e
felyA S i . U Pham Z5P9454 XRD Fll XAS
YE T Hg”'-S-DOM {4 & 1 A= J i 90 oK J5ks
HgS, 73 4h, Poulin Z£71{ii Ff] XRD il XAS £ &,
R T B EE . DOM J5 &Ll K Hg® -S-DOM 4%
BN T F R XS 9K A B-HgS 19 R Fn 4 1
JI Y 5 Wi, Charnock %57 R FE 45 A T XAS Al
XRD WF5E T Bk ¥ HeS ULvE i 2 v i 45 4 722
1k, I8 T HeS W 8EREC G YA db A 1 i 2

(3)SP-ICP-MS: SP-ICP-MS & 7F ICP-MS 1 %t
fill b, BAME R N Rl N e 2 5 | A — 0K, 38 4 5B
T 2R WA i 1T {13 4 DR iy o UKL /) | 4 ALY
— B IIETY X —FR AT DA XA A R g
RN B IR, R A F Aok 15 /o vk
RN AR BB AR R e T ¥ 28R I
G (Cold Vapor Atomic Absorption Spectrometry,
CVVAS)™ 2815 5 ¢ 6 b1 1 (Cold Vapor A-
tomic Fluorescence Spectroscopy, CVAFS )™ ICP-
MS VRIS 5 55 25 IR A G (Inductively
Coupled Plasma-Atomic Emission Spectrometers, ICP-
AES) VA A3 HT 7k TG X 43 B FUURE ) B 7
A B AL TR Y A0 40 KR I SR AE AR

SP-ICP-MS & T AN [A) 4 Jo v 48 K ks 19
Mt , Schwertfeger 2577 730 #1 T 5 4« + 3% H ) Ag NPs
F18 AR T B RIS A 5 VR B2, Keller %7 L) Iz Wei
LGP BRI R Z AR T T A FE AR 2 240
KA (CuO NPs)FI44 K 4:(Au NPs),, SP-ICP-MS
[ FE3d FH T 3l 2H 2 rh 90 K UKL 9 23 B, 20 Gray
SFEOdT ] SP-ICP-MS 4341 T 46 2 2 2 v 4 K 5t
R R B FBT & o A RO, X SE BT 45 Rl
AT LA &' HegS NPs A [Rl A0 FHh 09 2 AE 7 R 42
2%

X R R B B A A JE AU INRLAR Kok T, SP-
ICP-MS HIRAEAEME LA X 53 5 - FUBURL 9 15 5 588 2
(R IE) A5 IR T SP-ICP-MS 3 7 5 HoAth £ AR 45 4 4l
FH, anm] LA o 2s £F 2 #8 38 (Hollow Fiber Ultrafiltra-

tion Membrane, HFUF)Yj SP-ICP-MS Bk H, i i &
GARAC LB BB T B AORRTPR BE E R
FEFF SP-ICP-MS 1) A6 ) 4 Hff 1 R okz 428 4G ) FR©Y
Hadioui 5™ % - 3¢ #ft 1 (Ion Exchange Chroma-
tography, IEC)5 SP-ICP-MS B FH i TR A & 1
(VTR P A8 K 4 T R 1 RT3 A i O, 3 —15¢
Tk FREHER T8 T 1S 255, N4k 1 4 D
R, Wei S5 3 £ 9t 15 X L (Cloud Point Extrac-
tion, CPE)Y5 SP-ICP-MS %54, XF K P8 H i 40 oK
b (Ag, S NPs) #4743 B Al & o M, 97 K T #]
FEIPRAR TG St 1 S HERA i RS AR R

3 IFEH HgS B EX ( The formation of HgS in
the environment)

RAERBLICEK , BT HeS ¥ B R (K, =
52.4), HA A B FRERERE P ok 1912 R sE 1™
PRI, T AR BB AR AT L SR R 15 i B AL JEL R
MR HgS 7 =CpAm], T LA AR 3 26,

3.1 JEHL& i (Inorganic way)

KA Z I HeS 1Y 2 5 R b, A 5C B
B oKW LR T 7 R B, 28 RS T AR Y ok i
ARG 5 52 2% 250 K 7 W AT LA AR 48 5 )
(Na,HgS,) il 4% & 1 (HeS (H, S)) A K 14 2 455 )
(HgCLy), 5 G B A F 358 T il A R

Na,HgS,+ H,0 = HgS | + NaOH + NaHS

HAIPER

2 Na,HgS,+ H,0 + CO,— 2 HgS | + Na,CO,
+2 NaHS

A A ARTER
Na,HgS,+ H,0 + 12 0,— HgS | +2 NaOH + S’

Na,HgS,+ 2 O,— HgS | + Na,SO,

HgS(H,S) +2 O,— HgS | + H,SO,
Az HgS™ ™™ Idrija SR A" e UL A B A7 2 F 1 7K
DA IR AR s St 38 34 T T 126 R B LY, oK 38 2o T
RSB ATURE M, 728 R TUR A T S5k
BT RO T RS- A AL EUUE , S IOIR B
BRSSO T 0E B 2, R 1 25 1) AR -2 1 40 )
TE LA R ZRE A, i K HES) HeS 194 i, [
R A 35 [ California™ SR 7 A1 (19 BF 58 i 38 A e
& KGR 42 2R 0 R T8 ML A — s R BE 09 A
Ik,

FeS J& Bk 2R 1 fe - 5 19 4 Jm o Ak 4y, 0 By
P AT DASE B B 453 TR B, S G V2 4 R Y
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HERAL AR Lin 25 B SCIRIE I FeS X 7R
(R BV T AT LS 3 a-HeS F B-HgS LA M oK i
EYIBI ARG, TE—T4RST FeS X oK AT BRI A 52
g WY BRI XRD \ TEM #l SAED 454 ARk
1,24 He’VFeS 14 B i i (4 HUAIRER 0.05 B, FeS X
Hg®' 1) 2 Bk 32 A5 WG B A P i 0 I 1) o 1 L
BT W B R TR RN BE BT D R HeS, iE
A HgS J& FeS [E Hg /=",

R PR (Fe) MR AL IV 2k (FeS, )5 FeS 250, thn]
P25 HeS ML, SE 50 = 514 F ¥ S, FeS . FeS,
53515 Hg® A HgO R4 37 A H , AT LIYEANA] Y pH
SR A TSR B HeS e ™, mikk T4k
Wik ¥, & 4 ] IAE N B B HeS 1 IR}, 55 [
Carson {1 LA A 43 B 45 S 36 BH , SR ] A M Hg-Au
TRAS G TTURE S A 11 Sk I WO T 1) 240 AR 10 FR
b TR R A S SR EAR KRR R R
7 Hgs™
3.2 AL (Organic way)

A RIFRD T HeS BB EHLE], 72K e | W s
W HeS 32 B R IR T KA TR ol BT 422 HE il %) R AR 38
MRS T AR BT i AR P i R S5 AR TR A
BHURZA , %A B DOM 1% 3] LIS Hg™
J AR B G BRI A HeS T TR BN A
W IE B Hg® -DOM A — JCiAK £ 7l LA B HeS,
WA RS T, BT N 5L R % R N
AR ) S—C 8B AR SR RE(R )
R S —AHiH T B AR 2 AR —
AR A B Bk (RSR )SEBLHY

RS-Hg-SR + RS-Hg-SR — RS-Hg-S-Hg-SR +
R-S-R

XAALE A 2 P B T RS-(HgS),-R 4%, X 4k
0T LA B BOEATRES , A R D (a-HgS), 30
TCREE LY Bl DY AL 1) IR D (B-HeS)™ . e S HEAE
BRI G BLR R 4R SN W) SR 4 Hg(SR),
Bi &9 (RS-Hg-SR), B & 42 ok 5 B FE 78 b P
B PE S5 T S fa o AL ), — BLAE B Ak ) %
WY BE-S-Hg-S-Hg-S-5% , B-HgS 40 K 45 4y it 23 1
HIE Y

7t Hg/DOM HAEAEF 1 pg-mg™ ) Hg” -DOM
ZItRZR T Hg' 5 DOM % S A R
L5 B # (logKpoy = 23.2+1.0), 1M 7E 2 Hg/DOM [t
RiE, 5 He 454 EZ L DOM IR %L (HHA,
%$(10gKDOM = 10.7£1.0)K TR, IEWIR 5 A HL

Yy 2E G = A i HeS 195 75232 3] Hg/DOM 1
ER I, % 3 R 5L Hg/DOM L (HIE Ik T
S IS A R(EL, HEDY A AR AR ok 25 DOM
H AL 5

Hg*"-DOM H) —JC I Al ARG B, SR
AT LA S 2 K rhoB TOAR Y o P & 2R B 2828 4k
JEHRALHE Hg® -DOM JE{A &R N Sn A I4 5t A oK K
BT MeHg 1Y 75 it X R B A, OF B 7]
ISR IITE, BE it B HE X S 4O615 (Energy-
Dispersive X-Ray Spectroscopy, EDX) /R UTIEA Hg
S WEAEAE  UEW] 7= 4 )2 HgSP™ il FH i FL it 4
2 1] i L 4R 3 7 (Fourier-Transform Ion Cyclo-
tron Resonance Mass Spectrometry, FTICR-MS) % i
TEOGITN 5Ok W HT IS 1) DOM 43 ¥, 45 R /R K
TR (~50% ) & FAEC G R . B4R FTICR-
MS ST AN RE N X 28 DOM 43 F HE It 2 w8 M4 F 15
B EE ST 09 2% T LR B R—S 89 W 24
HgS MIE ",

RS HRE E He -DOM Y otk & BLut
10, HAR A B h DOM B A & 2= i 241 43, 76 42 finh
He” JR U A G W) o — 38 BT 51 A
S E, X —REGWEREAT T UGS ST
Pefh  JE i —~ Hg* -DOM-S™ i = Uik & |, B 5 175
S HgS A ™. itk 7E G AL in A Z 1T, Hg™'
55 DOM T o TR0 B 55 P45 v ok B B Ak A
MZEXEES, £ =7tk &, DOM fE HgS 1JE
Jid e bk SCEAEH] . —J5 i DOM 5 Hg™ 46 &
M T He S ny son; , Wil 17 HeS 1B
B A TR DOM (1K %, DOM (1 ££ 76 23
ik HeS AT A , H Hg/DOM L (A% AR il R
AR, PR3 i 1 Heg? -DOM & & W)t s 1™ B
i 7 Hg Ml S* By S P S 53 —Jr T, DOM A]
DITE S AEHE B HeS NPs L, 1 il ik (4 A= 4 | 1A
RMYLYE , ST T HeS A4 Pyl R HIER
3.3 #AEYEH (Microbial way)

PIERWFFEUE I, G4 00 3 3k W ot mfg 5 e Ak o
0@ AT LAk B R 4 e T g AR AR H6 X — it
FRAE ST 1 A W) HOR © 2 B T T 3R B R 2 S
BB T K P 4y B AR B 1 T Bacillus
cereus MRS-1 RE¥ Hg™ # 4k} 10 ~ 100 nm ) a-
HgS BRAIGER R , BRI B ok W33  OF oA S
KR AL B A BT 4R & 1Y He' S B ks
PP IS R R AR AR O,
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RIKAZS R G F UL /NER ¥ (Chlorella vulgaris)
AT He™ #5468 HeS, (HYEBEA T i = 5 ol
KO T3ANE AT — L e 7T LK ) Hg™' 7%
bk HgS"™  an A A 4510 T, 577 % 22 3 (Limno-
thrix planctonica)l¥ KB4 He™ ¥4k} B-HgS , /ME
A ZF ¥ Selenastrum minutum)¥% 4k, Hg”" J5 A [R] A
=it ik — R BT T K A AR B SR B
LA o S A U I TR e T LA R K AR
A BRI QR

TR 0 A0 6L 7 A 1 A i A1 2R B ) (extracellular
polymeric substances, EPS )} 248 7= A 1 356 2 ML
(algal organic matter, AOM)7E [& & T 4 J& J7 1 & 4%
BB XHBMAEH", Yarrowia spp.7= 4 1Y EPS
PIBRALI AT LAFT He? SOy 2B i HeS!"™ | B i h ik Ji
Y& Desulfovibrio desulfuricans ND132 Ui A= 4 i
R = A (AR AT LA HeS NPs (1 i A2 )
Chlorella vulgaris 7= ")) AOM W] LL7E % M &4
¥ He®' # A h HeS, i 6 BT DU P — i 72
SERETT LUEIR AOM 1) C—S i, fiE HE SR FIAR 1) 45
&, HEMiHES) HeS JE ™ . MRAE F 3k 28 ml %, i
AW KA A P I AE A AR B HeS A R Ty
W FHEAEH

4 HgS B%1L ( Transformation of HgS)

HgS % Ak &A= Yy A1 H b # vh 22 00— 34,
HgS W% T DL ZE+5E B 8 Ao f2 PR R 09 Heg? ik
& CRAE R SEAG Y I F gE RN A, HeS T DA
Aol He' s v ML & Y S 5 RGO
PRI T i LA AR ML 2 T R B IR EE AT AN AT
DH—

4.1 JEHLSZ I (Inorganic way)

Holley S YESL 00 =5 L3 T & A W i ALY
ARG, BALER WIRTE %A R T a-HgS M B-
HgS ¥ & A it A4 i Hg™, b o-HgS H B-HgS
VAR BE TR, (EURR I FR 22 1k DN 55 SR A 5 e 1Y
Hg™ A RES W I 2] HegS - 1 5 B0 fiff o Rk o il
HAFFUKAE RS pH & T30 DOM 5 & AL A
e H0nT s m He®' i RS E 14 | B0 8 He™ i
R /A I ) A5 2 3 T BT SR R 2 IR 5T T AR,

FEGR AR ) PR i HeS ) 2 ] 30 55 5 104 1 1
W 2 A K A 25 RO, AR I — R AE N
Hg,SOH" Hg(SH)) . HgS}™ Z: 454 "™ | M 45 52 56
R HeS By AT LU RE R .

HgS+SH™ +(n—1)S,,, =Hg(S,)SH™

BARH A n T2 B BB T 4 ~6 BYIX
B U 28 O AR AT AR AE 7R R ALY S HeS Z [A]
Jin& K Murray Brook # IX A % 5 4 J& ¥ >k 1 %2
(1989—1992 4F), 7£3x ] ] 4 K &= S Ak P (Ca(CN),)
P T RESBERI, FBLE 1.1x10" kg K 4.7
x10° kg FALYI BBAE A", Shaw 1% 1% 8" X + 1
A FEAE PR AT IR 5256, 25 31 Bos B FLBR K >
99.8% HY A T #K LA Hg-CN £ &ML RAFEAE, %
B2 Ml DX Y oK A8 7K B0 358 Th A9 3 B R 4 IO T
CN & H R

T AR PR 7] A0, P DAV A HgS , v g L il ]
P AR R P 2 ) & AT BRSO Hg® BRAK Cu”
JE AT Y He(S,0,),77", Cu' 5 S i Ak i Fi ik
A (Cu, S)UTIEFE A S Y HgS ks % 1 BHAS S 7
kLRt T PG pH {H , Cu/S, 0, ¥R JE
LU L EE AT R A A 1R I 4 P e 1 R oK I
SUN TS RTE S AR

MREEXT HeS /Y ff AL b AT S 252, Kim
SEUSIEIESY T Sk [ Sulfur Bank F1 Ora Stimba #7111 )
JBGEHE RN A HE R RTE S 45 SR W . a-HgS &K
JBE 1 PR A R P TR B OR AH (EL A 81% ~
100%), 1M B-HgS 7E 4B K2 ¥y h B oy 3% i (46% ~
81%), X5 Dickson I Tunell" (¥ Al 5% 45 - — 3.
1 344 C %M T, a-HgS # 1k B-HgS, JF I |ixX
oA AR X SR R R 14 5% e R e O Wk 3 R PR 1
VAR RS [RIREAIG , SR T Gustin 250 i — IR BIF 9 4 4530E
B, 540U E A o-HgS MIFE AR L, &4 B-HeS MIFE
s G BORHR AR S5 X R R 1Y HeS AH 4
MR Rk, T 2t Wi RS be , 1B e
(1) 2 58 et RV ZE UL S M1, %o ok i g H I s &2
N %45 B8 B-HgS J&F a-HgS M 11

SURE R A VR AT DL 3 HeS MGff A st
a-HgS HAT BOCHE, 78 FH G BN & A ] 3 i AR
BT S A 7= ) — EOA & B-HeS!"™  (H il ok
PR AR AP I RIS 3 R k= W i A e
K (Hg,Cl,) LA K &5k B M 0 9 i E A (-
Hg,S,CL)F14R i £1 (y-Hg, S,CL,), 3 %4 B-HgS 1)
{5 ARPEAR Ll HeS & 1k JF 72 iy 52 56 245
W, 7E CURMDGRRAE T, HeS nl BB44 JR AN F 42
RAICREAR IR A % A AR

HgS + 4H,0 + 8h" = Hg”'+ SO + 8H"

HgS+ 4Cl™+ 4H,0 + 8h" = HgClL}™ .+ SO; + 8H"
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HgCly g+ 267 = Hg,,+ 4CI°
TEAR pH BS54 T, AT BB 2 4 BN IR 1Y B A2
3 VA
HeS,,+ 2HCI = HgCl, + H,S
3HgCl,, + 2H,S = Hg,S,Cl,+ 4HC
4.2 AHL(Organic way)

¢ BT 2 R W], DOM Wt £ HeS 17,
A R4S 5 HeS &R M, B4R HeS
ATRLR A AR RO (B R A5 DOM KA & A4
REAH BRI AR HEA M, X J&H T HgS Xf DOM
W B A FH 25 5 BOKR I J8 B OAR 5 el A8, 51 &
Hg-S S8 AW 240k e R B el worh 7, X —%
FAE PR A 2 T2 ik ) T4 T SRR, e SR I
IR 2 G kSRR R DOM 1 HL B AN REfE 2 HeS
— ROk, R Y He-S S 4™ 4k — A~ Fr iy 3%
7 45, HegS A ] L5 53—~ DOM 73 # A%
M FEiX —id 2 i DOM 35 A T 520 HeS 1)
W, 07 A YRR | HeS B9 i R o™

£ Hg' -DOM-S* i) = JeiR &, S I & Bty
AT LLsE R HeS B9 it 2, Slowey™ By 5258 R IH
il Hg” -DOM Fil V- flif R4 5] ARy S* & ht il
HgS # %) i%f#, JRE AT REE: S5 Heg' -DOM & &
Yyse 4 He' B A HeS, 3 = i ™ ik KR A2 i7F HgS
)% ff. {H HgS 0¥ @ A 1k A= B Hg™ | HgS.
Hg(HS), 3 # Hg*'-DOM & & ¥ 5, 4 v Bt 2
DOM 4 HgS NPs, 75 B it — 2 i 58 2k X 43 B
EfR B Y Hg® 1 HgS NPs!"™
4.3 HUEYIHE R (Microbial way)

TR AT LA LAAE st th 8 A W i A i U2
HammiWags b, M54 )8 DL 89 53
WS SEF HeS kit , B RSN Acidithio-
bacillus ferrooxidans 7] UL ¥ HgS ¥4k "k Hg™ , i iX
— i BRI T Fe¥ W B UM OC £ 2 ~3 g+ L™
) Fe' W B R MR i R e AR IR SR A AR A
Y, Thiobacillus thioparus V] LI HgS #44tR He IF
Bl J F SR i AN R AR R $h A TE
KRG, A B A B 2 5 BE vT L 2o 2% 5 oKk 1 i
HgS %, [AIEf @ n] LA Thiobacillus thioparus $& {1t
HANMR AR B i R 4 B Thiobacilus ferrooxi-
dans WAIE 1A E 5T A DO HeS %4kl
Hg'  FERE ST, Shewanella oneidensis MR-1
AT LLKE HeS %46 Heg™ , Na, S F1JE 58 & nT LLAE F
X — 1t B IR R RT DIIERH | JCie IR A 2 b

SR AR T DL S 30 HeS MV

MeHg /2 HgS MH 240", HgS Ay 5L
b 3 Fh 0 R R TR L RO TR S8 Y, SRR
W, BT A B oK H AL A R R A B R hgeA il hgeB i
Hufih i) EAL T TR AR A BT, 2 MR B o S
P LA 7% 5 10 18 24 ik bl By PR 38 D i i 1) FR
FLE AR TR B /E ] — 3 W 3R 22 mT
A=Wl g iE ok v 2N B 3 Shis i, B A YA
R Hg JIEY) , X3 F HgS NPs 2R3, QSR AN 15 41 4n
S C PR R 45 A1 % i HgS NPs, B LR 1) A& e ol
SEASKATREY S gk ISR B IR Z [E] Y Hg 384
AIBERAETEY A A2 A 2 1w R 5T 8 20 e o
o {H H ETh S = B R

LA N R 5% AL A [RDRL AR HgS IRCR I
R K HgS > 402Kk HgS"™ | Jonsson 28" R 5Y T
Ore TAIUTERY) ok iy Y 36 AL A, 25 SR % B, B-HeS
1 H I ORI T a-HeS, A %3 [E Everglades 1
Patuxent Jo] LAR 4 H ok B &AL O IR 51 45 R R,
P HgS’ Z B b UTAAY) P i A= W A7 F Sk i 22
AR FE HeS AR AN 2500 T T 38 i
W 2 580 HeS® He A8 s W far 1 B2 A4, M BHL
iR AR JR B Desulfovibrio desulfiricans ND132 f Hl
AR DATE BB 7 10 F S Rt A Y
=78

ME M R E B BEAERAKMH T RAE
F 17128 A o A 5 1 R IR BE A pH )
M, €[ Allequash Creek F%) 3T EL 4 Fll£L B 7K H {3k
A AR5 2T 0 2 A G % X R
H MeHg 191 1 5 T 4 R FIBK 2 AR 1), R AR
LU IAACRE LI 1 S 8 LRV e 3R B
KRR I H B B IR B i . X — 0]
A3 UA PR30 B %o 2B A A R e 1y s i, 95 4%
LTRSS AT B R B R, P Ak 4 7 AT A
1) A8 L B2 AR 1) ST 00 23R AT, 3 A0 5 i o Y
BRI SCTF pH IBFE 45 3 BoR | S5 R PRI %
(pH=6) FL a4 S itk i 28 55 3 A 1) T Shewanella
oneidensis MR-1 X ik o5 i) A= 9 775 i e FE AR 00
XA S FRACE R 5 2L 2 pH=5.0 B SR AY
FALRIR RN R K,

5 HgS £ 47 | A 1% & % I & & ( Bioavailability
of HgS and its affecting factors)

FRAE AL, HeS ORI &8 70 B Ak e Jo e
TE T AP A TR, U HeS ORL A 2540 47
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Jp 0TSO ] SR OISO s it e R A
PEUREOESTES] g Ah PR 2 0] LA GE o 5 HeS
1R PR BOR TR AE R HRCR . @ ik
Py B i LA SR N AR 0o B AT DA
X HgS A= a] I PR i P-AL ) B 1 22 A1, 38 AT DLAE
e Al T O ERE PR I R S A
5.1 HgS A9yl Rl PEAY J7 75 (Assessment meth-
od of bioavailability of HgS)

R 2 i 9 SR W HeS BAT —E A9 vl
RIS A 73— D HR5E HeS X — etk , 75
T HgS WAEW al R ERIPER R . ARIE Y
Ak HeS 1A RBOR AN TR, % T 2 9 ok .,
etk HeS (19775 7] AE N PEAL HeS A: 9] #1 P
S R v N 1 = STV 52 7/ Kt (R S Rl 1| I (22
TIPSR R S | A SR A T AKHE MeHg 117
i, i) DUHITAS [ ()52 e R~ % HeS A= 9wl R 1
MIVERIZCR o 53 Fh— T 48 b J2 Al P 14 N 1) 0K 5 4
n Li S5 1) X - St i A R A R AR 1 3 Aot
Ll A0t B i J /K AR N ' 2R 117 MeHg 5 1K 1 it
NEXT HeS AEal FIFHPE RS20, AF2 Kl A= 4
FHE P IR 9 MeHg M ERVERR S & 2%, PPl L3
HgS MAEWnl R HPE 5 22 b B B B e ik

(UG- Bk A B — R PR B . AR
H R R TE R AR AR TR S 2T i — ek
S IRBE ORI LE Wy ] A HIPE PRl R R M . Zhang
SEWSG AT A R0 FE Ak R DAL 3 b 4
o VR EE 0w R A A A58 ve R 6 5 R v ) < )
(T ) A E A O 2 e (P A8 4 ) MR 31X —
B4R PTCAANERE 42 & . (1 Tisser ¥ #4170
FEEEE, AT RARAS AN FRE R 1Y 45 R AR5 Orec-
chio Al Polizzotto' i) J7 Z& , Al X + e #E£7 4N F 4k
H:100 C N 40 mL KA BEIRHEFE 1 h 3545l %
PE5K B J5 FH 1 mol - L™ il iR £% (CH, COONa) i i Ak
1 h AR BT sg s e w . B IR AR
BRALYIXT He® ism U B, i 75 FH & R 25 S 0k
PR3 B AT SS 4 AR Y B i 2 TG, T LAk A R R
TSR SR AE A H8 0I5 Y 79 A ) 11 4 C AL AR, S 3
SEAARUERR

AR R BOE M S T ES R
ARl R AR TEAL T DT SR L B-HeS i
T, Xu PRI T g 3 2 10 mL $EEGH Y He ]
F 1 mmol - L™ 28 H ik (glutathione, GSH)4R U 1
DU AT E R, TS B R R BE 5 T 7 A= 1Y

MeHg 1) & & A R4 A X (= 0.76, P <
0.0005), A1, GSH & vk AT LUAE hy 50 i AR 4 vh
SR BT ) — A R0 T e, Li AE
FH 500 ng-mL™" BifCHR R M (Na, S, O, S BT SE a8 Jin
HgS B H 3R AR , 25 FR B HZ O 4 e
B SRR B 5 3 MeHg 7K SRR 3R SR 7K
R oK & ARG R, Na, S, 0, $ AT LAt —Fh
fRT B 7 AR 32 HeS 75 Y (A8 M 4 vp A=
Yral R K& i

(2) i LY BUBR i (Diffusive Gradients in Thin-
Films, DGT) v 5 % . DGT a] LA F R4 a2 i
KERGTATRE SR, ORI HF RKARK IR
AR AR IS DGT #REF i 7 BUZ (U R A
PRGOS A2, FEIAE S AT E &8
TR GG )RE G IRy Wk R b AR v
JERREE . Bl DGT 45 , wi ol Ao Brif e 455 )2
T4 JE T, JF AR RE S P R R A R vk
JEUST ) Ndu Sl R A7 R AR id 5 R 456 DGT
TRIE T EE TR KR 3 HeS NPs Y H 31k 7= )
55 DGT R4l R S 10 5K 22 18] B AH S, 25 SR B 2
AHBIX 1 JE P HgS NPs (¥ MeHg 724 5 DGT ##
Bf AR FR ZHEAHE  DGT o] LAIYE Jy X 2 FhER
Birf HgS NPs A4 ¥ ml I HIPE 9 A 80 T Be . 1%0F
£t T B [R)RE T FH T F0R K 12 e LA HeS NPs
3L AL MeHg 2908 BUE 1, W JC 75 B a2
PR A MeHg , L ICTE X2 244 48 R G b4 T3 431

(3)[A] 3 2 H B 1 (Isotopic Dilution, ID), ID &
H AT PEAL 38 b nT 2 48 285 4 T 1) g5 ] S 1 ikt
R i R o) S TR R R R g A R
WREE RPN TR ) —Fh e R AL & B 5 4 1R &R
15T, L[R2 WA Z ) 2047 P43, 38 3 e
I S5 R A A TR 67 3R L AR R A R T 3R rhoa] A2 3
B EUEN ) B 1D s R fii it H i E 4
J& v ]SS A B R AR
A M [ C, V[ IR, -TIR, R
W { A, M} {"gIRnat RSS—“’IRJ
AP A, Fom KIREBE(M,,) A e 4 7] 47 2 3557
(M) IR I T AR X 3 W3R RHERERL T
Bt (kg); C,, .\ V,, 278 & 4R Al 3R 350 0 R vk
(mg- L™ )HUABUL); PIR, (IR, IR & 4 [F) i R Al
ZWR A RESERMRKN DM FE
5 PIR IR, Rn B A WAL R S LR A R AE
TR T R FRORE WAL E /S IR

E
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ROEME, TEFEEE, N ID 72k R 2
VI &4 (@R Gh5| Ary /Dt R 2 IF A L
RGN, (0T AR RS HIEP R RKITTER
54— (o) TRV W I i ) T A 4 ) B AR 2 Tl
[ 22 5S4 5 (d) T LA TR 28 55 A4S T 38 48 R4
HRATY,

Hl ID T2 F 2 1 AT a8 4 2855k By kil v
Shetaya 2" 5] A Hg #1'Hg KAl 5 Tl 54 +
BerpoRf) EAH,UEM T HIEP R SOR G RIER N E
BRI e P R 2= A0 B Tk 2 30 42 Bk 1D
AT LUBOR HERA M P AL W] 3e e R I & i, (HORTRIER
BE R R 1 28 4 R AR B 0] e S A AR K2z 7Y,
Zhang SF"PUE ] ID ARSI A E £ R R " He 5
DU TSR A 15K (e-HeS | TUER A v i Jk ok
EANFA LB T A 15K ) 2Z 6] /1 [R5 28 32 48 [
N, A5 R WA HLBCAAR Y 308 25 5 R 1 LR AT LA SE i)
A HIZMHE 5T [ B 3R B S s 25 700 T g
HOK R R AR A9 5B oA, R AEY R
FE ] e 23 A [l o7 28 A fie i el 48, AT 3O F 48 A=
A RGBT 0 RS DAl A A w22
5.2 HgS A=Y ] R P By 52 e X R (Affecting fac-
tors of bioavailability of HgS)

(D TCHLIRIR 98K R 1A 3R 8 7 %) At i) 1] LA
AR AN KO (R Bl 1 | B g M R A B 45 v 0 T
BEPED X T HeS SRk, HWURL ) 2R A Rk 23 32 3
B HOGIRASE A, O REET ™ A B 5 PR 4T LA AE
DOM | ik Ji PR A ALER L ], B AR e AT 5 Bk I
K456 HE T, 5 BOLAE Sy 35t 3 790 19 20K U
5557 HgS RAERCR MM 2 3 om , REAERE R & 1
Ay T A BRI A 2 by SR A T LAY,
JINBRL S N FE T AR, B HeS 54R3 i Fi 2k i) A0 B
N O

2 BT UNES B - (Ca® )X 40 K 1A 28 v s
R, e T 5 DOM YR ILLE S, I
SN T LA A FE A LY S HeS T (A BAE
)1, 7F HeS BARAELEMIE LT, Ca® 2 W BF A i
AR, BEL T2 11 36 PR 57 s VR R B H e g KT
AR FREN,

WRAE AT LASE e HeS A1 R ff etk HeS 1Y
TERS AR R | I A RO B G, LA ) AT R P A
e, (ER ] ) I RUR 5 e 450 T it e AL B 7E
BRI, XCHT TR A oK 5 e i) - ek 7
AT R B 0 55 3 B PR A R AT LA i+ 18 v HeS

() LA el /K R X SR I R 3T R S PR
TURRYOR 3 2R A HLES A 9K (RS-Hg-SR), M JT % i
FIVGRL R ER A2 AR B 5 38 M B AR 0 (™), 1T LA oK 25
A1k RS-Hg-SR [1] HeS #44k, 55 41 87 1l LI A
R R R B 0 T B, BH 1k SR 2E AR 40 ™ Be-
noit S HEAT I O U HeS 1Y H 31 5256
WA TR . 5IA T2 )G, VTR
MeHg &t R, ZFHYIRA T H UM RAE D 0E
FEX4 ,{H Benoit T\ A B Ak AL B 2 T B0 1 AT A
b HeS® He ik Z ik, X & {175 HeS 14
Yrml R FHPERE AR A

X HgS AR B3 i 14 X 498 i A 0 20 5R
WA BE TR, T IR e XA 38 32K R, AR
Fi 6 T i 2F - 498 rh HeS %4k, HeS 76 R 3 i &
ORI He® 8, 4 398 b Rors 0 4 0 1R Y
MeHg b2 Thim . HEW AT B2t T B R 56 1 i
JEr= S° ik T HeS #bh He-Z kB &9
PEE TUARR M & =Y A AL FEE R
LT, HeS R LASE Ak hy ml 44 A A= vl ) FE 1
YR E A (1t HeS,> HgS,H™  Hg(SH),)",
PRI T A FH Pt FH B 28 10 124 7% 1 38 = 3 b 9 SR T 25 RN
I, S W S BRI oR T Gl g KU

QF LY, 5T kI B-HeS Bk 7 45% Hh DOM
(R0 B PR, AT e M AR, R A /N8 BT
T ) DOM, Sl A= 9 1) EPS A5 [A) A 1 4 FH AR
A, DOM n] fg i i B 7K 4 DOM 43 F W it £ -
HgS B 1A 1 5 M i 14 B-HgS S5 4943 Fe 7 47 v
JEARAY HgS FH A0 o g Bl i o i/r 5
T BEAY 2H Y v 22 T s 07 P DA K T PR ¥ Al R
K Zheng SV IEGY SR B, B HeS & LA
[ A B, LA g m] R B AR, 3X T RESE = T
Ak HeS B0 58 B 4 S B0kl TR A
VB T v A . T DOM. RRE AR 4 T 48 10 7T fi 2
F T ML 53 0 B SO % T R A T T W R A
Ff R, 3X — 2t FEBEAS T 87 B A B LA R 2 A kL
ARl AL 17

DOM ] LA 3o 24 748 244 A R 1 25 10T H, 7 A1
RS R T AT 5 , HE T 52 ) 40 K s 7 5
PR (0 A0 EAE FHTY . Mazrui 5557 B FSEIE T T
DOM K /K e H 5 HeS 254 T 98 K ks i 141
5 A 525 2 A 7 FL far 1) DOM . 7F B-HgS 1l
(R B 1T LA 3 5 i FL R T, DT 0 ) B-HeS 1 2R
7 S HEY HgS NPs A FEIR K I8 H A4 FL LK A
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FAETEARNT B B 8], 7T B2 B T DOM 2 2] T %2
FERCR X L& DOM 520 HgS A4 v A MY
N —HLiil

DOM & ] LLBiAE HeS A il Fs ) RO
HETT S M AR ) A R . Tang S5F9 AHrE 12 4
B 64 A M S CAE T RS - 458 X0 A B A TR A
AN 5 & B, FE B ROK AR B ) MeHg & 23
AR LT, X IR IH TR S B 5 R R A
A i 1 7 ALY T (rice straw-derived dissolved or-
ganic matter, RS-DOM) & &= I Ft, #2855 T Y )
TP BRI ER A JF IR 7 A= ) Ak ) AT X 9 T HgS
B 0 T 2 e G A ) A HgS i3, itk Ak
FEAF IR s 7K REMR AL 2L A RIS (2 1K
FEXT R A, PRI, 7 X A FH A5G FTA H Ak 2R
ZHI, FAERT LA - rh OIS AR A
YR AT RN

6 REZE5RE(Conclusion and expectation)

A LR NZE, BAR HeS Wi R H A —
FE (R AE DRl R 4R 0 2 PR35 R T2 AEE 9 HeS
NPs AR i T R 2R ) e R AT, S P 58 v e R
A A= By Al R IR E , BT AR S T R IEAS Z
— o HgS ByA: AN A LA )R 3 A8 m] 32 Z2
Yy BRASE R ZR B2, H AR OC A9 2 B0 TE
SEYRE IR, il = 6 LSRR R R ST, A G
DOM B Z 5 M HgS A A= 9 ml 1) M i SCik 4 1
B2 AR ARSI 7 2 H LA R A FR IR ST, R
KRBT 2 IR T DA JLAS

RIBSHIHAR, B, &€ HgS NPs AYH2 HUH;
ARIBA A ST T B — T N, v T, B
Rer 0 7 V5 1 R U R — 2D W 5E HeS AW A5
TR KA, HIK, K JEE A B HgS NPs Y
JEAL S BT X T [R5 XAS e XRD, #2 i
D RBURE RRARAS I M B 55 S AR RS T I 5 [ 5 XoF
T SP-ICP-MS A, 75 B4 A M UKL R A2 Y F
P ) Uk 4 B i E A BE L LA R T I TR
EDS RE R B W EE + 1 HgS Pk iS5 kite R
PR ZE S R 9T HeS POk 8 28 R, Hi R
TR [RIAEEAS G

IR Z X HgS M7 AW A B 52
H A% T DOM B 28 X i Ak R M5 A 7 A= 9 #1 H
ISR R T AR 3 2 (2 2 BT 5 R 7R 5L B
FIFREY, Smm HLRAT R E B T, BRitk 2 Ak, DA
K, AR5 HeS ¢ & HgS HORL Y A= 4l #)

FMEIFAGE  DOZIRABI T FIE S HeS TR
AL A R e | LAE 723 B R AE YA I
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