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Transformation and Stable Isotope Fractionation of Mercury in the Rice Paddy Ecosystem
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Abstract : Rice had been highlighted in recent literatures as a bioaccumulator plant of methylmercury. Methylmercury con-
tamination in rice is very common in Hg polluted areas. The rice consumption can be a main pathway of the methylmercury
exposure to the inland population of Southern China, posing a potential threat to human. Scientific communities have paid
a great attention to the issue of methylmercury accumulation in rice, and therefore, numerous researchers have focused on
the biogeochemistry cycling of mercury in the rice paddy ecosystem. This review documents recent advances on the trans-
formation of mercury species in the rice paddy and the existing research gaps. On the basis of gathered results, we further
propose suggestions on the future research, including: identification of mercury methylators and the processes of Hg methy-
lation in the rice paddy, speciation of mercury in the paddy soil in the mercury mining area and identification of the major
mercury species that contribute mercury methylation in the paddy soil, identification of major mercury reduction processes
in the paddy soil and their impact on mercury methylation, and mercury isotope fractionation in the rice paddy and tracing
the geochemical processes in the paddy ecosystem.
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20 50 AF AR Bt S H A8 KB 1 e 52
S R TS g R 1y H kSR v BE LUK | R 10 B 5
MR AL 27 PREE RE 3 A% B AR 25 AU ) e 18 A B 5
WFFE IR

HI TR IR B B A 2 M B, OR 2 E — 7 R AU
FEUASRFESHAENESIE, HI, k2
I RAHEAT K BE B B AL A A R RS e
(Lindberg et al. , 2007) , A& shHEjiL 09 7R 1l 1 K
AR IS BT, © 3 Bl R b 56 Ik M XTI
R OR B R B T AR A 2 B B K T
#RE (Lindqvist et al. , 1991; Lucotte et al. , 1999) ,
BT A EROR TS Y iy IR I B TR TR A [ 35 58 HL R &
HAUN, — T B A EH AW 1 [ PRk & B—
COREEAZT) BT 2017 4F 8 H 16 HIEX AR, B 1E
4 TR R P A2 1 0 1 R o 1 A A 5 S A A
LAY /D 58 0 B4 555 14 75 G 0 e AR N A i 2 % i B XL
B FEGZCOKRA L) 4829 15,2016 4F 4 A 5%
T EeaEARRRERSESFERSE RS
BOEHEHE T ORBRAZY ), 580 T 30 H Xf 4 Bk
IR ORI A A

2 AKBEWEREEED

H Lok BAT A= W) 5 B W TBORAE T, Ak A
K A= B ) A T Y £0. 28 AT DA e R AR R OKR (L
KR 10°~ 107 %) (Stein et al. , 1996) , JLRk
Fb 52 228 M X2 B DL W90 AR OR B i A
ST A 0 SV 7K™ a8 P A o B G S 2
Xop N fil B #4 B K B ( Lucotte et al. , 1999) .
[ RE | H F  W B A 7 7E fa fR FE JEOR & o A 1 1)
A BRa R S A E] B A S AR R
1A Y 5L OR 7% 55 1Y BB 42 ( Clarkson, 1993) . H I,
FERRIM AN AL 36 I % 3 A7 76 £ 0 28 55 K™ i Y
HoR BT MEFEE RS, BrFARREHFRET
Rig KT KAEARTRG (BIEET) KIIEE
M 5E T AR, RoKAR A 2 ) 28 8 B8 8 T H 2 Bl
Fehl, AR, K& 08 A b 5T & B, 3R E IR K R
T K R R B i e T R B K
KR AR AE T 30 4F AT BEA 5 b UK A AE B RS
0% A8 /N R B ) i 7 R 0 MR R i I IR R 2
JEA (Li et al. , 2009, 2013b; Liu et al. , 2012; 13
Bk, 2015; Feng et al. , 2018) . Ftt, F B AFEAE
W 3 7 i A7 7 (17 £ 0288 WO OR 2 6 1 {at BRE XU
[] R,

I IR BT R N B R R TR R R g
5 1Y FER AR RE  OK AR B A G gL X BlUfE AR
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HE £ R oK i Bl i HY R OR B R B XU ()
(Feng et al. , 2008; Zhang et al. , 2010a; &:#u55
20135 24, 2019) o X — & 3T T H PR A
B A S R e AR R B iR T EOR TR
g, kFEE it A E iR EEAREEDZ —,
SRR B AR DIREK S . P, KA
FoRim Qe E &5 T E bRk 2 i s RO,
edn, 3 [ B4R T K %% Brombach 4§ (2017) 135 [H
6% LA [ PR K2 Cui 25 (2017) X6 W A1 56 [ T
R TROR B B Al JL R B (B EORE N ROK ) ok
G A B 3 26 b XN IR 4l LB T ROK ER
oK ] it B A AE — R TR B Y 0K 2% R {E R AU oAb,
5 [ R A8 38T 2 e 9F 0 11 BA ) P ASE 28 0 ) RO
RGP RGBT T WU, 45 5 3 B A 2R R X AR R
HEHCIEI AR o R RO FY R o 55 o 2 B AR
22 1 A (Kwon et al. , 2018)

SN T 1R AT DR AE W) oK 15 Y U A B, A oK
LR O BT AR 174 ng/g, S TR X
A A By, i E ok il =R D S (Qiu et al.
2008) . L, FEBEPY (HJBH) (BN (55 IR
J7UAT) R (R RS ) (EEER (F5 ) SRR AT IX
WAHAR K 8L 1 ™ H H R 5 G4 1Y R oK (A Qiu et
al. , 2006, 2008, 2012; Li et al. , 2008, 2011; Meng
et al., 2010, 2014; Xu et al., 2018)., & T R H"
X, 4k T.J (Horvat et al., 2003; Cheng et al.
2013) A BEHL T (Horvat et al., 2003) . %k 4 X
(Taylor et al. , 2005; Appleton et al. , 2006; Patar-
anawat et al. , 2007; Krisnayanti et al. , 2012)  #} %
BT (Li et al. , 2013a) & 8% ) ( Morishita et al. ,
1982; Lenka et al. , 1992) W 84T ] (Liang et al. ,
2015) Y7 Tk X ( Wang and Stuanes,2003) | B, T
B2 EIC X (Fu et al. , 2008 ) 45 Hly X b A8 A4 7K F5
HAFE K AR SR A A v v B Y RO B Sk ol L &
TEW A W 5 5K 75 Ge Y8 A9 M X, A0 ER BF Y Gaganvati
(Sarkar et al. , 2012) F1Z& [# ( Zarcinas et al. , 2004)
S5 M AL RE AR A B T R A R AR Y OROK Wt
KRIGY KRS & P AR 2 — D Em R, A 2
% B F by 5 R AT A o B A

DATE A I A2 0T 58 A 08 , i = MR 28 A5 R AR W)
{14 2K 3 K LLRE PR/ JE LR 9 E (WHO,1991)
PR, Bt rh R R B T A= A v R DA R Ry B A
PEAT L E 1) ( BOKR 20 ng/g, GB2767-2017) . 4K 1M,
KA AT TR W] A EREK (GRi5 G X)) B R & &
a7 OB B T AR BR AR E (A Qiu et al.
2006,2008; Meng et al. , 2010, 2014) , T H K
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FH R OR 7 S R 8 L 01 s 3 i AR R, A0 T L R BT X
FEK P H 3R 5 B R B9 EL 4] 5 3k 72% ( Meng et al. |
2014) o WA A K X L Ok 9 AR W) R R BT T
KT 1, &0 T HLR 1Y 400 ~ 800 1% ( Zhang et al. |
2010b) , LIRBFFEUESE K AE IR 124 1k M — K B
Bk B R ARAEY . D F S R B KR Y
FH 3 O 2 Sk U5 T A b g YRR OR BB A% 3 i
ARAZ i I A7 L3023 (ZE R ) | YK RS T 4R 45
SECHEIR) B VA AR ZE AN i YRR OR 2 R B
BRI DI K R BE 96 57 4 T JE 5K (Meng et al. |
2011) 5 RIS, 3k e IR STTREAY “ B oR " [ 3 h
FR &R B T e A L R R O T A 7K R I WA
£E (Meng et al. , 2011)

3 BREARNAHKABDASHMITEK
xR AR

ARIKRE S EF R Rk, FHESRG K
14 A= 40 b 35K A 2 2ok R T 5 0 8 H o A ) b Bk AL 2
06 P G003 1) F 90 R R 2 — o AR 3 T TE A 5T 1A AR
LixX— w7 E bR FRSE IR T R E AT T
1B, A8 17— 224y DR, EZRBAE LT LA T
1 (DA 4 498 v B R OR 1 e 88 2 FR R A oo R A 2
PR Ak b 2 e W) T 9 45 2R o TP A8 0 7 —
FEBE AT S A A 48 v B SR Bk B2 UK F (Zhao
et al. , 2016a,2016b) ; @ K i ToHL 7k 2 Ak £7
TEASEFUR MR (H 2 B R P28 2 1 0 PR ok D)
FEALTHE KT (Meng et al. , 2014) , FEAK P T
HLOR FE RSP EARY G, JF DAEY 2 S I P
KXAEAE . RFRE ROk i B Okt 22 5 2k i
456 MBS THRAF R, 5 EARE AT
FOR FEMWAE T HE A B, HAE KR A K30 ) R
Ko Bl 1B — R & AR B A2 8 | fe A A AE
KK 1 (Meng et al. , 2014) ; @ 7K F& XF JC ALK Fi1 H
FOoRBA 2R R 1w LML s L, KRR &
BRAGEA 2O + 3 v (9 TE ML R 3 B W AE R B
FE T, AT LA 28 b BH B 5 98 20 7K et xof 4 38 o T B R
49 8 WAL 5 7K A 30 T AR 25 i o5p 22 DA A S W T
HLIR HE AR P 5 A 25 i m] DL R AR I A B
JE R I A WL — A S, HL 4 SRR o Bk 1 7E 7K R A
PRAIR N, I 34T & I 5 1932 B L4 (Meng et al. ,
2012) .,

PLERCR AR ANIRRE HAE S RGORI A
MR A2t BB A T 1 ST 0 B AR Al AR SCHE
ANEE NI A, Fi HAE S — b o ik 04[] B 1 0 b A=
BRGE, H T EPAEGERA P EBEN, X2

of A5 L R A 3 R oK I 2 e Al I R 2 43 18

ORI OK H AW ok 1 3 E R Z — (Zhao et al. |
2016a, 2016b) , AN, FF HI LR — S 20 A9 AR 250K
2, HP R R HEE K | K (FLBR K )
FK A e HoE 2 AR oy, AR Rkl
APy kAL A B K 2 A B/ R ol AR (
BUK/ KA, B K/ R 5 4 5/ BE K Fi K
TR/ 55 ) M Z R A=Y W) BRI 7 5 A 7 (.
W A PR RS BB 2 M AY)
AR R p w2 me . (22, 2 B k6
ARG R I — e O B 5 b 72 L 52 A
2SO AL BIE AT R B Kb ] 29 T AT X 7K A
A TP R Ok T A A DR R A AR T ik R E A AL
I/ KR A B R Y 1
3.1 BHIERRNPRENIRREIENRENL

MEW R R

JCHLIR A Y B A i A 2 R A A2 ) b 3R AL~ 1
W —A BT, ST EORIGR R IR &
i 28 T R AT A 1 i B XU, TR T R B P OR
49 F R Al o A K5 el PR 2R BIF 5, X A AkEE T TG HIL oK
9 H AL | AR N A FH S SR % R fedt BR XU, B A R
WHEN LR L, HAr, # AR EE N, AR
P T HLoR I B B A AR T R TE IR E AT,
T8 DR AR W (T R 6 G T | Bk A L ™ B e
W) Z 5T 58 B, B £ 9 i B Bk 72 T DL 22
W% ( Ullrich et al. , 2001; Peng et al. , 2012; Rothen-
berg and Feng, 2012; Parks et al. , 2013; Wang et
al., 2014; Liu et al. , 2014a, 2014b, 2018; Vishniv-
etskaya et al. , 2018) , SR, 7 A& Fr A B BLER £
DU BRI 5T A e T A AR A i A A Y AR
b, AR W B AL BE 1 5 Tl A= W0 19 70 28 b o B2 AH G
PE R AL W AR BEALE 0/ T RGE KB W
( Ranchou-Peyruse et al., 2009; Gilmour et al.,
2013) . ITHIBESE K B, TR W X ok 1 HY R AR 2
oK H AL BE A% hgeAB SR /Y, Horb hgeA 2R i 1
Wk 1, hgeB Ry gt Bk L IR 1, H AT AR B
149 T A i Y AR B A 0 v 38 3 A i i PR i Y
BEAL A P OF R A I B XL SR hgeAB 2 R
Yok B ZAL B0 DTS4 (Parks et al. , 2013) . ¥L4F
S, I A5 5 DRI 5 AR R0 B X6 AN [m] A= ) 26 B 1 Ok
AL ZE A hgcAB 5 ¥ 1) 5¢ 3% ( Christensen et al. ,
2016; Liu et al. , 2018) , hgcAB ANALHENE Ny & P
1 oK FY B A A W A R0 T B, ) gt 2 ) oy
PRI rp 5] ok H R AL AR W) 28 B 0 A
WIS AR AES RGP ZER —EEREAN
[R v B R R4 A B e AR K 22 7 (Gilmour et
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al., 2013; Parks et al., 2013; Schaefer et al.,
2014; Liu et al. , 2018) , 7 [ & — Fif 4 1) 9 3 A
BRGE,FIERY I K R ok 19 AL 5 T A ) 9
JR& % (Wang et al. , 2014; Zhao et al. , 2016a,
2016b) . BEAM, i AR S RGP A Y BB R
TR B L B AEAE R B 09 4 R 3k 38 5L 147 Rl 2 348 I
B (Stubner and Meuser, 2000; Hori et al. , 2010),
Iﬁlﬁd‘iﬁ%}imﬁrﬁﬁgﬁgfﬁﬁ%%(Grosskopf et
al. , 1998; Bao et al. , 2014) . 7~ [F] 5 4L & B f1 R
[F] 775 G 248 AU 1 - AN AL AT DX AR 0 A 9 4R (45
FEREAAE W 1) B8 FAR X B ) AU ) 2 R
SR [ I m] O A 0 Y B R T 1 (BRI 3 RE Bk
DAY 2 BE ) 7= A2 B (Liu et al. , 2018)
WEFE R WY, A W 22 8] 0 B 33 A D BE R K4
e R I AL R T, 5 & R PR AR T R TE R AR
FHN AL BE A ok A A WY 3k AL 3X Bl B 37 A4 HI A 7R T
LM EY Z I (Yu et al. , 2012) . Yu %5 (2012)
TE 52 56 7 i 37 B3R By 3R AL AR B TR R £ id J5
B Bk T B R AR L R 2 ) BSOS
( Syntrophobacter spp. ) Fl it B2 £k i Ji 7 2 18] | B it
IR B ( Desulfovibrio spp. ) . H. '8 ¥ B ( Syntrophobacter
spp. ) A HUGE T 22 6] A B SR AR IR R 1R 1Y
AL RE ), Wl e WP IR AL B B AT 1 ok W 6L Y
AEJT. Bae 5§ (2014,2015) X 2 HL 3k 8 7 12 b
Hi ok F R AL BE D] hge A DU 53 B 45 2R e 3, R
g hgeA FPOV R T H AR, W58 9F — 20 e D B 5%
BAR AT BE J2 10 b A 3 &R 48 B A0 Ok W3k Ak Bl
Yo ok WAL A W) 2 (8] B B3R AR AR i T ok W
Al SR A W 22 TA) 2 R Ol 3E 4 SR W) B AR
Ji PR AR E A A 7 AR T B A ROR . Bravo 4
(2015) WHE K B, 32 I 7K Ak 3T HE ik % K 15 3% 1Y
TURR W v 10 8 IR 6 38 D T AR 8500 Dt T =2 18] A 1 5
GO F A B R £6 340 J5L TR Ry E 0 RS (3 A
o iy HY BE Ak, ST A B TR A D T T A R T
R EAL . B4  TEFR B AT RGE &G WAT
TE LAY 3404 W = ) 1) . 55 VR T A 3 i TP Bk 4k,
B S T OC R AR S W HOoR WA AE T B
CNEREOR R R (S s o/ v =R 1 B = i 187 ()
NFL, J5—TJ5 i, % F DNA /K19 7% 3k R 41 F 5%
WR R BT XA I 3 b 5 R R S SR
FY SR 110 ¥k 2 52 SRR OG, A W) 2 AR 1 S Pk Ok
W R AR R OC, R - P g O OR ok B 5 ok Y
Fe Ak B A hgcA 09 ZE B JC W3 A &P (Liu et al.
2018) , 4R, X% T DNA 7K A9 3 26 9 B 75 41
B BE B B 5T 45 2R JF R BB AR A b A R oK 1 HY
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SEALAE AT BRBE rp BB Sk B ok B2 I O DNA K P
BB 5T L RE B B AR W R R AE A OO BE 8 7 B
Az Wy o A R, DR Ot Tk ) B A VLAY B RE A TR
Je R FRIA SRR/, IR O e, A AT AE
IRV TR Y AL TCAE W 1 9 A R0k o YR AL 52 T Y
[Fi) B, 328 ¥ T iy 5G T o) TP A B DY hge A 19 3R 35 7K
F (¥ 5% mRNA 7K F) ( Goiii-Urriza et al. , 2015;
Bravo et al. , 2016) . SR, 324 1k b K WL &F X
e T B mp ok R A ik DR 3% 38 75 1 A9 A ] 413

PR R B o AR e A2 4 T Y AL U B ) R
i K 3% (Liu et al. , 2014a, 2014b, 2018; Wang et
al., 2014) . [F W, oK iy W3 Ak o 78 i 52 3 AT it j
BALG A YR T A BLIE % & L T A2 R (SO A
Fe' 85) BT LA R (F> /N S* 45 ) DL R AE 9 vl 1 1
IR % | BY 52 W ( Ullrich et al. , 2001; Marvin-DiPas-
quale et al., 2009; Rothenberg and Feng, 2012;
Zhao et al. , 2016b) . T H , X & [ F 2 [8] # T 5%
Wi R 30 2 TR) IR e AT R e A AR R T R OKR
AT A E S . BB REW A B C AR
W T A, — A5 70 B AR 5 52 7E A
) B PRIE Fh R B AT BB AN — A LL N, KA IR &R
WA T S b ok v B AL AR TR e TR K
SR 35 B, I A T R 4 AT LLSE 2 5 e K R AR &R
536 ) BE T 52 WA SR 1 RS A VR T (Zhao et al.
2018) . ANFIARIA MR, 3 Ok 0 X RS T oK 75 48 i
S YRR TG QR R AR AR OR ZE S B 4, X 8L
AR5 Y28 R A R T, HC 3R 05 [R5 b SR A7 AR R 22
St o SR, W SE R 55 A 7~ 52 Wi 45 i 1 FE Rk A6 25
SR 2 HRTAZ D,
3.2 BHITEDRRNESSIGHIERSERENL

RN EERES

WFFTIESE, 5 A8 H 4 AR B fE FE Y < Ok A
Fo, RATTRE B Biok " — BLFE AR L 3 505 5 1
B Al W oK | R M HOK RO | 4R (Meng et al. |
2010, 2011; Zhao et al. , 2016a, 2016b) , ST K
SORTURE AR Z J5 A A5 hoR iy WA AR
7 J 300 PR LR et 55 , PP R SR 5 o 2 RIS T B
I T A HERS | R T e S rh A 1 PR Y ok A 2 B
AL (T AR A T3 55 ) | 398 b R R B 5 B 3
RBWTHE . AT IARY G BB R — HEA
i R e 2 R — RV B B AL, i Se i f i
PR 2 F e ok i W AR AR AT, SR, A 4 g
R I 25 Al i A K% Y S Ak 1 T 89 52wl 20 6t oy
NI
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— BN, BREE A 5T B P R A T AT A2 R A OK
S by WA R TS n 3 A B 1Y oK TE
X ER IR R AR A Ay AT MOk, FAT T
TEIE A FE R WY, R 38 R 0 X ™ R 5 4 i A H 1
SR SR SR A A Wyl R P 280K A o 4 g R R A ik
HEARIX 1 ~2 B89 (Zhao et al. , 2016a, 2016b) .
TR 2, 1 A% G W WL A, K 5 ok B DX e 1 1 8 Y Bk
oK B i N I8 A2E R TR B R OR X, AR
SR W I 25 SR A 5 A% 58 1 W s A A (Zhao et al.
2016a, 2016b) , LiRZEFULHT, fF H 118 DOk & &
e IOTF AN 24 ) B Bk iR IR R 1, B
A AT A AR IR R S S
R F2ORIE A, WFFEUE S5, i B 19 — Hi ok
(Hg™ ) 5RAA LSS 4 1)k (NOM-Hg) | W Ff 7E
BAL BT ) R I K S W (=FeS-Hg™ ) FIY4K
*jﬂ‘]ﬁﬁ’fhﬂi(nano-HgS)%:1ﬁ73§’f{ﬁ%%(gé%)
JrRARET R HAE N FEM P RARY 2 S
AR W VR T B R A iz, (HLHG B B A 3 58 n] AR
Z LA 2% (Jonsson et al. , 2012; Zhang et al. ,
2012, 2014; Zhu et al. , 2018), 2R, K& X F& H
AR IR 2 o A R AE LA R 2 5 B AR SO Y
FEGRIES, HATE NG
3.3 FEHIERRNERIEREYKAELNZN

WFSEUESE W 88 19 — A0 R (Hg™ ) 2 8 5
A AT L2 R AR B Y R OB 2 H R f
RE T ARG (EaY)1~2 MRS
(Jonsson et al. , 2012; Zhu et al. , 2018) ., FfFH 1
b ABAETETCHL R 1Y WP AL 72 38 6] i A7 7E —
ProR 38 s & . I8 2, ff F A 3 b A0 SR 19 388 it
b AR X YA G R AT WA S e AR BT R A BRL BT
K (Hg") B A Wi 4 & P (Amyot et al. , 1997),
LB HEC NI S 70/ QA T NG < 5 GRS I
IR Y 30 it ek AR T S Y A Wt 3R AL 2 10 BF 5 AR b iy
WA AR W EE A O (W Amyot et al., 1997;
Graydon et al. , 2006; Whalin et al. , 2007), 0
A 38 v % A AR oKk Y8 i B IR 4 AR
e FH A K S0 ) 3 Ji o R o BT A Y B BT R AR A AT
AE I i 4 - oK ST ) b BT K AR TR, 2Pl i
KA =K TR B RS, R B I i R
Wk (Hg™ ) ME R P B AL iRy, Ko m MBS H
F5 ) H LR (1) 4E B i (Wang et al. , 2014 ; Zhao
et al. , 2016a, 2016b) . ARHH W F§ W 43 p () — 4y
R (Hg™ ) [F) B 493 38 25 P R A € 2 SR8 AR JH I IR 9
M IEALAE TR . I8 4, Ff H 3 b A ok iy

of A5 L R A 3 R oK I 2 e Al I R 2 43 18

AR, — 7, 5 P RS BRI T R OC R (3R
G Hg™) , o —J5 I, 3 el i 7 A 1 SR 5 R 1) -
K =RACHY BT, T AT R0 I A e P 38 0K 1 671 Ay
A ZS KBS 2R bR R B S, FRATT A 3l A
f& R A rp SR A9 38 i FRAR 7T RE = — R N TE Y
“HREE” I 20, (R4 A ] T Lok By WAL
AT AR A R 0 B o i e Wi s AR R B, SRS |
A T S8 AN R 7 R A 30 Dt i R A0 B A/ 25
FEAL S R | i AT RE A7 50K 1 S i R R A
2 #2 (Hu et al. |, 2013; Zhao et al. , 2016a, 2016b)
e, Hu 2 A (2013) 58 & B, Desulfovibrio desul-
phuricans ND132 B % A LA [A] B 420 £k A1 HH 3 Ak 50 T
Ko WERZHE R Z A TR H L 84, oK
i J ik AR 7 A Y B R A AT RE AE R AR TR
BEE A A I Ok, DA T 484 0 R T L A R R O
AT B A 25 R

U T O, B P A S 2 S8 AE T HE R Y
FeAb i B S AR AL BRI J T — Se i oY AR (A
FH - 3 rp i Yk ok R AD B A R 0E . — ROA N &=
e bR 1 I8 Uit B AT g O A W o AR R0 AR AR W &
B, kYRR FEREELS S TR,
I A ok B G EE T R A R R B O B i R
( Bergquist and Blum, 2007) , A ¥ i& & 5K 09 8 Jit
if f 2R AR S b 4 8 I8 )5 (dissimilatory metal
reducing bacteria) Fl JK % & % € 4 B I ( anoxy-
genic photosynthetic purple non-sulfur bacteria) #J 5
5 58 8 ( Wiatrowski et al. , 2006; Lin et al. ,
2014; Grégoire et al. , 2016) , BRI H L 2
FATE—SE BT R WA Y, B AT 854 B ok Bk 5 mer 42
N7, HOZZADAFEBEER . HA merA i oK
i B A R (Hg™ ) i B AR R (Hg')
merB Zi fith F] 5L i 6 A Wi 7T LK TR 6 SR 2 78 1l TE AL
Ko HIE X BEHToR L D HAT 7R R Wk 38 B — €
K B A g 5 5 32 35 ( Schaefer et al. , 2002,
2004) , HHWTFEUESS , —FhAE H b T2 AT
& M IR 4R & — Heliobacterium modesticaldum lcel )
TEG IR I B A o A b, 2 R] LUK ok b
A HLJ 5K ( Grégoire et al. |, 2018) . WS HED | 7
At Ho B TR T  MEMS S
B e B2 AR AT B A R b M OR Y E IR
JEg AR . SR, AT By 2, A G AR 4 3 rhok 1 ik
J s AR /5 e R /AR G AL B 2 5 0ROk T R Y
FE A Y VR DL N ok ks it o B X Y R AR Y 52
LTRNE N BZY SN
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