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iR AARMEN R R BELR RN
WA, AL, HW', AL, EEH, R OB, REAET, 2 B2

(LWL MR 2 SRR S VU4 B, WIVE BTN 3113005 2. WL E WiVl 35 Y e B 2 B
=, WL BN 311300)
WE: [ 86 ] RALFREMIEAIT (DOM) & LI 5 F2 7R BB ME R . RE R (HE™) E R T #RAR PR P AL
Y. [ Fak] B ARNG BB RS B 35k DOM 69 6 FF L5, A1 E A7 Xibfr He o) 7 ELXEE ., [#R]
3% DOM £ &k BAMFIR C=CFFRALK; KZMHM DOM B L5 F, FAMA IS 5T R T EAL
Wa & TR A AL BB FIE K, DOM ‘B H 2478 Y, B A AL 2 R F R4 % w0 R I s 1%
WG &5 FAMAILL S FHIR T R, [ 4538 ] DOM Aast4-F 697t 2474 T &y F 24, DOM Bifs, Btk
o Hg A A E#AIR, FRMUARZ B, B 3 524
XA R EMEANUT (DOM); FRA; AMREMAS; HEE
FESES: S718.5; X502 SHRARERD: A MEHS: 2095-0756(2021)02-0362-07

Influence of algal derived dissolved organic matter on
mercury methylation in water

LI Yutong', HE Xinlong', PENG Yifan', HU Xieke', WANG Yuhang',
ZHAO Ting', WU Shengchun'?, LIANG Peng'*

(1. College of Environmental and Resource Sciences, Zhejiang A&F University, Hangzhou 311300, Zhejiang, China;
2. Key Laboratory of Soil Contamination Bioremediation of Zhejiang Province, Zhejiang A&F University, Hangzhou
311300, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: [Objective] To determine the effects of subcomponents of algae dissolved organic matter (DOM) on
mercury methylation at different decomposition intervals and different Hg*" concentrations. [Method] Six
subcomponents of the DOM derived from the algae through a tandem connection of resin, and then conducted
simulation experiments separately. [Result] Algae DOM was mainly composed of hydroxyl group, alkyl group
and C=C of aromatic hydrocarbon, etc. Different subcomponents of DOM before decomposition, the influence
of hydrophobic component on mercury methylation was significantly stronger than that of hydrophilic
component. With the progress of algal decomposition, the relative content of functional groups was gradually
decreasing while the influence of hydrophobic components on Hg methylation first weakened and then
enhanced during the decomposition process and hydrophilic component can inhibit Hg methylation.
[Conclusion] The increase in relative content of DOM results in the inhibition of Hg methylation. After the
decomposition of DOM, the Hg”" released got methylated by bacteria again, which helped promote the degree
of methylation. [Ch, 3 fig. 24 ref.]

Key words: mercury; dissolved organic matter; methylation; DOM subcomponents; algae
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A EIRSE LRI B (2013 4FE S EOREAG A )5 . P EDE2ECOR (He) M FZH0E, SRR A
SEBRIY 1/3, SEINEY 3/4, FERALE AP T SR (10 LE M ER AL 24 I 58 ok A A e A 25 20 4 B dE B i W,
WA K 2 S5 AR R 1 oK 2R [T i AR R AR, 3SR (MeHg) WIS UR /K A4 55k 1) FE 64k st AR
P MeHg (R, i ARV s VRIS YRGB ARV ORI E ], A ENEANIR R, WAL
SfeEWMR. TZHED K. P E 31T R V- B 80 0.076 mg-kg s 21
OB oKk i B RS BOA B h R sl FE B TS gy, W AR AR S KU T B8RP 3475 Y AR B LR 47 (Cd). 5K
AW R e R I ST U 2R 2 DU R (- 2 B EE 43 40k 0.109 mg- kg, R I T S (E SR AR B
47.87%, WIEABKE TN AL TrhAEe DL b ek b BN & BB S, SRt a &L, X5
THZK A A 25 R G0 i i R . I A WL (DOMY) B 7K A2 A2 28 R 88 K IR R SR A WL Y 258040 (&
97.1%)", W FHEE T 0.10~0.70 um AR, WEANFLEW . - FENBREAVAEY), BFEHRRE. &
BRSNS TG ME AT BHEERSTHREY . BERERRMERK, KREMGAE™ T,
JKARH DOM 4Bl & A A8k . iy i im) 1 4 7 3 Bacillariophyta 7 16 1] g 2545 i1 DOM Fhoik /K AL-&4)
AR 7, AR O o i e s AR AL R 5 & TR 2R 4 2 B ARG (7> 0.80), —fiIA
H, BESRIE R A A S I RN A 0 P T AR R S BT A HL A S AR R, AT AR K TS
., ik YIS REElL, DOM f9—CH;. —CH,., —OH., —COOH, —C=0, —NH, % Z {5k
HREH A R BIR GER, 5REF Hg) RAEFEMCE ., %G, BE . VESE—RIN, M
MM KRS HORTC R IRAFEDS | B . WM DL R R 20k, Bb4h, DOM if 2 s AR LR 1)
AR LA (Eh) F1 pH!' | SRR RESED AR 7, RIS R B AR fE . HRETET DOM 500
K AL B WS AAEAE BB R B . A 2EH N DOM P& (138 RSB E BE A RE X R 7= A 48 B VE T,
LAY R R WA E R BN PR3 He A Y H 5L, DOM ] DL H25
RS THRAEA TS 5464 H b B0, A % TR AR DOM Ml i & 22t K H A 2544 54
Fa 22 S, 7R B R KOE BT X SR 4 5 ma sk OB B 18 . B, A 0 DR RO ) £ 1 B
DOM X 5K JE &5 AL s (0 Ve ML o ARYEAR PR AR fr A, DOM Bl 438 6 Al gy, BIsi/K-PE o msc b |
FRPEFI I DOM DL R SRR VEROBRE . BRIE AT DOMUS, 7K (A B 8 55 Ak 0 g A {15 388 A 8 i ) o
A A L AL K BREE H DOM (Y B8 ZEOR VR . AR B 5338 1 & AR RIS 0, X AN TR Ak o B A s 2
DOM #EATiZ 4085, WS 6 D oR/K R K415y, RGN 2 50 % ok B R, DI 3=
EIRKIAEE ORI A Y U ER AL A BRI, AR TS Yo 42 il RN RRAR R 15 e it e XUBG: $ SR A 4

1 MR 7 %

1.1 HmRESLNE

PEIREE AR B WA AT T I 28 X/ NERAKI o BRI 5 R0 B K X, B IIEE K
HOIF e, bR iC S R A PO RSB0 2 . RBRE SR A K i S 2 S RS e, R
EETRMTE 3 Ik, BT RS,

RURTHEMEE 0. 5. 10, 20, 30, 60 K4FHUZ LM 7L/ HEE , AR k4E DOMP, 124k
Mk 20 mL 4K 2.0 g FREEAEAIR G, SRR, THIE (25 °C) MR 24 h J5 M B0 s B 0.45 pm 3%
TS LT AEYE ML U8 B0 5 1 LI VRAE S DOM FESL, 4560, 4 C IRAFR .

1.2 B DOM WE BEF A M K SLig 2 4F AN E

0L DOM %5, S5{RALAN (KBr) AR A 5 il B o A A 4 L ik A8 3 21 463543 (IR Prstige-21,
H 2 ) 05 AS 5] 6 A B 38 DOML 2040638 . st T4, 76 20 B R A 2 D e e i 1 S (L
M AR AR (CO,) FIZK (Hy0) B IE 0G5 . 5 3 BOE B8 0.01 em™', P ECH 400~
4000 cm's
1.3 DOM 6 #HARTAD DB F %

1.3.1 MAgAReg 45 G Sh 22K DOM B & (1) JFUB0 o ECH A S A AR R A, 7 I 35 PR 44 105 2 4 1 T
R shE e, AT B IEAAR 2 BB, FH AT PREI BB AP A [ g
132 #Aga AL AT %L 95% B9 H 5T Amberlite XAD 4 Fll Amberlite XAD 8 W JEAE, EEEAE
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HRARU,  HZEIE KR BE 2 0 R A A HLBR (DOC) R EE R T 0. JH 60 °C AY#IK I 5 35 e B
B AR R RN BH 25 124 Bl BB B B - S B A R AR K AN PR (. BH S 52 e AR i IR e /K L
IR s KPR BIRA . PHES T3S et g H B i 43 80 3%~5% A ALEl (NaOH) FIERFR (HCY) %l 1K
THUE, LA — R — B E 7 2 B B T 2c e B R A, AR — Bk — R i Uk it BH B - 28 #e AR A . ik
PP BRSERUT , P R T B e L

1.3.3 DOM #'g %&£ 4% DOM 43 %2 I LEENHEER %5:U') JiI CHEFETZ 25U J5vk . AR 4l DOM 7£ A [
FHUM G IR RE S0 25 5, B H B K BEME (HOB)., #i/k H ok (HON), Bi/KERTE (HOA)., SE/KBEE
(HIB). sE/KH#E (HIN), SE/KERME (HIA)6 Fif AL 43", Hrp HOB it 0.10 F10.01 mol- L™ EhFR A
Bk XAD-8 # g J5 4k 4% , HOA H1 0.10 mol- L™ UL 84 M 2 Uk XAD-8 F4 i 5 2K, HON 3d i 25X,
T4 XAD-8 B} Iig 7 H i X 4 B 845 ;. HIB 1 0.10 mol- L™ 247K (NH;+ H,0) J2 %t BIO-RAD AG-
MP-50 T3 g J5 3545, HIA H 3.00 mol- L™ 27K 7% DUOLITE A-7 & 152 it g J5 3545, HIN H
4liK kP DUOLITE A-7 B Fac e g 5 2545 . A3 BIMPEIEIR E T 40 C Thefk 28k, Maudbidh . Bk
THH I AT R A TR i U

1.4 F[E Hg"RERET DOM 3i7R B EL KRN

B i 6 A 5 v B (100.00, 200.00, 400.00, 800.00, 1 600.00, 3 200.00 ng- L") i) 5 1k K
(HgCly) ¥k, I A i 1R DOM #5 4  FE AR SRR (4R TRER) 4R FE AR s

Y524 6 Ff DOM W41/ FF i B0 8 nd, ST AR R4S, INABLE IR A=, Pk
P RA S SE %S, S TS 24 h,

BB ML N A 60 mL 42 E WK KA LK, 405l n A DOM £ 443, 35 & A Pl (TOC) &
10mg-L"', pH A7, #&E 1dJ5, IMANFEBERE HeCl, Wik RS LIME" Ik GEIR- 3 s
A S M EE-B R TG, CVAFS ) 75 BROOKS RAND M 5RAX 1 0 52 HY 35 7R J5t f2 Mk B (AR I ARG L FR Ay
0.009 ng- L"),

1.5 AEEHIE DOM 3tk BEL AN

el 1.000.00 ng- L' i Hg W, 4X3IIASE 0. 5. 10, 20, 30, 60 K DOM 4544y, SMa54T
Mg S T g D e R R B TR
1.6 HEEMSH

H s Ak H AN i V5 2R FH Origin 8.5 & Omnic 8.2 #{4:. MeHg M &#4% 10% AYFATHENE, I bRiR A
25 AR IR e S o o 5 2 B0 B s Tl AR AR v A 25 11K T 12% 0

2 #XR53b

2.1 ARESEZUETREMEER DOM &I A5 X35k BEN BT

B B K A ALY (HOB) X 7k H AL DTk dRe =5, LUk HON R HIA,  HiAth il 43 9 BTk i #0480y
HEAREZES . 3 FIE/KEA P4 7 195K B S0 AE il s 21 954K HOB, HON., HOA., Al 1
AL AFESESSAET, MeHg A B0 He®t & v JE R kg, $27/8 HOB HAT B B 42 15k FH 3k
TLBIRE ST . Hg KT 1 600 ng- L' I, #4846 F MeHg ¥4k i Hg? i vk B (038 i, 64k
MIREAR (F1 13.0% [ 2 1.7%); RESH T MeHg MG fbiE —H 2 bIHES, RN s Mz
T, RESMEA T MeHg 4 i, HOA 5 HON —E L F W Aefe vt MeHg A AT, (H BRI A 0
HOB. Pi# %78 Hg® It i Wk B fe KTk i KAk i, {0 MeHg 5% AL 32406 Hg™ T Wk B 55 I imi F B o
He™ sk 0 3200 ng- L' B, 3 B4l 431 MeHg % b IR S5 A4 35 i - S 25 A

3 M EAKERILE AL, HIB GEMS LI He™ 1Y H 34k s DRESE T H 3R 4B il 480 (kR fE
0.17 ng-L™"); AFEASFM T AR He ottt v BEG M REAR, 4480 S i (60 29.0%, PR i
R 13.0%. HIA 78 4 8 55 1 T 19 MeHg 5% fb 5 R B b 58 LG T FE (B KAE M 0.40 ng-L7™),
IR T B AR/ (B KAE 0.15 ng- L), ALK B He i & vk B 09 T+ mi R . HIN XORIE &R
I —E AR HEE ] . G RS T MeHg #e Ak 5 Bk B2 A2 ALy U A iR, DR A & BRI
2 P SR A N e A R I K BRE Hg™ Ve B 1 i i RIS, AR DRSS I T e v B A 38k B S 1) — 2
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Figure | Effect of DOM subcomponents on the production of MeHg at different initial Hg** concentrations
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ARPERMBENE . A LG T R S5 H9 20 T L2 IR DOM X 42 J& 19 %4 J1 . GUGGENBERGER 452 5 #i .
SRR PERRAE Y R G R B T A BRI A A RE ), R BUK PERR Y Y 2~8 1, AR BIE ST Hh R K
DOM B 5 5 % i Hg® 4 . FRARK ROk P SR 9 4518 — B AR IR B B BY 00 o 2ROk 1
DOM 5 [ th & & & 725G 5 (45 A il B TP Bk B2 T e, B8 )R 25 7164 DOM f7 78 I i A 3L
Ve, SABTE A WE N —. WA BEE He® MRS TR, AR R TR, R
) Hg® B A T, 25 WAL DOM R EBEAEOR A 2, 5 LIANG 552 4518 —2,

FURIRE T, R A SEACHR B 2 Ae W) P B A R R AR TR IR AT T o AWHTER I, AR o e b
SEU/DRARSRA T X VR 7 AL I SE AN R o X T HOB SKeiid, PRAUZRAT AN T ok i B SOE , PRAE R AT
R A R TSR, MO LA PRAARIE T B F R AR i TR R A
22 AEEFEEER DOM KB BEFH M R HiE FHHE
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B, R R e K, R R R R D R RS 60 KEF, 1364 em ! Ab RT3
[—C(CH3)]. 2900 cm ™" AL AT C—H & (—CHs) B4 FE F 3 (—CHy—) B9 RGFRHI4 . 3 400 cm™
Ab RS ARG A AR (O—H MgaHRsh) IEE RS . SBARE, i 0~10 d 1) DOM FRERIAE
TRE/N, BRaE. X 1060 em™ ARG Sh, WLAE HASFEE A T C—O0 MERFEEA W T, 251
frik, AFEE#ERHET, DOM B R M ffh 283 & AR AR Mk, FFR2m & W40 73 X 5k 14 F AR .
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Figure 2 IR spectra of DOM at different decomposition intervals

2.3 AREEHENE DOM &I H S5 35k BEL KR NE

HOB., HOA #1 HON }y DOM ¥ 3 B /K AP 7. fE 3 Al AR e ) 7= A= 1) HOB, K
AL RE AR A, SRR (0~10 d) I ILALAE ) 2 TREEEH, 4 10 X MeHg #41L &N 0.20 ng- L™,
10~20 d FEAL BRI HE N, W0k 61.9%, ZJa/MEiksh, 55 60 Kifikfm{E (0.71 ng-L ™). JE 011
(0~10 dYHOA X 7R (1) Fi FeAL FEA AT S, (H PG ff i TR] 36 K, HOA YR FE AL AE 1z s, AL
T, HON ik 3L e f1 BRE K s J o Ams IS, (Hd/ME (3 10 X) k8 T 1.20ng- L7, b5
ARSI, 5 60 KikF| e KL (1.55ng L),

LTS, 3 AR oK B R BE I, b, HIB M9 H LR AL & d5e/)N, HIA T HIN Bl
R R, SRE SRR 1 Se s E R, #2565 60 RIS T Heflk, HEiKHA L3 mEs R
IEAFAR o
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Figure 3  Variation of MeHg concentrations of DOM subcomponents at different decomposition intervals
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WAE . Bl PSR M R, AR B M B K DOML. 5 i 58 2 2 B . AR ¥ Myriophyllum
verticillatum J& 123 B P B R ERE YT, DOM 24 53 Floe Yl 52 50 28 i 8 ik J 38 1 1K e
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FH O A e A5 A 2RI B SR R P . ARBFgE v, B KR I 21 2 ) R FE AR RE 0 v TR KM W4l 4, Fh e
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