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Abstract: Ocean, one of the most important reservoirs of mercury (Hg) on earth, plays a critical role in mediating the global Hg
cycling. Recently, Hg isotope approach has shown significant advantages in studying the biogeochemical cycling of oceanic Hg, as
it could be used not only to trace marine Hg sources and transformation processes, but also to reconstruct the paleoenvironment
and paleoclimate. In this paper, it summarizes analytical methods for accurately measuring Hg isotopes in different marine
samples, reported Hg isotopic compositions in seawater, marine sediments and biological samples of different regions worldwide,
and elaborates the potential migration and transformation processes that fractionate Hg isotopes in the ocean.Overall, due to the
fact that limited data are available for Hg isotopes in the ocean, and the studies on the potential mechanisms and processes
fractionating Hg isotopes are still relatively scarce, the systematics of Hg in marine environment and thus the global Hg cycling
model still could not be accurately established using Hg isotopes.In the future, it is still necessary to well investigate Hg isotope
fractionation during potential biogeochemical processes such as the bioaccumulation and sedimentation, and to deeply decipher the
source, migration and transformation of marine Hg using stable isotope approach, in order to provide basic data and theoretical
support for improving the global Hg cycling and fairly preventing and controlling marine Hg pollution.
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0 BlE G SR A0 28 1 2538 SCHK . AR SCR GRS 30 2 H

TR M Bk B 1%, B S A R B KR
I AW BRI ) TR DL K] AR R TR, 25 AN
7R TR AR I I E L BRI 2 A U I R RS
T PR T AR AR R RS M BR R R
HeEPEVE R L BEE 20T 0 Kk R A BRI LA 0 TR
HB T I B LA R T Y TE N B — R B PR 5 Pk AR, T
ATz RV MR S M BRI T ORI 2
— , MR AE B WA A 1 440 Mmol (Mason and
Sheu, 2002) , J& 5 % 1Y 7k J5 F R L, 76 6 59 ok &
BRAE 20 bR 25 O U VE R B R (Meth-
yl mercury, MeHg) A i i £ ¥ 4% i A 2| &5 5
G R A0 g X N S i B A B ™
(Depew et al., 2012). Atk , T kG AE S R4
R 1 AT 78 e Ak ol R R N S R U VR OKR T L By
16 LA KA W Mo BR AL 2 SRR BT oY AR LA R B L

T SR A ) Ml BR AR 5 9 30 1 B 5 T i D\ BRI
I R S 43 BT O T AR AR AR L G R U K R U
FEAE WA, 2z R B A A%, ROR R 1 7 K oK 1Y 1
I S . BRI 2 B, ST VR A 3SR G R A B IO
o7 T B 08 A AN 2 35 T S B TR R AR i B R ULV
G MREF T RUNAERRGE (IRAKES
240 ) A S WF 98 19 4518 (Masbou et al., 2018 ; Mot~
ta et al., 2020) ; [H 2 VR4S RS2 1 5 42
SF X 2 B I8 N i 2 (Zheng et al., 2021) , 5
M EORTES R IR E T Z A et AE N
I JUAE BT 24 1 B9 J5 5, oK e W) L R 7 i
B ok 19 > I8 F R BR R 1Y) 1T 7% 5% Ak ok #2 J Ti 3R B0
B RN W WS R R [ L 3R 43 1R A
Al R A RN BRI KR DT DL R B )
R B SR U (Yin et al, 2018) , 36 5 15 7 R B9
e fp ok AR, 20 U VR OR (9 AR W M Bk Ak 2 1 BR
(Blum ez al., 2013; Sun et al., 2020a) , I3 5¢ 35
T & 4Bk R G AL R (Outridge e al., 2018).

H A R (6] 7 3R i 98 © ISR 2 d 2k e
FEA AR 2 S B AT A A D 253k SR 2 i
TR [ 7 & Hb BR b 2 WF 5E 3F JB (Bergquist and
Blum, 2009; Yin ez al., 2010, 2014; Hintelmann
and Zheng, 2011; Blum, 2012; T #4045, 2012;
Blum ez al., 2014 ; H#at5%, 2015; Blum and John-
son, 2017; Z=FHF M4, 2017; Kwon ez al., 2020;
Tsui e al., 2020; MHESE, 2021) , {H I8 B A4 Sl 4y

A O S B v A i (B T KV DL AR Y T AR
L7/ (SR SRE Uk A/ D A G R VA= TV S S o
AT AT TR IR IR L5 — R A A K OR [R5 R 43
B I il ) Bk AR, DL K HRiE F A AT AT B K T TR DT
TR R o A 0 A ot v A B SR TR 57 3R 0 7 T v 5 46
TER o R T A BRI VE R [R] AR CiiE K TR VR DT
Yy A ) WK TR R A R O g5 A vk
FE BB 53 A 1 oKk By AT RE R RN 28 Iy 1 G B AT
BiEASE MEWETHBFESRERFNME
( £ & Wi & 43 ¥ (Mass Dependent Fractionation,
MDF) #1 4E FT & 77 1% (Mass Independent Fraction-
ation, MIF ) ) i PR HEZ2 5 25 = #4873 B 45 T VE R 11
fian iy RN S A Y R R B L e T H
VRV i S HE TR A6 3R Y WS SR B0 5 26 U i 40 45 6 H
RS RGEh ORI R R T ROk
oK [R) A 22 B 98 1Y & SR 7 1] L AR SCR TR A T L 4 i
oK [F 7 R 0 BF 58 BLAR L 43 A 24 T O T I Y
[0] R ME A, S BE— 2P 58 B R T OR A AL &R Y i
TEAE A R G0 S A BROR MG 00T 5% 45 1L 5 il A5 4

5 A Gl K VAN RS

1.1 koREIR IR 4

124 Rk A B R GER R R 5T E 24
TR TR T T A W IV URR ), R I K R [ A R A B
FEAR AR D X FER RO K R AR IR
(—<<1pM, W 1 /R ,pM /R pmol/L, X5 T
10" mol/L) , 7 % K & & 4 A BE ik 2 v o I 7 ok
[A] 137 2 41 A Y o B 5Kk (> 5 ng,ng = 10 7 g); H
YR K L o 52 2 (FZE B BB il 2 1 A AL
Y45 ), 23 7™ H 5% i oK [A) 7 3R Wk (Zheng ez al.,
2011; Strok ez al., 2014; Lin et al., 2015; Liu et
al., 2021c) . BEARAFHE 0 64 5 7K R R) 6 3R LU AE, — 7
TH] 7 8 25 R 24 R AR o o T4, o — T T o E R R
i (JUTHEE 2L+ TR K A7 e 4 $2 400, & 4615 3]
JRUE LR IR G A R 2 L B S A S R
W% A% (Multi - Colletor Inductively Coupled Plasma
Mass Spectrometer, MC-ICP-MS) #1745 1 1) 5]
LR SE . PR, 55 28— A 88000 Tk 4 B2 20T K Rk
FFARIE & R (90 %6 ~110 %6 ) 1 A AL B 5 3% . DAAE
(49 185 7K SR RS 38 3 B R R 17 T o i g 4 5 0 . — b
e Ak L 5 — AR 3% % (Strok er al.,
20145 Lin ez al., 2015). il # & ZLH @ B R WKL, A
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T T T v T AR Y U K 5 SR AR ME 25 BRI K Y
52 A% H 0T, 52 A T E AR TR DL KSR (R AV 2 e
(Strok et al., 2014; Liu et al., 2021¢). Bt =z 4,
X PR TR AR T VA TSI AR R —
W B I 2% (8] S 06 5 AT AL N OJC Ik EEAE R
FEAS b 5 M 34T . B 40, Strok e al. (2015) X%t bt
T b TR R R s ik ] S8 = TR 4R W KRR A
Je e SR VAR B R SR (RS 26 B A I 45 SR L R B
T w A AH b, S0 5 % TR 4 Y B OR R B KA
Z IR I TS R A A7 R S A AR R i K
Hg (1D) /9 A AL 38 J5 , 5 80K DL Hg (0) JE =0 # 2% .
2 HE W7 A5 B i W] A7 R B IE 55« 0B ik ] S 5 =
RS O Hg {H fw IE , 1 AHg {8 f 1, X 5
PG SR A ALY A 3 0 He (1) 38 A4 9 38 I i
PRI R AL 2R A R as R — B0 o i M T JF R
SHb, SN T B AR 1Y % B (Strok er al., 2015).
YT bR U K R R A6 2R i Ak B 5 vk 1) Je BR A
Liu ez al. (2021c) & i FF & 1 1l & 4 K i 7K A%
W B R B L UTTE L R 1R %O R R T U
ST VS R B BUR BCEE ST Y, BRI B R AR R B
A6 89T B B A ) REL SR K B T B 48 K B Ak oK
TURE LT TE N R, 22 )5 W B Ak R 1 UKL A 18 3 8
FEE 1 O AT 05 A, 6k T R Y OR B2 BEAT W) A
FR . H ARSI BRI R - A i v S A9 UK
LR 32500 o8 hn 2 BT X% 10 LI K BE ) fin A
0.2 M BrCl ¥ fi# 2= /0 12 h, ¥ FF A 1B 55 1Y R #B 4%
b Bt Hg (1) 5 3 9L & iF & 56 im A 0.5 mL 0.5 M
CuSO, ¥ W, #2251 I # & 5 min, i 15 CuS ¥ 1L
J6F HLS, A B 1k e i A Na,S J& & i H,S #k i ;
BT RIMMALImL 0.5M Na,S % W, #8257 &
10 min, f&UE HgS Al CuS L0 3E 5 Z 5 i — 26 A
1 mL 0.5 M CuSO,, &5 I # & 5 min, LU JE £
A ST s M 0.1 pm PVDF 3 B 5 vk 3 10
4 mL [ F KT R 2 > 24 h, B AT A7 A 2 R K
IS e e S N S = W S vy = N g
(98% £12% , n=32) Bk M 72 J¥ =5 1 (103 pg
Hg, n=8) DL K 3k & & 0y & 8 M A & G
(NIST 3133, 8*"Hg=0.00%:40.10%,, 2SD, n=
205) %07 T R ARG KR B OR B T 4, R H 25
B 1 T K S S5 5 W, T AR A TR A A R R4 2R
FE A S P T O R Ak B R A RK K R T
KB B S8 2 M MERE (Liu ez al., 2021c) , W
MR I SR BT RV OR [ IS Bt T T g

1.2 EEFE AR A0 £ Y4 & a7 b 1B

T T AR A ) R i I Ak B 5 v R Bl L 8K
S B L R RS B 8 T ## (Bloom et al.,
2003; Meng et al., 2019; Bonsignore er al., 2020)
I A# (Biswas et al., 2008; Yang et al., 2022) , 4l
1T 7R T A 2 058 P P AR A 0 8 v O v R I
£ M AR B i b 3R BUSR (Foucher and Hintelmann,
2006). YLER Y 00 T ff 15 WR IR R, AL 4 K
(HCI: HNO,=3:1) & £ /K (HCI: HNO,=1:3)) LA
KA R (HF) L6l B8 (HNO,) | £ 8 (HCL) | #i B2
(H,SO,) 2 & . A= W ¢ i 5 0 09 I8 i W HLO,/
HNO, (Lee ez al., 2005) a8t HNO,/BrCl (Madenjian
et al., 2019). $fif T 22 H DUARY) (AR W) 55 AR A
fi E 2 R (42238 1000 °C) i #4, i 51 3= 22 D) AL iR
TE 25 B 0 I B 4 4 30 W SOV b AT TRD S 3 A
&% w8 I KMnO,/H,SO, & % (Biswas et
al., 2008) #% HNO,/HCI & & & & (Sun et al.,
2013a) . TH i RIS 7 0 b BAE 5 A P B, L A
M5 I AR FE I K FE i 3R A B D X TIOK
W FE R AT B8 TC 1k G 2o T i B U B Y R DL R
e R B R L 2R A A AR S S BT I A RTRE T
AT A H 58 4 3 0K A8 s 1 K T 2 A W
o # 2B SRR A SR A B IUR A AR e BB )
2 A AW FE DU P (Fu ez al., 2020) , % T iR
PERE AR R A TR TR T A 0 TC T A e A 4
UK (Liang ez al., 2003; Sun et al., 2013b). #fi# J5
TRFE BT RS N TR R R RO H R AR
Job R T I 3 ORI I A DR R 2y W 3 ) A
T G 9 S W - a7 1 Y VA s i
(Sun et al., 2013a). WA, KL 5 A L & &5
N7 O Y W e o N o o A R 2 e <
Yy, T e W WSO R TR R WA, R BROR IR R B
1.3 REMLRKLN

MC-ICP-MS 1y i B BiF & fifi 45 5K [A] 67 2% 45 33 11
F 5% MO 28 i 1 F 8 . H AT MC-1CP-MS 1] LLJT J
A M CE IR TR DUy LA A
SERE D) I OR AR E WAL . B T OR BA SRR R
PE T AV 28 V507 A 1R DARE o 2 B Hig 19 55 A
BRI L GE R T A VR R VROR AR R G VE RE T
PRI R He(IDE W (S % L1 M 1.2 )M B2
— E W FE 5 SnCL s W [ BF 5 | A F R 36 8 FE &
J NP A ) He (0) 2875 5 %5 A0 8% 77 4B 1 TT R I
B ) BF 5 |G B AR SE AT R, An 1 1 R L AR TR
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Fig.1 Schematic diagram of mercury isotope testing equipments for different marine samples

20 3o AR i A ) 5 O B A HRORH S Y T[] A2
R COTTRNTI) 2 e TE AR A Y J5T ek g M 280 0 (o o
IS QN A LN VAE A TP R e ek V2 D = 35 2
G RO @ ADIER U U A T Rl = T e I [ SRS
(Standard-Sample Bracketing, SSB) 2 #&; Il 4 #% £
FEPE 38 A A E A 2R A R A o 5T (45
NIST SRM 8610) KA EAL &Y 1R 22 . BRIL Z 5h, ih
TR [ L 2% A I A e kg B L e R E e s R
JIF LUK B A W B R B A AR B B KR
X AR AR R A R FE A b, DR TR o VA
R W RE R RORT R B S ORE T MR Y DR BC R TE
1026 LA, d5c JOBR B2 by O Tl A% i D0 42X 9 o Ay 2
FIURS B PE . R 22, A XA A e o A i
A EC R KA T AL B S R Y B —
A PR B 25 R E TR R B R e 2 TR L R
BHE 0 S M R AT SEE AR BRI AR TR L AR
(2015 4F LLJF ) MC-ICP-MS 4% £ 1 043 4> 45 kE
(NIST SRM 3133, NIST SRM 8610 #iI NIST
SRM 3177) iy 5 [ £z 38 B dfs , H i oK 7] £ 2 3 3L
K B SF- ¥ {6 a0 F - 9°"Hg . A™Hg . A*"Hg . A™'Hg
A Hg # M LK B 2 B A 0.04%, . 0.02%,
0.03%0 . 0.04%, 1 0.08%, (2SD , H: 1 A™'Hg k. 4%
BOPE M 62 4~ ) (Bonsignore et al., 2015; Yin
et al., 2015; Blum and Johnson, 2017 ; Glea-
son et al., 2017 ; Demers et al., 2018 ; Yin et
al. , 2018 ; Meng el al., 2019, 2020, 2021;
Sun et al., 2020a, 2020b; Jung et al., 2022) .

oK [a) {37 3% 03 f 43 18 38 % 0 Hg (%) &R,

JESCUNE
0" Hg(%=(""Hg /" He s/ (" Hg/ " Hg i 11X
1 000, (1)

=K Hg AR R Rk [\ AL &R - “Hg, "Hg ., “"Hg.
“?Hg 1 **Hg, ki #t 4 NIST SRM 3133 7% br 1 %
W, A 96 [ Kb e ) A 5 T (NIST) ik ) [
B 38 HH 9 oK b o 9 5t . R 1 3R i i 4 i H A Hg
(%) Frn , AR IS s Hg i H L F AR i15 .

A"Hg(%,) = 8""Hg — B... X " Hg, (2)
Horpr g, 2 AR I T A 43 0R T 1S 0 B Ak R R
Xt F Hg . *"Hg . *"Hg 1 “Hg 8 & %7 % 24 K
0.252 0.,0.502 4.0.752 0 F11.493 0.

2 KR R R AL

AR T VR A L K T R 0 TR A 2R AR TR A
G A g K R I M B IR S B L A 5 BT R
T 7K SR [ 67 28 4 B A8 Ak 11 J5 DR DL B ot e e
F 9 7K SR 1 SR IR N B AL B B 2 R G JROR
T F SR VAR b R )7 25 A R AR Ak L
2.1 BAKREMETHIFE

— T KA X U PR TR R A )
14 5 [ 47 28 T B2 3L B 225G ROk IR N Ak i R Y
BEEAE B . H A K R [\ A7 R o i 4R W A IR
A 6 A5 4045 T WK (2800 oK & & 1 i+
T 7K ) 14 5K [8] 37 2 41 % (Strok et al., 2014, 2015;
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7R DLRB Y HiE Balogh er al. (2015) , Bonsignore ez al. (2015, 2020) ,
Yin et al. (2015, 2018), Gleason ez al. (2017) , Meng et al. (2019,
2020, 2021), Sun et al.(2020b) , Jung et al. (2022) ; i ¥ A= 4 48
Gehrke et al.(2009) , Point ez al.(2011), Blum ez al.(2013, 2020) ,
Balogh ez al.(2015) , Masbou ez al.(2015), Yin et al.(2016) , Madi-
gan et al.(2018) , Masbou ez al.(2018) , Motta et al. (2019, 2020) ,
Bonsignore ez al. (2020) , Orani ez al. (2020) , Sun ez al. (2020a) ,
Renedo ez al.(2021) , Jung et al. (2022) ; ¥ 7K & Strok ez al. (2014,
2015), Meng et al.(2020) , Jiskra ez al.(2021), Liu et al.(2021c) ; i
PEBURLY 9% Motta et al.(2019) , Jiskra ez al.(2021) , Qiu ez al.(2021)

Lin et al., 2015; Meng et al., 2020; liskra et al.,
20215 Liu et al., 2021c) , AL 55— T f& 32 P 5 L 1Y
KR (Lin ez al., 2015) , W 3 Fi/R . bR 15 Y g K ok,
H 2R KRR T 8 KM 0"Hg ( —2.85%~
+0.10%,, n=>53) Fl A'Hg ( —0.20%~ +0.56%,
n=53) ALl . A XF H SRR K, 3235 YL ifE K 0° " Hg
(B W& A 1E , 9 —0.20%0~ +0.12%, (n=5) , A""Hg {H
A5 AR5 B N, S —0.14%0~ 4 0.14%, (n=5) (Lin
et al., 2015). Wehb, 3275 Ye i K Bk M BE (194 pM,
n=5) W] & ¥t & T HAb 5 W 5% b AY U K W
(2.29 pM,n=37) , HOR [A] 7 ZAH 5 Tl I8 # K [F]
fi & 1§ 5 (8"Hg: —0.534+0.51%,, A"Hg:
—0.02£0.11%, ,n=481) (Yin ez al., 2018) ¥ Jy 4z
I, 2 B IE YL Ui K v i oKk R RE Sk IR T Tl HE L A
WG AN i 52 B K SR 4 1 7K R (R 60 25 20 1 . B T 6 4
18 (MDF ) 1 &7 $R 8] 47 % 4F Bt & 53 18 (odd-MIF )
4, Strok et al. (2014, 2015) () Wi T #F 5T 6 WL 2%
2 B A 18 BUOK [R]7 2 3E I 5 18 (even-MIF) |
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T 7K B 5 1 2 v 1 A 1)

A*Hg #£ % 15 3k 0.53%0. i 4 M Ik, even-MIF 32 %
RBT KA LE Bz KA R 2 0 19 il oK Az
W8 A I 5 R BB R R B A R BE 4, 2021) .
F W A R even-MIF 1] 88 7= A= F Xt 3t )2 T8
KA RS 2= AL i B2 (Chen e al., 2012).
22 \AKEREMEFMEZR

Vg 7K R[] 6 2 20 B AT e A2 TR A7 T 248 Bk R 45
il . AR Kb THg Al MeHg ¥k E AR IL,
S pM K AN [] I Sk A4 TR K THg it MeHg #¢ B 77
T 35 25 5 (R 1) ¥ AT i K K THg e JiE
X E s, I e R TH B (0.59~2.50 pM, F- 3
1.22 pM, 7=538) & & T if i # X (2.21~
19.65 pM, ¥ 15.49 pM, n=509) . J] i +& ¥ 1 K
() T ZER IR, 2970 6 %6 B IR JiE ok TT LS 3K T e KV
LA R 43 I 0 B 3 30T 0 DT B ) Hh (Zhang er al.,
2019). FAR T 1119 35 B AT RRAE B AT LA 23T 37
TRV (8 SR g, {EL AT 9K 2 fuff 30 Vg VB 7K v oK vk B G
e Iz B i YRS e 1) O IR K SR N R S R Y
i Y5 A% T K B OR W BE 52 M AR K (Amos et al.,
2014; Buck ez al., 2015). K UTRE L IZ 18K TR Y
F R, b 3RAR YL N K AT XV R 1 BT R AR
3T I R OR A 2 B AE TR B3 2 5 (Sunderland
and Mason, 2007; Amos et al., 2014; Zhang et al.,
2015; Zhu et al., 2020) , {HAX5E 7R Wk B B0 To vk o
i ) W7 G R YR, R A A R AR B R SR T
BOR] S R TE R R A R SR — AT B A B
0" Hg, LA M B iy 88 35 45 35 & (19 A Hg, 1 K i A
() 7R ELA W& B 1 Y 57 Hg, {5 A" Hg ) . 35 i 1F
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(Yin ez al., 2018). 4n P& 3 fif 7, 35 1 T 9 K 1 Vg
KRR 28 4 R HAT 3 25 5, S 04 30T 1A g UK
IR A 2R 4 KR o3 AT 7 1) 8" Hg AIE 19 A Hg,
I T i b i AR OR S A =2 (8] Jiskra et al. (2021)
AR T KPR I K R [ 2B, 67" He
SR R —0.27%,+0.21% (n=16) , A"Hg V- #414
4 0.08%0+0.01%: (n=16) , H-$5 th H ok T Z R F
KA A AE I Z W, A — SR 58 R B R Y
IR T8 8 28 A 5 T 1 I I RV 1 K 1 o TR) 46 3R 2

B B4, Blum ez al. (2013) 48 H K S 2 15 7K %5 i
Hg (1) [A] 437 28 20 B 2 LK F ¥ VR T 7K (8*"Hg
0.00%,~0.20%0, A""Hg: 0.25%:~0.35%) (Sherman
et al., 2012; Donovan et al., 2013) , 5 JF i K ¥ 52
B 165 7K B i R TR A 3 4 BUAF A 256 57 R R IR 7
TF R T £ 18 K R TR 25T, DA itk — 2 2] i Vi 7 ik
JE SR ) o 26 R AE R B2 Liu er al. (2021c) #E 37 HY
A3 FH T A A AN ek R 9 K OK [R)  3R 4 BT
A R R T R KPR T AKOK [R) 2 A A

®1 £IRAREEEKHER(TH)M A E R MeHg) ik E H iF

Tablel THg and MeHg concentrations in seawaters from different regions of the world

o THg(pM) MeHg(pM) !
V0 35, - - - - E= PN
xKZ hz wE JERE %2 Mz W)= JERUN
T K F
N 0.52+0.11 0.544+0.15 0.68+0.17 0.59+0.17 0.04£0.01 0.194+0.13 0.37£0.07 0.234+0.16 .
KVG Jiskra et al., 2021
(n=6) (n=7) (n=9) (n=22) (n=6) (n=9) (n=9) (n=22)
1514082 1.5140.82
KRG Soerensen ef al., 2013
(n=26) (n=26)
., 0.35£0.30 0.90£0.29 1.1240.33 0.8240.44  0.194£0.13 0.41£0.32 0.2640.27 0.2940.27
s KF v Munson et al., 2015
(n=70) (n=74) (n=288) (n=232) (n=56) (n=60) (n=66) (n=182)
. 1.31£1.34 0.814+0.24 0.85+0.36 0.96+0.76 0.114+0.11 0.174+0.12 0.10-£0.09 0.1240.10 .
ALk Heimbiirger ez al., 2015
(n=22) (n=29) (n=32) (n=83) (n=22) (n=29) (n=32) (n=83)
X 1.154+0.22 1.35£0.39 1.33+0.45 0.44+0.17 0.5240.11 0.29+0.21
RV Cossa et al., 2011
(n=10) (n=14) (n="71) (n=31) (n=19) (n=241)
. 0.86+0.09 1.034+0.06 0.99 0.96+0.11 0.174£0.10 0.4+0.04 0.29 0.29+0.14 .
Hby v IR Jiskra et al., 2021
(n=5) (n=6) (n=1) (n=12) (n=5) (n=6) (n=1) (n=12)
. 2.56+1.67 2.45+0.93 2.20+0.17 2.504+1.25
v I PG Cossa et al., 1997
(n=43) (n=17) (n=5) (n=65)
. 2.40-1.60
L RVE Mason et al., 1998
(n=27)
JE K 0.6440.26 1.10+0.31 1.1540.86 Laurier ez al., 2004
bl
. 5.80£2.74
o ] ) g 0.27+0.03  Wang et al., 2020
(n=58)
o 2.2140.53
[ i Liu et al., 2021c
(n=4)
- 6.63-+4.08
b [ B Wang et al., 2020
(n=23)
\ 19.65+5.11 1.00+0.55 ‘
[ AR Liu et al., 2020
(n=351) (n=351)
\ 7.2243.08
o [ AR it Wang et al., 2016
(n=38)
. 6.15+1.73 0.58+0.23
Hh [ e ¥ Fueral., 2010
(n=35) (n=33)
KHARM®  0.494+0.08 1.240.20 1.1040.08 0.034+0.02 0.444+0.10 0.5340.09 Yang et al., 2017

TE N AE T AR 3 vk — S R ST BA YR BB (ng /L) % 48 Sy JEE R B0 (pMD) L VBV o, i 7 43 J2 47 00l ¥ 7 32 22 (0~200 m) (i v vp )22
(200~1 000 m) JEFRE (1000 m AR ). &P EUE K THeg+ 1SD 8 MeHg+ 1SD , n S FE iS4
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g K R AL R A S BR T 32 R B A IR B
SR Ah 8 52 U VR OCBE AR W M K AL e AR Y R
L (B S S R E W TR SR o A R DA S S B U R 1 e
oA BR L BAT Y K A SR ) L 3R o0 1R A R K HE L
PR 22 2 B T S50 00 & I IR K B 4L S0 0 R A5 1
A A Bl 52 5 84 T 5% #F (Malinovsky
and Vanhaecke, 2011; Jiménez - Moreno el al.,
2013) , IE G0 P 4 Fr B85 89, B BT & B IR K K
(R e S L A Y iR o AP U R T T

(1) % A i Bk 8 , 60 4% W A Hg (0) A b
(Amyot et al., 1997; Lalonde ez al., 2001, 2004;
Mason ez al., 2001) Fl Hg(1D) i Ji , — & #8 B AT Ak
ARG AR A 5 0 B A OV % 72 (Lalonde er al.
2001, 2004). %F T W AHAE G AL 2+ Hg (0) Ak , H A
WEFE T /o3 7 B A HLAY) AE JE 1 R AR A AL S
5 Hg (0) A AL 1 8 19 ok [F] 62 R 43 18 (Gu et al.,
2011; Zheng et al., 2012) , W55 LW EAIF S N
03 VR RIS 3 R PR AR AL 3 T AL A 7 A Y [
AL 2R 4348 75 0] AR Bz, B £ 53 188 A2 7 ) Hg (1) o
742 IE B9 MDF LA &8/ HAf 9269 odd-MIF , 1 3l
J1 25 53 R AE 7 ) Hg (10 v 7= AR B i MIDF L% %5
/INBYIE ¥ odd-MIF ( Zheng et al., 2019) . %} F ¥
JeAk A Hg (0) 4k, H i i 3% A A1 OC 58 59 4l 7 L
oK [A) 2 2R 43 1R 0 . AR D6 Ak % He (1) 38 J5t B A
8 E T " kA HLE (DOM) Al SnCl, X Hg
(ID) i 5 38 J5t DL K Bl A ) %) Hg (1) 7Y 5 ik Jit
B 23 78 )N 4 Hg (1) 7 A& TE i) MDF il 1
AY odd-MIF ( Zheng and Hintelmann, 2010b) , &
#E NP He (1) 7™ AR GE B9 MDF i A
7 4= MIF ( Kritee e al., 2007 , 2008) .Hg (1I) %
I N VA= R A DO B S N U
20 RN W Hg (11) H 7= A4 GE 1 MDF Fl A [\
J7 18] 1y odd-MIF , MIF ¥ J5 [n] A A 32 s A 2 7l
M52 W, 32 pH R iR 4 1Y 52 i ( Bergquist
and Blum, 2007 ; Zheng and Hintelmann, 2009 ;
Rose et al., 2015) .

(2) T HLoR Y P AL i 72, 60 4 AR W W Bk Ak
AR A= By WOk A 3 M R R A B 1E O W) Hg
(ID) #1774 1E B MDF , H JLF R 5”4 MIF (Ro-
driguez - Gonzdlez et al., 2009; Malinovsky and
Vanhaecke, 2011; Jiménez-Moreno et al., 2013;
Perrot et al., 2015; Janssen et al., 2016).

(3) HV 3 R 1) e A 2o 2, A0 455 016 Ak 2 B A (Sell-

er et al., 1996; Chen ez al., 2003) F1 % 2k ¥ F% fi#
(Marvin - Dipasquale etz al., 2000; Heyes et al.,
2006 ) . V6 Ak 2 B i 2 78 N 4 MeHg = A E 1)
MDF Hl 1E # odd - MIF (Bergquist and Blum,
2007 ; Malinovsky et al., 2010; Chandan et al.,
2015; Rose et al., 2015; Kritee et al., 2018) , I
T A= W % M AE S i ) MeHg i Ho25 7 A4 IE Y
MDF , ifii JLF A 7= 4 MIF ( Kritee ez al., 2009).
(4)Hg(1D) #1 Hg (0) iy 3E A Ak 38 Jit 3o 72, 40 45
Hg (10) i W BE L 45 & D0 TE 5 A Hg (0) 19 28 & 4%
K PTHLAE Hg (1D Y 3E S AL 3 it i 7 e o 2 25 1
S W4 He (10) 7= 24 T B MDF , 1 JL P AS 72 4=
MIF. i 4, 5k 5 B B 5 A M 45 & (Wiederhold e
al., 2010) \Wg B 2] £+ 8k 5 (Jiskra ez al., 2012) (B
169 ) (9 B0 VE 4F (Smith et al, 2015). i X F
Hg (0) 19 3F S 4k 36 Jst i 72, Ho b Hg (0) th ¥ i 25
] LA Y HE R RS Hg (0) 9 1 H 23 46 R )
Hg(0) #1 = /& 1E /9 MDF , 1fii Hg (0) i 4 J& W 45 1k
A ZE K AR S ) Hg (0) o AN AL 7™ A TE /Y
MDF , iff 25 7= H: 8 K 19 1 odd-MIF (Zheng ez al. ,
2007 ; Estrade ez al., 2009; Ghosh et al., 2013;
Koster Van Groos et al., 2014 ; FHE4E, 2021).
(5) [FI; 28 22 e it A2, BDAS A v 19 R B 8 %
P A7 LT 77 A 1 T A7 3R R A2 e, 4 4 Hg (11)
5 Hg(0) =z [a) # [/ A & 22 4 L J AN ) B 25 Hg
CIU) Z 1] iy ) 467 38 28 4 . 3 4 28 4 o 72 s 25 5] i
R TR 3R 23 18, Ho ¥ 239" 4 MDF Il MIF (Criss,
1999; Wiederhold ez al., 2010; Zheng et al.,
2019; FBHESF , 2021) , AR AT RE 2 78 F AR 1 7K B9 5K
[] 5 28 0 188 v 7 A AN 2 AL AR S e B A O T
25 BRI IR K K AR R R o 38 o 1R B 4 K 2
AR A A= TR B AN TR 25 BOAS W) AR 285 22 1) 1 % 72
FEHESE (2021) E & TE40 B A 1 P b ok 72 i ok AR
[F] 57 38 43 T WL B . AH 55 YR KA [R] 14 2 ¥ 7K i) 25 Jo
TSR PR BT N R O 2, X SE R s A5 SR 7E
T3 7K T I S AL AN A% 23 A1 B 3 AN R TR OK L T
K TR B 3 TR AE IR A L W A S M Rk (Hg
(0)) . =AM JoHLoR (Hg(1D) ) F H £ 7k (MeHg) (Ma-
son and Fitzgerald, 1993; Morel ez al., 1998; Se-
lin, 2009; Bowman et al., 2015) , HH 25 % 4k A1 oy
A AALSZ LA 4 31 19 56 BEORRCZE 90 A0 O 3% e i 72
1Y ¥ il (Barkay and Poulain, 2007; Gionfriddo er
al., 2016; Liu et al., 2020) , i 32 H Aih 2 Fh 35 55 4
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F W, R (Cioer al, 2015) | #h
(Wang and Wang, 2010; Achd e al., 2011;
Zhang et al., 2012) , pH (Watras et al., 1995) .
DOM (Wang and Wang, 2010; Kim ez al., 2014)
A3k PR BE N R B 23l O R Ok 1 26 Y 4%
A QB BR YT R 52 W Ok 1Y 3 #% 5% A6 1 52 e ok (R
(VA A DR = VB % YN - S A LS S N
W BfF /i W2 45 (Ciet al., 2016) , H AR R Ry
(DR A W5 kW, R 2 WK
THg 5 it £ 5 M C & & (Liu ez al., 2020) , 1
AT 4 g 1) 3 B AT AR i Hg (0) 9 I AR LA % Bifi J5
Hg (0) M\ 3 2 1 7K ) K AR Bk (Ci et al.,
2015) s W 78 i S B, 50w i B A A T oKk 1 WY 2 Ak
115 AN A1) 3 5K 1 [ A (Ulllrich ez al., 2001).
(2)h B A pH A S0 . AT 5% 3% B X 1 4 2 ke
FE T 7K R R AR 28 S i T W PR 5% R 2 (Laporte er
al., 1997) . F K vh ,Hg (1) By T HLIE & E 2 L& 1k
¥ HgCl,” Al HgCl” 2 £ (Wang and Wang, 2010;
Gworek ez al., 2016) , MeHg W) & % Ll CH,HgCl1 £
= ff 7£ (Morel et al., 1998; Wang and Wang,
2010). WFFE K B, i K v i AR ) T 25 0 TE LR L L
B 25 0 T ML R 4 6 W0 T AN 45 5 Bk T R T KR4k
(Gardfeldt et al., 2003; Whalin ez al., 2007) , 3F H
ALY A B8 A SO HE IR K g Hg (0) i 41 Ak
Hg (11) (Amyot ez al., 1997; Ci et al., 2016) ; H &
IR o figk 1) R 38 P T K AR b AR AR B TR 25 A T
PR B RS TRk o 5 & A A S ALY 45 &
1Y F R OR Mg v LA W o BB AR A TP
R TR 75 5 9 W& f#% (Zhang and Hsu-Kim, 2010). iX
S6 SR WY U K A R R R PR R T OR AR K Y
il NI (R O U 0 e ) | W
AP EERW NI EREBEES RGP
KA B EAF TIRAKERRS, K
BWo R RIG Y T pH By 58 & B, g K
pH Y B AT, bE i 7 R A S5 18 A A T TE MLk 1Y
B BE Ak o 72 (Xun et al., 1987) , fdi 15 Hg (11) % 1k
& Hg (0) (1 3 & 38 Pt ( Chakraborty ez al., 2015).
(3)DOM (W 520 . W58 & B, DOM 23 i i 5 7
HeAb 2% W (Jeremiason et al., 2015) A4 il i & b
5 RN (Gu et al., 2011) #% I Hiu 5 Wi K 14 7R 1) 4R
/30 i W A/ 25 WY R AL AR ok AR, HL R o R
Pl DOM 1 2 F1 9k J32 117 5 (Jiang et al., 2017).
AL, 7E 9 7K 5 2% 1 L o e, AR W OR R L R

O3 R s A2 B LA b 3 s PR 2R A A R 5 il A
b B o iR R R S Ak Y B AR T (Bergquist and
Blum, 2007) , Jf AT € fdf ¥ 7K 5K [ £ 3% 23 18 O A 58
4 TR L T IR KB A0 S 5 BT AR AR 19 KR IR A7 R 4318
LA . Flan, B A W5 kB, 7R B2 TR K CL VR EE RN
55 80Pk pH 58T, W B KR OB i o #2 7 A2 ) MIF
JL F i & (Malinovsky etz al., 2010; Jiménez -
Moreno ez al., 2013) , i 3 A JE IR KA R b9 7= A=
2 MIF AE A48 A2, 18 4 B 7R i 246 K 2 80t 72
HB ) T A R A Ok AR R Y R R
Jiskra et al. (2021) H 41 ¥ 7K ok [6] 57 32 20 1%, WAk 1
PEREI A R AR UM 509 A 1 4B & Hg(0) , R
H HT K Hg (0) 78 ¥ 7K Hf (9 5% AL AL I8 AT 48 (3
S ST C IR 5 Hg (0) s Ak 1Y 3 ) 2 70 1 2 = 3L
7K 8*"Hg & I 71 (Zheng et al., 2019) ;3 F It , &
G TR 20U A Hg (0) G S84k 10 3 1 24 20 1
Al e A 3 BUE KOR R 2R 8" Hg fi 11 /Y 8 2 5 [,
1B 75 05 22 56 T Hg (0) S Ak 1Y S 50 FNHL BT 5% ok 56
1 U N N ' O = B Rl S 1R & A R VA s 1
AHOC B FE I8 JE HA BR oK ok 5 2K & TAE KR
T 98 35 15 7K oK O 8 Rz N ik B8 1Y [\ 67 28 43 1R BIL R

3 TR DR A R UKL W) oK [R] £
EENY

HE B B gk KA 4 DL B TR Y | i
DR ) B 2 0 PR I D R A R
HEJ IR (Covelli e al., 1999). 4 KL, 28 0] 3 4
A BRI R 30 96 1 I OR 2 il T Y I R I
VLR R JEAE PR A R BT R HE AT AL
HA Gad A ] RUBE A g 1k 2 5 KA il
T Y R AE I (Zhang et al., 2015) . T 1E R 9K B9 — Ik
HEJCUR , DA Hp G SR AT E B ek o W AR AE R R
T UCRE B KA, 2 W e AT T B EE L D
AR R R AR, T4k 2E 5 5 R 16 38 A 28
B T A QT T AR ) R R I URE ) 1Y 0K ] for
FORCHE O A DUBY h R VR B RO &S R,
ST AR T 5w UL AR W b ok (R A 3R A Y A RE
DAL K H O R e S ) oK of R AN B e AR B
30 BEFERRYKREMRTHFE

Wk 2 fros I UTRRY i THg Mk B — 2
ng/g (ng = 10 7 g) /K H 32 )™ 5 YL 1) 35 g TR
Y THg W ¥ &8 8] pg/g (pg = 107° @) K A [H
T UURR Y 1 THg Wk BE A7 7E 1 3% 22 5, JF | R PR DL
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*BAHHg(IT)EIE 5 Hg(11)—~Hg(0)
*RHHR=5.68 s i
AR R 6 B % MeHg—~Hg(0)
#%=4.79
#E=243
4r *RHH=1.76
AUHH(0) AU (U Hi k)
2F Hg(0),—~Hg(Il), ##-0.63
AHIHg(0))6 S ARG 1 He 3E) > ‘
Hg(0)~Hg(ID), ##%=-0.32 HHE037 OIS He(11) MecHg—Hg(0)
D EFTSN LA Ig [I)A»Mcllg
e phi T i Hg(1)—Hg(II),,,
= S tEanaa,, NIST J 155 57 3 Be A 14 %All unﬁHE(m HHHHH
2 orF — < SRM HeSHIHgOL i Hg (1) >HgS
H 3133 Hg (0 % Ha(0), —Hg(0),
< B B B A7 7E R VA (f(:tTH/J/(ﬂH\Hg(O) i He(0),—~Hg(0),
He(0)I L IL(3h 715 43 1) ALCT 8192 1)
Hg(0),,~Hg(ID),, ! ﬂ:{:'o"
2 F
7R T TG A4 11 (AT 58 S
Hg(11)~Hg(0) #}%=-0.8
4
\ TG T
Ho(11)—Hg(0) #1%=-3.5
-6 1 1 1 1 1
4 3 -2 1 0 2 3 4

5 Hg(%o)

B4 S WA B R [ 47 48

T i KRR i AR i

(A"Hg vs. 8""Hg)

Fig. 4 Overview of the general patterns in mercury isotope fractionation that have been observed experimentally (A"'Hg versus

8202Hg>

W Sk B 1) 8 7R B AN RN RN 4 5 7 A 0 TR A 2R A AR Il i Sk 1 B AR 2 R [R] A B BT (G e [ R B 1 22 A 1 Sk U 2 ) — b
SR AEAS ) S 58 25 A T A B0 R R 25 ), HAR AR - 21 68 87 Sk 26 /R WM Hg (11) Y6 1k 27 38 B 5 I 90 14 8] v R 3 4 45 1E (Bergquist and

Blum, 2007; Zheng and Hintelmann, 2009; Rose et al., 2015) ;
(Bergquist and Blum, 2007 ; Rose er al., 2015
et al., )lG)-iﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁéﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ“‘?ﬁHEE%I?FE’J

g €8 7 Sk FROR AR T E SR O Ak 2 B R SR W 04 TR A 3R o R AR
TR (0 S 2 Sk R Al 2 T 903 Hg (0) 06 4801k 52 1 991 1 [) o 36 53 1
& Hg(0) e 4L 2 i 9y #9 17) A7 38 40 T RRAE (Sun ez al., 2016) 5 ¥ W5 (0 87 Sk 278 L

FEAE (Sun

A WA T 1 Hg (1) 36 7 88 FT 5 R % fig (Kritee ez al., 2007, 2009) , 4 9 ok % =k £ 4 B 3 fk (Rodriguez-Gonzalez et al., 2009 ; Malinovsky

and Vanhaecke, 2011; Jiménez-Moreno et al., 2013 ; Perrot et al.,

2015) , Hg (1) W% [k 2 41 4k 0 (Jiskra et al., 2012) , Hg (11) 15 i 2 fit 1 {4

% 4 (Wiederhold ez al., 2010) , HgS #l HgO L #E (Smith ez al., 2015) , Hg(0) 4% % (Zheng et al., 2007) il Hg(0) ¥ # ( Koster Van Groos
et al., 2014)%¥§ﬁwﬁﬂfﬂfiﬁ%%lﬁl{j?%”‘”%ﬁt‘-%ﬁ%’ﬁ%é&%@ﬁﬁﬁi@&ﬁﬁﬁﬁf?%f*ﬁ Hg (0) I AL T i 43 18 v ™ 4 0 )

17 &R i FEAE (Zheng e al., 2019) ;
T 8 Sk RoRm T rp Hg (1D Y k2418
Hg (0) W 51k 8 J1 2% 5348 ob ™= 0 189 TR] 06 3 43 18 48 4F ( Zheng et al. ,

FUW) ) THg e B 3 B b R P 3 19 1.9 ng/g 1] 74
Jb KV 170 ng/g, V- ¥{A Hy 53.7420 ng/g (n=
948) ;L MG UL Y THg W A MK E 1 ng/g L T,
HIE A 4 pg/g Ul B (n=1232) , b TE B K, A
e X3y Y AR H 7, 3 IRV I ST Re U T
Z NN R A AT R R D R
SRR VLR R R TR R R T B R EA
BoAE CE2) TR YR 8" Hg 0 7 —2.82%0~
0.28%, Z i) (F 41 A —1.24%,+0.61%,, =638,
1SD), A" Hg fH7E — 0.22%,~0.42%, Z 18] (FF- X5 Ky
0.07%,+0.11%,, n=638, 1SD) , A™Hg fi 7&
—0.11%0~0.20%, Z [a] (°F- ¥ {E 2 0.02%0 £ 0.04%,,
n=522,1SD), K Z 4 T 0.00%,. H 4 K Z B8k
Hiat 2 T R DU Y T A D O TR DT

TR 58 0 17 Sk 38 78 91 B I A (KT 388 5 b s B 4 A ) AvE R 43 48 SRR AIF ( Zheng and Hintelmann, 2010a) ;
8 J R R R B4 [ 437 3640 1B AR AIE (Sherman ez al., 2010) 5 ¥ %8 (5 5 Sk 2 7 B W5 ol IG5 7 98 A7 A6 N B0 TAH
2019)

Y, R E W UL Y 8 Hg 15 B R
—2.82%y~ +0.61%,, ¥ I R —1.23%+0.61%,

(1SD,n=>546) , A" Hg i [ & —0.22%~+0.42%, ,
S AH A 0.06%0+0.11%0 (1SD, n=546 ) ; % g YT A
Y 8 Hg 6 Bl h —0.49%~ —1.21%0, F ¥ 5 H
—0.99%,+0.39%,, A"Hg i H & —0.13%~
+0.45%0, F ¥ {H H 0.10%:4+0.10%, (1SD, n=92).
AL I TR B 8 Hg (8RR R T IR T DT AR By B
il ,%%?ﬁ%iﬁiﬂ%ﬁ%ﬂﬂﬁéwT%lﬂ&?ﬁfﬁ/\
(JEHJE W A D 30 R TR 47 & 0°"Hg: — 1.82%0
ﬂ_Lo.39Ao ,AYHg: —0.29%,+0.12%0, 2SD) , T 1% ¥
TORL) W) 5T 22 1 B i T R AR IR A A (RS R [
i & & "Hg: —1.22+1.08%,, A"Hg: 0.38+0.33%,,
2SD) . W 5% 38 32 B, T AR ) T v i) R [ 3 4
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FR2 EHKAREBETAY P THe 1 MeHg ik B (ng/g)
Table 2 THg and MeHg concentrations in marine sediments from different regions of the world (ng/g)
FE A TH TH MeH MeH MeHg/
e X " o iy e 5 £ 2% ik
n BEN e FHE BlER e RS THg
KEEE
PEAL A 50 19.0~158.0 77.0 Sattarova and Aksentov, 2018
P AL K R R 466 8.0~170.0 68.8 Aksentov and Sattarova, 2020
Bl Niipes 233 1.9~112.1 18.2 Kita ez al., 2016
Y 1, v 1 R 86 9.0~100.0 47.1 Cossa et al., 2021
Jb kv 35 22.0~169.0 72.2 Gleason e al., 2017
b H 56 12.0~447.3 54.1 0.09~3.71 1.09 2% Ogrinc et al., 2007
VG P 22 0.54~78.8 42.3 0.01~1.24 0.62 1.1% Hollweg ez al., 2010
bl
A [ AT 611 1.10~398.0 35.2 Meng et al., 2014; Jeong et al., 2021
e R 53 12.0~98.0 42.4 Jeong et al., 2021
ZRVE A R g 35 13.0~92.0 36.0 Aksentov ez al., 2021
AU R VGV i 20 49 8.00~1 351 106.5 Vieira et al., 2021
RS IR G 2k 11 8.00~34.3 21.6 Hassan ez al., 2019
B i 91 1.20~341.8 84.0 Kwasigroch et al., 2021
PSS UEZ i 188 12.6~86.6 41.6 Zaferani et al., 2018
e ] I 1A AN B I 83 4.70~100.6 27.3 0.01~0.71 0.16 0.6% Yu et al., 2021
o AR i 35 53.0~157.0 79.4 0.20~1.10 0.72 11% X545, 2018
ZRAC VG ¥ b T 24 18~973 243.2 0.07~2.03 0.70 0.4% Azaroff et al., 2019
A LY I 22 680~9 950 4350 0.47~7.85 3.48 0.08% Acquavita et al., 2012
EIALE PR 18 30.9~96.1 51.2 0.03~3.14 0.53 0.7% Liem-Nguyen ez al., 2022
W % 11 47 4.0~294.0 106.8 0.02~2.36 0.45 0.48% Siedlewicz et al., 2020

e R AN S < W N T AR A s ol == N [ 7 3
B AR ERER AT LR, K2
HCT AR Wy F T Y oK Tk R RN K [R] AL 3R AR R B —
By AR Ak e, B AE B 4 200 4 A5 AT 1Y BE RN,
Wil 5 T RE A B B OR R BRI BT R
T R A A R 2 U DT R IR 3R )2 A TR OR Wk
WEMMAI S, XA AR 19 o by Tl &
i i N R R HE R i A OC (Gobeldl er
al., 1999; Jin and Liebezeit, 2013; Xu et al.,
2013; Gleason et al., 2017 ; Kim et al., 2019). [F
FE b, R 7] 467 R AR DT IR 3R )2 A 7R 8 3
ASTa], BP 5 H At 2 A0 Lt B A W & 8K /Y 1 97 Hg
FEH B 2 /N IE A Hg i, HW E i m F 0, X
5l oK U5 A R A7 28 R AR 8ok #20, iF — 2D iE B
Tk B Tk R AR N R OR B OK &2 A
(Ogrinc et al., 2019; Bonsignore et al., 2020). Bk

I Z A0 BB W oK Y ik BE R ) 467 2K A8 A B T TR Y
NG S I RS R AL/ N Y 2 S U PO R - SIS
A B 5E G5 0 I A U R DRV RE AR
A"Hg/A"Hg tL 18 M 1.23, /> T B R F 7k 14 Hg
(I1) Y638 J5 (1.0) Fi1 MeHg J¢ % i (1.36) i A"Hg/
A"'Hg {8 2 8] (Bergquist and Blum, 2007) , it B
TEdE ANDCR A HE e P ok rTREZE i T He (1D 1Y
DG J5 AT MeHg 1Y 6 R fif . T T 19 Ak T JO0RE 4 01 2
R ] R MUY ) 2R BT & R
AWy AR ) RN A B A0 RS L DL AR L A
B, A R Ok #E B W W By B 2R I (Ortiz et al.,
2015). PRIt , v v 2 I URL ) 104 O ] 437 2 20 B BE AT
AR K t BV VE PR A OR [A)6 2R 2H B, s AT A S
Ak b S A ) B R OR 19 45 B 9 (Lamborg e
al., 2016; Motta et al., 2019). X B 5 45 49 15 7F &
T WURL ) BHE 22 BOCTE I T8 R VPR AR 1S, 18l 2 B | i



2788 HIERRL2E  http://www.earth-science.net

o548 %

HERIEWOR Y R M S Hg H AL B K, R
—2.37%0~+1.39%, (V- ¥3 {8 iy —0.33%, £0.64%,,
n=284, 1SD) ; AHg {H 74¢ 1k & Fl & /N , K
—0.34%0~+0.57%, CF- 1l 24 0.00%0£0.19%, , n=
84,1SD). Hifg K CF¥HH —1.16%, £0.84%, n=
53, 1SD) A Lt , ¥ v 28 V7 J50RL 4 B S B 0 1, 7] BB J2
H A [ DXl i A VR A ] 5 380, B nT g2 il oK
b R 2 H Ak A oo R 1 Vi 9 R TR UK W A
WY ok W] A & o i S BB TR Y CF X
—1.24%,+0.61%,,7n=638, 1SD) "1 iy 8 Hg {8 8 It
K WA f, T RE R TR PR SR A T O KR
1 Ak 27 o3 TR Ao AR A T R R T K T A R T A ) [
B R AT R A LR TR, S SO0 K i
i 7. PRk BT F 5% & B, Hg (10) 4 & 3 6 B 5L
(Wiederhold ez al., 2010) | W Bt 3 &1 4% 9" ( Jisk-
ra et al., 2012) B WU Ak ok A AR Ok T 5E
(Foucher et al., 2013) 4 b #2 4R v] 68 5 2 & A5 K
O*"Hg fH . % Tt . 53 — A B K Al g 5 VLB Iy
W& A W B Ak o R O AL AR LR h AN R TR
SR B AR Y B BE R T AR R
AR B4 R Ak R 5k Z iAok A R AT A
T a2 T 25 10 R % Ak O S 5 VG A R 45 A S OR
(Beldowski and Pempkowiak, 2009) , X — & 41 ¥JT
ALY/ BUE N e U el R T AN R
B ook B 2 FHOBT Ay R L R R BORR L R & B R
i AT LU, DU Y OR R K ROk 48—
ROVE Ze ok TG W I &7, X S A o6 i R
FE b — 5 KSR [ AL 2 H6 4 i T Al i A 4
32 MMEFERRYKREMEXETRE

TF 40 T AR A TORR A R Y T K M OKR H
B R HE TR BRI, R BT SR e B L SR TR 7
BB, T G TE M R DR R 1Ak 2E R AT TR
A LA KO AR A AL 2R 2B, AR B AT AT DL ST G b 45
AR R (8 AR AT R R AR B DA R S T T AR
R ) b A KR R B S R AR 4 Bloom et al.
(2003) 4 H 19 14D 38 SR $ 0 AR P i T HIL oK
Ao A LR 5 AR A B 45 K A4S R (A HeCL,) L B
iz v ¥ 25 7Rk (4 HgO \HgSO,) VA HL & HAh 2% & 1)
S A AR (NS E R4S & MoK (Hg,CL) (IR Z 548
K (40 Fe/Mn E AL b (¥ 5K L JC 2 T A HLGR AL ) o
B R T fn RS R R ) R B AL B 245 A S R (1
HgS) (Bloom ez al., 2003). H: | i 4% & & 5K flf
BLES A 45 0K Ji 4 K 2 8500 W DURR ) Ok 1 2 22 2%

GBS TT IR R PR TR b K 43 ok 5 it Ak ) 5k
i A AR W % LY 43 45 & (Kannan and Falandysz,
1998) , T ] 19 0 30T 365 L AR W) v AR 43 5k 5 A1 L)
KEIFHAIY LA BB ARLE GRS G D
(Weber, 1993; Chakraborty et al., 2014). Bf 5% &
WY, A= 0 ] R P B v B R 2 SR 2% S AR HEIR R
A HLES G 2SR (T R PR R UK 28/ 1H IR AT
VAR (T o Lo B3R, <<5%6) , e I 2 i ik
W4k 4 ok (P H B i 82 € ) (Zhong and Wang,
2006). 7] UL, oK Ak 5 WA T8 285 B 98 % T B 70 R
K WV AE A 1 RN 2R W) A AR B OCE U R A
XS R JE 285 5K W [R) 67 28 2 B bif 5%, F A Bl T it —
A LG UL AR W oKk O B Ok TR G S B AR LR . 1
an, Crowther ez al (2021) i & AfF 75 ] PR UL FL 4 vh
AN TR 285 0K [a) 467 28 4, & B /K s 28 R 1 TR L &R
AL TR A A A OR R B AL W 4 A SOk, 1T g
JE TR A5 A IS OR R B AL W 45 A 3 OR AR R UTIR
Yok £ BE 3 230 U R 0 0K 1818 R i 3 AL BR K
L B TS SOAE S KO 3 OR W B BT 1L R
(ST G VT A7/l R A | N S i R VA s o £
WF 9% 18 4 H 7D ( Stetson et al., 2009 ; Wiederhold
et al., 2013, 2015; Yin et al., 2013; Grigg et
al., 2018 ; Brocza et al., 2019; Crowther et al. ,
2021) , oK ok M 75 JF J& K B O BE 5 LA Bk —
58 3 Mg TR WAL R 43 R e K
33 EMEFEFRRYKREMENIMEESR

o 245 1 DU P OR W AR B 2 M
5 BB K AR ] 0 58 4 32 22 B b 3K Ak 2% 3R S,
F AR B ER B pH B AL YR R E R
A A B (TOC) 4 (Gilmour e al., 1992).

T R AR BE Y sZ L W oY R B TR T A A
TR v R 1 i W sk R R R 1) A K AR B B
PR A AR 0 08 R o) K AR TR — > R Rt AR (B
K545, 20065 RS, 2015). R, — 7 [l 23 il
Tk 5 ) R o FEE Ak A8 T Y AR A Rl R A (Hollweg
et al., 2009; Schartup ez al., 2015) 1l 5 W YL 4 5
14 H 3R Al 36 1 38 9 VIR TR K (Olson and Coo-
per, 1974; Blum and Bartha, 1980; Ullrich ez al.,
2001) , A A IR A DUAR P 1 1 2 5 He (TD) W &Lk B
J1 R EAMG, ST A ACEAOC R T
) 40% (Blum and Bartha, 1980; Compeau and Bar-
tha, 1987) ; 55 — J5 If1 23 5 Wil SR 7E 7K — UL AR 4 5L 10 1)
IER B AL AN, s R RE Ok 1 S U85 R X R
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QY I S QT2 R 7/ B R 1 7 SO 1l NG A =
T ( Celo et al., 2006 ; Green-Ruiz, 2009 ) .
pH F &t A6 ) /Y 52w . pH 23 52 M oK 78 /K A8
TRV A 4 e, pH<Z7 I, UL ALY b R S A
KESKEGEN , pH>T0 , AL G KE
5 % W (Lors et al., 2004) ; [A] Bf 3¢ % pH R, K
5 — e Yy kA W R 1S 98 (Jiskra er al.
2012) , H.# pH FI BT AL ¥ 9 & 8, HeS 19 3% fif 1
MH & 1% K ( Ravichandran ez al., 1998).
AR S S B FE A L R TR X A AL I D i R
) SRR, S AR 5L 2% A 1 AT A 22 AR 25 3 BT AR
YRS FEEARMT  RER S S AN
WG MR ISR KR i\ E L, 5
A HS I B, A A0 R R AR ] T 00 A
ALY A5 6, B BT O A A Db 1 A B R B
ALY 45 6 AR oK FE GG B S R AE (Zheng
et al., 2018; Shen et al., 2019, 2020; Them et al.,
2019). 88 AR 5 LK Hb 3R 28 13 1 5 IR A ) K K 4 1
T 1 AL 0 JBUIR 25 R 228 2% U0 A5G (Anbar and
Rouxel, 2007; Whiteside and Grice, 2016; j5 B
AL 20215 TR KA, 2021). R KO A
10 % I VR AR AL R TR S K Bl i R AR
1 H A A ] B AR A # (Zheng et al., 2018) .
TOC By 521 . AF 58 F W, TOC 7E 2 il HL A
R W AF A 3 G AR T, IR R 4 v T L
B4 THg 5 TOC & & & M 56 % (Kita et al. ,
2016 ; Aksentov and Sattarova, 2020; Jeong et al.,
2021) , H B B2 ifg 4 DALY bR i 80 ) THg
J A WL 4G A AR (Lim ez al., 2020) . H AL A W58
FK W Hg 5 TOC Z 8] & A AH KM, X vl G2 th A
[ 3k 5 B9 A BL B 5 38 i ( Aksentov ez al., 2021).
A LAUE, RTEDURR Y 5 b B K AR 22 8] 1 18 6
AT T P PR R A B A SCBEBA Y, X — B 2 LA |
2 R 2R 52 ) ) Ok — B Y A5 AN R o R Y ok
[F) 32 28 3 10 L A B A o] DX 3R K A B T s T
RAE Py 5 I 1000 T R TS G AR Ak [R] B R 58 5
T R (A 6 38 43 18 B 0 AN AT /D i HH R A R
/b B0 A ok W 38 (Wiederhold ez al., 2010; Jiskra ez
al., 2012; Foucher et al., 2013) , A F i £5 fi ik

4 Y OR R R AR AR AR

A S B A 4 RO T AR ) b BY oR [ 7 3 4
JI, I 25 5 H R ok B R 25 B Hie , A o B AR 1 T AR

W ok A A R A Ak RR A B i Y OR 1R (5 B
6 H R TR OR Y ok 5 RN AE A B Ak 0 R

Z WEOREEUS oy B HOR B IR, H 81K 28
A= W R i B oK TR A7 2R K 2 BT 6 THg (Zhang es
al., 2021). W0 E 2 By %, Pk W) 8 Hg {6 K
—1.46%~ +1.49%, (n=487) , A"™Hg 1 H
—0.31%~+5.50%, (n=487) , AL E R K, H
SR S I 2 T K T TR ) DA B L
By (K 2). 5 s, BRic AR 2 M5, A
WF 57 & I IX 2 e T OR DT 7K BT AR B AR E 77 4
AW s O I B SR A AR s R R A TR
[7] {37 & 43 18 (Perrot et al., 2012). 1 H # ¥ £ 1) #F
98 R WIAE 5 F7 G A% 3ok ok 72 vh OF R & A2 R Tl AL 3 43
TR, YR I A ) v AR Y O TR 7 3R 2 R T PR R R
Bifl 55 37 0 P S A% 338 T S 850, BROR DR B R K
JKHE 77 A i R R TE B T AR W BT & T 1O
R A S 0, 76 B Ay WO BE SR v e AR T W 3 I E 1Y
O"Hg M AHg (F 4) 5 H il F % B g 1 72 AR [A]
Tl 4y W B R B 19 87" Hg A1 A Hg f K/Mb 3R
[d] (Bergquist and Blum, 2009; Gehrke ez al.,
2011) , 4 WL R Bifi £ ) %5 8 SR AL e Az i il T B
Py A W R 9 R OR L (MeHg/ THg) i >k
AR, DAL OV AR ) 3R R B R T IR K R VDI
TP 7R [ 67 28 20 1, O 8 3 4% K iy 87" Hg Al
A"Hg 75 4k 3 Bl (Meng et al., 2020). 41 1F V¥ &
B IR AW R H R 5 AR & (MeHg/THg
W H T 80% , H E m ik =>95% ), i H BR [
B 2H W AT R S WY R 1 W) S 3R A, T v K
TR VE DU Y Ok Lt AR AR, H BOR [A) 6 &R
2H I = AR T L ok By TR 67 3R 2 R . AR Sk
fE B2 HCH v K TP B R R AT [ A 20 2, 5 A A
IS O < K (VA [ 154 B D M A AN L A < ) s R
FI W AR ) R G WO R [F] 7 R OMIF {5 5 2 &
P SIS 5 s 3 U B VN1 1 7
T4 M B W AR W B Ok B R E 5 LAk .

VRV A W A 1 9K 2 2L HeCL AT CH HECL
Tl AL 22 I8 S AFAE AT i v A2 W % TE ML oK AT Bl
KA W) R A B s B8 45 (Laporte ez al., 1997). 48
bl TV K R VE TR ) | R AR AR Y SR R B
A, U R R R VR I R L R OR Y F ) (3R
3) L 3% 2 P g H kO B 8 T K A= B ) 0 v bR 3l A
Y& 4 TR Je BE E 5% A% 3 I E AT A i K
(Lehnherr ez al., 2011; Gilmour et al., 2013; Mun-



2790 i BR B 27

http://www.earth-science.net

o548 %

son et al., 2018; Rosera et al., 2020) , i 18 & ¥y 4%
0t o5 A= 40 ) MeH g #e B LU i /K RTT B 9 & H LA %k
i 2 (Braune et al., 2015) 002, HAi & T 29 K
FH 5 R %) Fe U 1 AN BR A, DL AR B O AR A R R A R
JEAS T S PR B 19 5 e A, 0 S0 AF 5 SR ok [ o R
FELME T —8e X TRy, s
REPHEY WA HERA e E2 kA TR
DLW (Perrot ez al., 2010; Meng et al., 2020),
SRy T i A ) R R AR, AR T A DO W ) TR
B L UURR A b AR ) R DR AT R R R 3
T 1 & ¥ 5 (Bonsignore et al., 2015; Meng et al.,
2020) . 511 2, AR 4l Xk 3T v A F W B A W Y oK TR A R
S3 0T, Meng er al. (2020) 4 Wi 15 21 3 ¥ 4= ) it & 4R
1) HH 3R TR A K AR R A G I fige i Y 0°Hg (B 7E AR K%
JEESUIRY E &, T E 5 ICPLR 1) odd-MIF {E
o 5 PR AE AR AL, DAY 3 B 30T T 1 4 IR v T R
ORARAG AT RE R IR T T DUAR Y X T O A
Yy, 8Ok 8 22 1 AE 48 2R B K AH X T T R DU B

A A HE AL O HHT Ok B9 & %Ok I (Mason and
Fitzgerald, 1990; Cossa et al., 2009, 2011; Sun-
derland er al., 2009; Kirk ez al., 2012; Mason et
al., 2012; Lehnherr, 2014) , X & FF F& J 7F B 3t
P RN -2 = M T R 5 ST A A I R I R A
) 57 Bk (Lehnherr, 2014). B It Z &k, 5K [A] i % 1E
ik o, I Sh W) R BRI e OE /Y A Hg
(1.47%,£0.13%, ) , 2 B Ab g b i1y B L Ok 32 220k
BT FJE WK (Sun et al., 2020a) , M A 42 i K UL
By (A e /NE#F 0 0 A™Hg) , H B2
T 7K Y ik AT RE G R UKL W) Y DT R VR T 3 B IR
WM AEY EE el ZILHED LAY
A N S Vi BE A R B, R TR VR TR A 1Y 5
BNV G i A= ) R Pk BT oK MR R (5474
230 ng/g) (Sun et al., 2020a) ; X W NEKi5 1 E
2 B, TR OR 15 G BN A K M B 8
) A, 5 B 2 0 B 9T Ok B W HIE R #E Ak Bl
il L LA G A R0 B R ok 22 A TR R S G

®3 2HAREEEEFEY P THg 0 MeHg iR & (ng/g)

Table 3 THg and MeHg concentrations in marine biotas from different regions of the world (ng/g)

T it K THg THg

MeHg MeHg  MeHg/

X 4 #Lﬁj ) ) 2% 3k
e n 1 H M J FHME THg
R 11 %% 83 100~1 940 500 Queirds et al., 2020
R a2 194/74 58~476 167 33~512 144 86% Seco et al., 2020
PO L i i 1k 48 210~4 420 1162 Koenig et al., 2013
KA1 i 2 300 50~790 384 Meador ez al., 2005
F R a2 187 210~3 970 Kojadinovic ez al., 2007
KPGVE NN i i) (S 56 4~122 Voegborlo and Akagi, 2007
ZRACK TGV 2% 706 50~7 473 988 Chouvelon ez al., 2012
RAL KPP 2k 53 30~6 350 1609 20~4 780 1257 76% Romero-Romero e al., 2022
KPR LR ) (B 70 190~1 440 900 Afonso et al., 2007
i [ 1l v JEMEAY 399/89 6~1 290 135 1~1290 131 65% Hilgendag et al., 2022
K AT A W 71 20~3170 763 McMeans ez al., 2015
Y¢St
KRGV WAL EhY  344/344  50~3 440 862 50~3 160 819 94% Wagemann et al., 1998
PN A3 A 110 180~15160 2474  180~11570 2220 88% Renedo et al., 2020
[iiE|4% $%8 WAL 69/19  400~119320 21080  570~3 380 1560 14% Masbou et al., 2018
R niFLsh  53/18 87~13900 2786 30~370 134 9% Masbou ez al., 2015
(e TR IR
o [ g 2% 166/96  11.9~1772 152 6.22~358 105 69% Liu et al., 2014
o [ i 2% 67 2.05~344 63.8 Liu et al., 2013
o E i 02 55 9~270 60 7~131 25 42% Qu et al., 2022
o AR h2k 148 20~660 260 10~590 180 74% Cheng et al., 2009

TE D05 B R A LR YR JE Al SR JEE
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T T A2 W) i ) o2 3R 728 A e AIE AN AL RE 2 i A= )
FHBE R (14 R IR AN I R A5 L, I RE #F — 2D /s B P oK
W Ao s IR A T AR Y OR R R 5 E SR
G g KR BE RN SR A B (TR vs. JF R K VE) Z 1]
B OE R, AT DLk I T AR ) Y 07 Hg A A Hg Fifi &
TR BE 18I FEAIG 3% 02 i T A LT 2K, B )2
K B LR 48 5 T B R R B ) S R A, LR S R
K ] T ik 5T 200 R R R IR B R R RO
Fefrm B ESRIRG S8 mdlm B2 W T
MDF #l odd-MIF Bl 3 FE ifif B AR i 722 £k #a # (Ma-
son et al., 1996; Blum et al., 2013). 5 ¥ 1 f1 ¥
AP AR B, T R OR R AR W Y 87" Hg A1 A Hg H
LU= r QU i s e = R N Dl A
PRI T T RV ) 9 AR 7 ) B RE AU B 2 Ok
4o i, O K Rk R O B R R B
(Bergquist and Blum, 2007 ; Gantner ez al., 2009;
Senn et al., 2010; Perrot et al., 2012; Blum et
al., 2013; Meng et al., 2020) , T ¥ ¥ 7K 5 #
HH O OR BN F B A TR BB UL AR A, ik gk TP AR
KA RERZE THLTOURAZER2RSG T
AKAE v T B R RS B R b, B DLH R
i) 3 2% 49 1 72 B 4G K (Balogh ez al., 2015). &A1Y
oo, A A Hg R e B B B R
A6 6 B A2 Ak, BI Bl 25 26 B2 o o 10 R IR, 35X AT g
BT O HE R R Y AR b X K A SR O AR 2 N R B
Y 52 i ( Point ez al., 2011 ; Masbou et al., 2018).

KA B AR ) v Y JEBL R AT S R AR I
P BR AR DAL T e T A R AR A W 1 WY B A
FH A o WOk (HOE W 0F 58 R, YA
fE A THg Fl MeHg Ji7 , 23 7R N & A= THg Y AL A
MeHg F&f# (Yang et al., 2021) , ¥ AL AL i F1 3¢ 5 K
E M AIERE Yang er al. (2021) K& B 7 2K
B AR Y A hRE ESEM, I LM
AR AR P TR R AR 2 G248 HLHY R OR I i R
o TP AR HIE KW AR T RN
HEUAFHMHERHRBLAEFEZMN .k — B A
Py W s, 2% A IV I R ) A1 AE 2% Fl 2 SURI
#% B (Lopez-Berenguer er al., 2020) , R & % FE T
R I U T A A A — S ML BEAT R, B
) ) b B A AN [) 0 fige B2 SR Lo dn 25 P R AR AL
il (Wintle ez al., 2011) HE AL Can PR W2
Tk, B AE 45 ) (Nigro et al., 2002; Correa et
al., 2014) R 5 & J& B H I 455 LLKOR 5l Y

4 A HLH % (Tkemoto ez al., 2004; Burger and Go-
chfeld, 2013; Romero ez al., 2016) , {H /L ¥y (& 4 K
(9 B A0 HE M & 42 JE W 22 18 (Chouvelon er al.,
2018) . H HI O T v A W 1R 9 Ok % A Fn - ff 7 7 ik
TR0 R A7 R A3 18 A 58 JLF 1 22 1, ROk
BRI 5 5K R B U R 2R ) OR 1 A B e Ak

5 YRR K [F] A 3R 3 A Y

42RO VE PR 32 ORI RARUTRE T
VR IS AR ¢ Ly A5 1 T Sl A L DL T I H R K
& A %% (Donovan et al., 2013; Mil-Homens ez al.,
2013; Strok ez al., 2019; Meng et al., 2020; Liu et
al., 2021c) ,Z 5 VE N TRIG RS | WG o 3% B 8]
AT U U /R T ORR W) LA R 3 A R R AR
IR N B BR (Cossa et al., 2022) . i TE N % & —
A B AT HT 10 2R G, A G I A 106 T R i AR
i 1 38 5 DL KR R AF B (8 Hg il A Hg) faf F ks
B ARk R R A A TS NELME S E
TR AR OAE (4 800 t/a) 5 AL H ol
(4 894 t/a) B H3i , F W1 H A v 7R W S B A
IR (G R Rl = I = = N N TR 2y N P B o
38 PP AL R AN BEHE R Y, R [ R AR AR AT LAy
FSUR it R W R ESE N S SN DR = R
[F] (14 5K [R) 437 28 R AF . %5 i 3 MDF % 38 % 2F 76 AT fa]
AR R E MR R, B A Hg HE T
kA 23 #EAT A H AR, A5 R WOR e R [ AL
R AR T ARR A T VAR (R 4), Bk IE
T FRATT 1 AT v T SR AL S A 1 2 R

F g X AYHg g A F 40 X AHg 4,5 (3)
Hoi  F o A F g 38R 5K fr AR i il
= T O 7 = T N

T S R, B TR B & A e LA
Lo [F) L 2 A IR B A 1 N7 56 3%, DR IR B ik A
VFZ AN E PR R ) e 1 IS il AR R By A
i T B = B e AT AR T T OR AR AR A 2 B Y
WL HBOK B 2 1 UE 4 2R B, U I b 5 BT RE T
R B i K & 9K (Cox and McMurtry, 1981; Stof-
fers et al., 1999; Engle et al., 2006; Sherman et
al., 2009) . H i S JC i B oK 7] A2 3R BF 58 ik E
B AT BR i E LR U AR AE RN (R A7 2R 4318 O R X 4y O
S, DAL I VAR IR L BRI 1) T 57 3R R AIE 3 X DA A
HR 48 BLA B 5T, i 25 1R 9 O B ot 72 JLF- A
2 FHOR M MDF Fl MIF , H 76 #4078 155 11 B 305 R 48
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Table 4 Fluxes and isotope compositions (A'"™Hg and 8**Hg) of Hg input sources and output sources in the ocean
. Bl T 4 1 ] AYHg A"Hg+1SD  §""Hg+1SD H A
(t/y) (t/y) (%) (%) (%o) (n)
HNIR
A 1000 893~1224 -0.29 ~0.294:0.12 -1.8240.39 156
PO AT 100 <600 0.00 0.0040.00 0.0040.00
KA Hg(DHL kg > 1500 912~1 900 0.41 0.4140.34 -0.43+0.77 172
K5 He(0) UL g ™ 2 200 1900~2 888 -0.19 ~0.1940.10 0.3740.65 220
Fin 4800 Fo X A" Hg, o -93
i iR
R g R 730 410~1 100 0.06 0.0640.11 -1.19+0.43 546
LT R T OO 600 200~600 0.10 0.100.10 ~0.9940.39 92
LGB T v 3 164 101~227 0.24 0.24+0.07 ~1.1940.43 19
7 He(0)ik i * 3400 2 900~4 000 -0.07 ~0.0740.10 0.444-0.02 61
Fyu 4894 F i XA Hg ~94.84

Tl RO S Liu ez al. (2021b); 2 4 Outridge et al. (2018);* 4 Liu ez al. (2021a). [a] i 2 504 . " Ht Yin ez al (2018); " 4f Smith er al.
(2008), Sherman ez al. (2009) il Kim et al.(2022); " #& Jiskra et al. (2021); " 4 Balogh et al.(2015), Bonsignore et al.(2015, 2020), Yin et al.
(2015, 2018), Gleason et al.(2017), Meng et al.(2019, 2020, 2021), Sun et al.(2020b)Fl Jung et al.(2022);" 4 Jiskra et al.(2021); "' 4 Liu et al.

(2021a); "4 Zheng et al.(2007).

FI VTR ) 0" Hg B8 /N W% 1E (0.16 %04 0.47%0) , 6§ 7
PORFE S AE DT S B b s SR 1Y R AL 2, b
P00 T JFS Ll B Y 87 Hg A A Hg T RE X5 5 iT
T 0%0 5 17 2Z JIT LA S B 4G 0 19 ¢ Ll #0OR R i rp 87" Hig
A8 AR AR K (— 4%~ +1%0) , J2 o 78 P 2%
TR K 2% R HE R A B R & 4 T MIDF (Smith ez al.,
2005, 2008; Sherman ez al., 2009; Gratz et al.,
2010; Kim ez al., 2022). 1A, VAR A9 4 Bk o & i
T S R AR VA S BB VA T MR, H SR ) Y
72 W b 35K 7 A VR A —— T Y o S5 LK A OKR L &
b 55 4 AR B SO S A S A 2 (Liu ez al., 2021a),
PRI I 2 K Vi 10 38t 0 A S ABE R op [ B T OIS
HbR K B AT BB R R OR WA TP, B BT 4
WX T R U R, M R R K A W R 5 K
A Ta) B E LAY SR U8 (Bone et al., 2007 ; Lauri-
er et al., 2007; Black et al., 2009) , {H 4> Bk 5 #
YT R T I AT RS, R X B LR Al 22 1 A

6 R [Al 0 2R L Bk Al o B

AR TR AL R C 12 BT M ER A2 ol ER
i A AR R AR A 2 A AR S B ) A
iS5, (5 5C T 1 P ok A AL R M908 ok =, R
o TC A 2 K 43 BT 7 % 2 ] 62 3R A3 R i e BB
WS AR AT R o, 4R 500 e LAR JLAS 32205 1

(1) 32 A 0 X B ey % BR Akl ¥ 2K R ] A 3% B
FE WAL TR A B B, X M R BRI T oK R £ R AE
T 3 5 R TR R e A 5 T i N R R N O
JE& d Tt S B T UK oK R 2 3R g A O vk T R I
T SEF SR K oK [ A 3 A I, L AR S 9 K R
[ 137 2% K o A, [ 2 o i T 9 KRG 5 N A
S5 BF 5T, LA S8 38 1 0K R [F] 07 38 20 18 B IE

(2) 1 1 UUAR W v oKk 0 A7 1k 2 B 25 L DT
o B R ok AE LAY i K BT ) Y A e | e
LS NN ISV VNG 33 DOR 28 7 N
T 35 7R 1 [R] 57 2R A K o3 188 ML A E 5 [ I 85
= ABL L, AR R e LR S BB Kk
(] (4 1T # e A i B . TR R Od B TR B 5T I K - R
AP T A2 e 5 R TR 6 B i, AR — 2B AR A A
T 247 18 R R P A T R () R R B A

(3) g ¥ A2 1y v ok 0 HE Y R OR A Ok TR 5 0 A
figp BT 2 2 v B A TR SR 2R W) b BR AR S A B R SC
B, UL AT R ) T R R TS e N T B A T A S
fili , 15 AT AR 5GBS 1 A5 AN B 0k B A9 4598, T
H ST B B SR B[R] F 3R O A O ik IR AT R 1
KRR DURR W AR R R TR R B T A7
ESIN RO A (e e o/ U R R TP S
Uit 7K or TR or A2 W IR W 4L ) | J8 BR H:
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