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Study on the Effect of Two Red-Tide Algae on Mercury
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Abstract The effect of two red-tide algae of Alexandrium tamarens and Scrippsiella trochoidea on mercury (Hg)
adsorption and methylation were investigated. The inhibitory effect of two algae on biomethylation of Geobacter
Sulfurreducens (G. sulfurreducens) PCA were demonstrated. The growth of Scrippsiella trochoidea was inhibited
under exposure to high concentration of HgCl, (=25 pg/L), but less affecting Alexandrium tamarens. Significant
adsorption of Hg®" was observed onto algal cells, whilst negligible amount of methylmercury (MeHg) was
produced by two algae directly. FTIR spectra revealed that hydroxyl, carboxyl and amino groups were major
binding sites for Hg*" adsorption. In Hg-algae-bacteria tests, at initial HgCl, concentration of 10 pg/L, a maximum
mercury methylation efficiency of (6.38+0.4)% was obtained by pure G. sulfurreducens PCA culture as a control,
but the efficiency reduced to (1.04+0.44)% with G. sulfurreducens PCA and Alexandrium tamarens coexisting, and
a much lower efficiency of (0.76+0.05)% was detected with G. sulfurreducens PCA and Scrippsiella trochoidea
coexisting. These results suggested that two red-tide algae inhibited mercury biomethylation of G. sulfurreducens
PCA.

Key words mercury; methylation; Scrippsiella trochoidea; Alexandrium tamarens; Geobactersul furreducens
PCA
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RIE—Fh oA iz BBk R w15 4, Lot
FR(Hg"). THLRMHg FIH)FH LK S Z I
BWAETRA . W W 50 DL 55 A 2
Fgeh M A Ak 2E I 25 5K 1 B A A 4 ] )
R, HAEKAABRG ol A Sk
15 Y 3 OR (MeHg) 1l 3d i K A B kA7 4E 9 R
I, P E fEE KR A L B A N RS
ANETESIEIN T 2R EE R oRE g, FREZ AN
HE TR fe 22 009 [ 5%, HE & 15 1] 500~700 t/al*),
WCAIF T R 14 1 5 Al 0 455 il o s G A 3 A H %
=X

RAEIK AT PR AT, W IEAb A AT A H
FACVE IR e A o HY Ak 7 S 203 S A i PR
AR FNIEAE Wy A, Horb Ay P B A e 7 32 2
A3, A g R R Ao B R S A % TR R B B
1% 35 34 7 B (sulfate-reducing bacteria, SRB)!®! | 4if
J5UB# (iron-reducing bacteria, IRB)FI/~ I Lepl"), H:
RIS JFE AT G, sulfurreducens PCA J&=—F LAY
(7R P AL AN TR, RE S H LR ¥ 1k MeHg™ L,
S ok B B 0 I RS AR S . pH.
AR A EENY D SEik At B
A AL RN TR A m R, 3K PR 3R X R 3
b S RS2 I AN SR RS Y, R 2R IR RN A
fEHL

AR B TR A S RGOk 0 A Py b Bk
{2t B B 1w E SRk iR, N
P AETCHLE FRE RGN, 3 s e & A K
KT FE AR P B AR, B KR I SR A A DR A%
1. pH R BE 57K BT S8, 703X i i 800 i 1 1Y
FRAR T, BRFNER 45 4 JB A I, IS UE i B R AN
04 B DU B BT, F— 2D AR KRS 2
TR AR I8 IR IR (T8 B, 52 M K AR R i Ak 2 T2
KAy A RME, JEmiRm MeHg f97= 10 FE R
AR, BRI I T RO i B 1 AR B A B ek
2, A AT RE PR i AR R

Wit 3% TR K FRAEM LR, K S 58 B
BolAe, TEORLFNHEM A AK A, I E E FR 1k,
SRR B R A B, HBEEX KR R A
W) R FASE BT T TR A 2016 P05 1) A DG AT 9 4 Hh 7
WOKERRGE, KT IR R KA 217 R 5
M ) AF B AT R T o AR SR PR A e 3 2R i ——
307 [y L1 A g R A AR 0 = e T SR 1 4 LA Bk ok
b ry sz, DL A5 i & B R X R 1 4R

710

Py s BRAL 27 1T M 5 i $ A SR A A

1 #Rl575%
1.1 {5 H

FEALLS: BRI R (T IL R GXZ
), R4 T /E 3 (Don Whitely Scientific DG250);
UV-2600 45 5 Sp—n] W73 e T H AR Shimadzu);
SR (THg) A1 H 3 5 (MeHg) I 7 Fir Fi A6z I 43 4% o
H Brooks Rand (32 &), f$5RIE &S A fRBIH |
MODEL I A Ji ¥ %¢ )6 ' JE T A TDM-T1 2 fif W Ff
B, SHZ-82 RU/K ¥ 18 il 9% 7 i (Hh B VL 95 AR A
A BT, HV-25 2 H K %8 (H A4S Hirayama);
ARE L 125 48 21 A1 6 %5 {Y (Fourier Transform Infrared
Spectrometer, FTIR, 3&[E Perkin Elmer Spectrum
100),

FEG: AAK (Gl [ 28 M T A Bk
TABRAF, U HEERER N (5B 20) FTR R B1 (53 B
af)ig | At st | R B RA R, 7K TR (T4 2E)
W b BT A AR B AT FR A 7
1.2 X T &

1.2.1 PCA EHEFETI&

S A i T B A R IR R TR G
sulfurreducens PCA, W B F ERHEEE) M GEIRIF5T
Fro WEG. sulfurreducens PCAXEFRFE L B #) NBF
Wik, 1 LRI S 0.04g CaCly-2H,0,
0.1 g MgS047H,0, 1.8 g NaHCO;, 0.5 g Na,CO;-
H,O, 2.04 g NaAC-3H,0, 0.42 g KH,PO,, 0.22 g
K,HPO,, 0.2 g NH,Cl, 0.38 g KCI, 0.36 g NacCl,
0.0214 g & = Z & NTA, 0.001 g MnCl,-4H,0, 0.003
g FeSO,-7H,0, 0.0017 g CoCl,-6H,0, 0.002 g
ZnS0O,4-7H,0, 0.0003 g CuCl,-2H,0, 0.00005 g
AIK(SO,4),-12H,0, 0.00005 g H3BO;, 0.0009 g
Na,Mo0,-2H,0, 0.0011 g NiSO4 6H,0, 0.0002 g
Na,WO,2H,0, A ¥ & At iz 4 0.00003 g, X 2 K&
KR, ZR . WA . MR, kR R
0.00075 g, 4k & By, 0.0000015 g, +h iR Nk 1 i
0.00015 g, 1 mL 1 mmol/L Na,SeOy.

G. sulfurreducens PCA RIKEMAEY), KT
WX NBF 15 7 5L A7 PRAAAL B . OB 0 4 7Y B 7
FERCA DA TAE S B 2 /i), 2 )5 28 B 5 U
FF, 120°C /& KB 20 704
122 BEMBEREMNE

WFE It AR W2 3 Scrippsiella trochoidea F



W PR AR AE W AR 0 G o A R Y R A R ) A AF Y

FEI 7 1L K Alexandrium tamarens & H G K
LN AL Be i R 5 ERF3, KRl
20 IR 3L
1.2.3 ZHRERER T

I 58 53565 BE T H 52 20 B 1 O Do A3 2
B ODggo {H., FEATHKAF LT -
1.2.4 BRFNBAERKEN

JKEE THe 52 A58 7EKEEF A 0.5% (TR
Fb) BrCl I8, %, Bk ik & R R 25 00 oKk E Ak
AR, TCE 24 /NEFLL B MRS, 4F 100 mL
KA 200 uL 25% NH,OH-HCI, S 30 434,
FBRWE B A K E . BOUKFEZE SR, A 100 pL
SnCly, B¢ Z oK 4 5Bk 5 R Mok, FTIF A<
1, &8 ERARNENR, BRAARA 15 548
Joi, B A Rb A AL B R ORISR, LRI,

JKFE MeHg W 22 ik 5 BRI b ss &
GC-CVAFS &M, F A 1 B 4 0.009 ng/L.
Bt 45 mL 7K 4% % Teflon 7818, o5 B . EUOM
UM 5.0 mL 4K, BRORANT 2R T roKIR
G . BN, MIKFEREZE T 80%~85%HT, K 7% 1H
W AFREA SO, ] CVAFS B:l5E o
1.2.5 &K FTIR 5347

UV AR B A A 5 S A o R o 5 A 1 Jo
bR 1:100) & T b ek b, FE 0 BB A, 1Ay, 3
B, SR AR EL B TR R BL Ll A i 2 4,
FEARE SRR 0.1~1.0 mm JE 1)E B F, B T 20sh
FETE AP RE = rp AT AR Y o B R
K4 em™, AL K 4000~500 cm !, IR E N
16 &, 3% FTIR % .
1.2.6 TERENH

R R SR 0 0.45 mm RIS ISR, dEAR Y
CHNS/O & 12k H CHNS/O JG & A #r A 2, I8
Hr RO AT A ML) (dissolved organic matter, DOM)
Pk B A FLK (total organic carbon, TOC)4#T
SR
1.3 BEEKESRESHEEZMNE

K FH 2.5 L0 O Ak e 3 55 350, 44 T 3 | 42
T 22 g K BB Y 02 K5 3R 3P (1.0 L), iR st
FE W) (35 B 5 1K 3 ODggo=0.475, 4 IR 37 28 i
ODgs0=0.098)J5, MIAA R B /9 HgCL % W, L5
H TR E T HgCL YR 24350 0.5, 5 F125 pg/L, Xf
FRZH NI HeCly,, BANMREE R E 34 FAT4, Sl
JAIA 12 L:12 D, JGRESRIE SN 5000 1x, H55R0EE N

(25£1)°C. SLE AW N oK, & HEER 2~3 K, KL
PR BRI AL E, 43 FE A HeCL, JR 0, 12,
36, 60, 108, 156 1204 h BUEE, R Ideikas i | 3
KT & B LKA DOM, THg Al MeHg ¢ i (1)
Ak
1.4 EEX PCA ERHFENMNZ I

TETHBAEANET, K PCA R R 264 100
mL NBF 1535381 250 mL R &S 0T, TR
FRAAH R SR 48 hJm, MU A [A] vk B2 1) HgCl, ¥
W, LU AH B IR HeClL, WA 5, 10, 50,
100 f11200 pg/L, X} H&LH o HeCl, WM 0 pg/L,
AN FEBEE 3BT, 37 CHE IR BOCIR S 1% .
FFRETRI 7R, 4 7E4E 0, 24, 48, 72, 96 Fl 144
hBURE, BESL 2 0.22 um 19 R Bk (PES) i 8 B 1 18
J&, il W THe F1 MeHg 1) 5

SR FH 2.5 LA TR B B 055 350, % 7 P 8 40 1 5%
FREREYIS A HeCly I, 1 55 7% 3 v HeCl,
WP 100 pg/Lo 36 h Ik 3 & 2 P 5, 43 1)
i1 50, 100 #1250 mL # &, =04 M. H1250 mL K
AREFIEEFE 95 mL PCA W E R (29 48 h, ODgy
~0.60), 2.0 )% 5 mL B K 5 RS NBF 5 5%
B, AESASEARER M, 5, 33
AFATA, BRFRETE N 7R, S BITESS 0, 24, 48, 72,
96 1 144 h HURE, ¥4 22 0.22 pum R EEGL(PES) 1 I
JE k%, A% I ¥ e R THg il MeHg AY 724k

FEA SCE e R A TAE S b Ar, BE3Rmssid
N,:CO, (IR TR EE 2 80:20, AR 4 0.50 L/min) it
030 Zrh, RS T A AR L

2 EREHWH
2.1 RIFEAKBIR M

o MR B Hg ™ X 8 2 i A K HLAT — 5 W A
H, AR XK B P RE B AH R . &
1 7R, TEASHESE B I A HgCl, #5115 Fl (0~25 pg/L)
W, BEET I LU R e (& 1 () A A KA 0 R 4
XA EA BEES . ERFEHNE, B
O — FLR I RS AR KRB IE AR ), RIS
NIRRT DO O i = S R N T |
HgCl, WBE<S pg/L I, HEIR T3 (7 1(b)) A B 1
ARKER R, SWUBAREREER, HE, X4
HeCL ¥ EiAH 25 pg/L, #3512 h /5, MEE —H
AbF ALK, 2 B B A i AR R AR AR, HER
FHE B A IR A2 B OR (A, Bk e I I
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Fig. 1 Growth curves of Alexandrium tamarens (a) and

Scrippsiella trochoidea (b) at different concen-
tration of HgCl,

18 151 RV NG )| DR O A = (A S N S
AN [RI RIS 1) B0 i A TN 52 PEAS [R]85 3530 1 L K s
XoF R B TR 57 B8 7 R T AR U
22 BRMEEEH
2.2.1 FEXRESHIF M

K2 Wos, 78 THE kK F miik 25 pg/L(>0.1
ng THg/L B KK B br e i & R a3 3k wh, pr
R SRR R N8 JC MeHg A= B . 7E 4T 49110 12
h N, MeHg ¥ B AH X 855 (1~2 ng/L) . 7E )5 2250 50
W1, MeHg FIH B R4, H Heg™ (THg)l% MeHg
HIFEALREF ST 1%, LRI LSRR, AR
IFi) 35 %% B2 I HgCL YR BE T, 35 3537 Iy L1y K 388 Ak
i IR A K 0 oKk B bt B sg L6, SRI5 g &
B THIE AT

Pl 2(a) Bl (b) 73 591l e 7= #1 i HgCL #k B2 4y 5 il 25
ng/L B, 58 3531 g 110 K 9 K 5% 5 v THg A vk B A8
o OhBF, JCHEdl . K% P gl Fn s 2 B e gl 1 5%
L) THe W BEMRUR AR, BV B 45 Hg™ A vk 38 it
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B R S R . YRS 2 36 h, WA
SN Ak B, THg W BEAS P AR Ak o 11y
BF, ¥ h THg ¥ B 4351 200 #1800 ng/L, LK
463 Ve 5 1) 3%~4%, 3¢ W1 3530 Iy 111 K 9 Xof ok
AR EEM

&1 2(c) Fl(d) o3 31 2 7 A R 0 =Xl 3 5 L oA [
W6 W B Y THg Bifi B (8] A JE A5 3 /i 224k . 0 h A,
JCHE LW TH e B B b i IR %% 1 o 4 A oy
LR, JF HLEE R, K P BOR MR B AR
36 h J&, W THg Mk B T 74, 4EHF7E 500 A
2500 ng/L ZeAy, ZIAWIIRMRIE ) 10%, KUK F 2
DAGS 5 AW s SRR AR

XoF EARE R ST 2 e AN 2 0 O 1 R e s R Ak & o
() THg ¥ B T A, #2552 HeCl i A2 i f2 2 5
FLAR MR B ARG . T A P S A Y R & i
et BEF A T L K R B T AR R A Dy Rk
PR $E 3 A (AN B BESE 1)), B0 B S He W
B THER T B G R IR R o A, IR
AR R L A 2 2 He B, BEAs %35 B &7
() A= 3 P RO TR Y SRR T o IRk, JE IS
7 LK 8 e Bt TS 2k i U 7K R A s s AR TR o
222 BIRAEEVE

TEASEH 1 HgClL 15 L 454, %9 THg 1
MeHg ¥ JB (1) B 32 202t F B AR B BB A X oKk 1 45
A AER o 38 At I s AR & 4R He® il S A FTIR &
T, A BT VAT SR RE AT K AR AR Y
YEFH . AN 3 B, BEERE 57 1 KA T 3301 em™!
Ak W AU WE F 21) 3320 em !, kSR TR A P
BB S He B R AR E AR 1415
cm ' A R W I A W A5 3 1443 em !, EEE i =0
FIZERI AR BT8R ; 1236 ecm ™ AT 1161 cm ™ &b (9 FR FE 3R
BN IS G, URIIAE R AR R, Ak RS
I X AT RES 5 T f He™ B & IV 1153
em ' H B C—H ZE IR 3h il C—N—C B il 45 4% sl e,
A DL AT P A T 0 R R B SR AR — RE T
Mo B3, gERIr =l E RIS, A BUHTY
WS, LR A S 0 5 B A AR5 . H, O—H R
N—H % Hg” & 70, Wlioigrh 3309 em™ #5852
3347 cm!, XM TERE FEAITHEFH O 5K
BT REMEH. A, C—HARSh % 1442 cm™
21855 1423 em ™', ATREFAA:—OCH, ] .

1212928 cm ! 4b—CH; Hh C—H AR el i mole
JE (Ar905) H HEHE, FAEAEA T B R 045 B 4
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ANRA-THy Y KT EHE-THy I @RFEHE-TH CIXRA-MeHg 1 KFE#HE-MeHe W =% & #-MeHg

4500
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= BEEN
& 1500
§ .
£ L 5 W Ove U e Ol
W o03f
0.1 7, N
0 LL
0 24 36 60 108 156 204
th
5000
(c) #ERII AP, [HeCl]=5 pe/L
S
&
= 2500+ 7) 7
= 107
i
ﬁ 04T 7
) 0.2—;“ 7= 23 %g iﬁ e
0__
4 6

60 108 156 204
t/h

0 2 3

20000
. (b) BEBIL 1l K, [HeCl =25 pe/l.
?
~ 15000 |
—
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» ™
2 N
#5000 |
B
® Iy NN
(- B %L AN gz‘:
0 24 36 60 108
#/h
25000 i
(d) HER AT, [HeCL]=25 g/l
20000 F
N =
2 15000 - 7
£
# 10000
%
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iy 7
Hl:é T 3 N ’:
2 slN:
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E2 BILTHLKEMERITREEFREZD THe 71 MeHg BIRE S

Fig. 2 THg and MeHg concentrations in Hg-containing culture for Alexandrium tamarens and Scrippsiella trochoidea
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Fig. 3 FTIR spectra of Alexandrium tamarens and Scrippsiella trochoidea before and after adsorption

X F Argg B HUAE (A/A2908), BN X WML B 2 A AR 4k
P REAE 0, HEAT R -3 R 1 FE i, AR 1
AT, PAD R 1 B R A R AR U A/ A 008 (H I
FrAS A, U W S X6 5 JBIb 3 7 A — S ) L KPR B
B0 7 1Lk i 4 He®' 5, O-H HIN-H (14 i1 45 4
B I AR A 3300/ 2908 FIT C—O FY A4 45 % 2 W i e

1B A 1160/ 42025 98055, ULHH Hg 512285 C, NEL O 4514
Z B VE T FECE R BRI D o A1544/A2025 AL
—N—H (k% TUHF )R A 656/ 2025 A0 —C—N (FE I T
A ) W AT e (LIS AT M N, R P AE Hg BB T T
P& F T 1 T BE S B A I T — o B R
BT 2 IR R4 A B 8 He™', AR
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®1 FTIR $+EEHMER
Table 1 Half-quantitative analysis results of FTIR spectra

e AlAz928
a7y oK #E-Hg I Ll A HERITAE-He HER =

3692 1.012 1.032 1.015 1.009
3320 0.959 0.972 0.975 0.990
2928 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
1656 0.952 0.946 0.977 0.990
1544 0.980 0.973 0.995 1.001
1444 0.976 0.975 1.002 1.007
1384 0.991 0.986 1.006 1.011
1236 1.006 1.010 1.003 1.010
1200 1.004 1.015 1.000 1.008
1160 0.990 1.007 0.990 1.003
1092 0.987 1.000 0.985 0.998
1044 0.983 0.992 0.987 1.001

864 1.012 1.022 1.012 1.020

604 0.986 1.003 0.991 1.010

et H B R EAIE . HERIT R E £ He' s,
ﬁi’% O—H/N—H & 811§ ¥ A3350/ 42005 [EAKF it A
5, Ui —OH R REM S Hg &4 T M3 B.AE
F, 15 M A0 & A M —OH B R, 1656 cm!
F 1544 cm™" &b A Ik fie TUATT W ACIe 560 B 0 555, T ik
JE AN EE A N—H LA . AR RN
FRE. Ji4h, ZHEAEE I —C—C 5 C—O fil 4 #i
Bl A 160/A292s Tl A1200/A2025. —CHZ I E{—C—C.
—C—O WY 45 IR B 06 A 044/ Arons HLAE YA BT T [,
J52 R PR BT R X SR V5 Y R 55 I i 32 BE T o IR
Wi i i 5 4 55, FTIR &35 oK BB BH o & S 3 A (-
SHYIAFAE . JLEMH R, WA C, N, SH O
A W (11.7941.14)%, (1.69+0.21)%, (1.52+
0.48)%F1(81.41+1.23)%, i%@%‘f““ﬁftﬁﬁ@é‘@%
AP E R BRI, X eI AR &
v &5 AR

g5 BT, PR AN i 3R I A AE 2 R E e
AEfL I Z PR SR BAE . Téﬁh)ﬁﬁ}_ﬁi
SR RIS, 35 A0 32 R 2 O TN Y 3 1] (an 2
3 (R—COOH) . My 3t (R—OH) . % 3t (R—NH—R,
R—NH,) FllHi 3k (—C=0) 45 ) R i 7 (1) T 25404 i
B,

2.3 &x PCA BRFEMANZ T
2.3.1 RIREXT PCA ERBPEUMEHNF M
G. sulfurreducens PCA J&REWE 1T A= 45Kk H Kk
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I FZ Y, A SCHFFE AR /Y HgCl, # (0,
5, 10, 50, 100 F11 200 ug/LYX} G. sulfurreducens PCA
ok H AL RCR I RZ i . 3280 G, sulfurreducens
PCA R AT HE I 144 h 5, VWD A ) MeHg &

ik BIRE . WG HeCL XY G. sulfurredu-
cens PCA /£ W) 5Kk H JAL 53R 1 52 i An 1] 4 T s
TE HgCly ¥e BE M 5 ng/L T+ % 10 pg/L i, MeHg )
AL H (5.120.01)% T+ %(6.38+ 0.4)%; HgCl, i
WS 10 pg/L 5, MeHg 54U IF 1A T %, HgCl,
W BE 353 200 pg/L BF, MeHg M55 LA R (3.41+

0.3)%. JE R AT RE S T i AR W 3 B g A0 i P
) AR 2 I R A7 o B e A 1240 i s ok BE R X G
10000 8

° 16
@ @ @
8000} o4
o B SRR T
26000} | o REEIMME 12 *%F
i )
ﬁ 4000} 1
X B
b %
B 2000} I
oL 0
100 200
?)Jﬁﬁ‘?ﬁ%ilﬁ/(ng LY
B4 7FE HgCL RS PCA Bk B ELH M

Fig. 4 Effect of initial HgCl, concentration on Hg methy-
lation efficiency by G. sulfurreducens PCA
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sulfurreducens PCA ) H % P r= A — 2 & 1) 41D
HAVE P, s g R, K R op A K v
1 He™ 5 A I F oK 3 A R0R i 48 0
2.3.2 &%t PCA BERBAENR RN

W B3R G. sulfurreducens PCA K537 34351
A 50, 100 1250 mL & 4 He i85 2530 15 1) A 8 Al
HERIT 0, TR R AR R, BE B
FET, He' A8 B, W h THg Al MeHg 7 1 A
Wr T, MeHg HFEAE 168 hitf ik 2 K. (B,
550 4 GR F AL 3R 2K 6.0%) A L, R F 4k
R TR T 2.0%), WK 5 R, B
A HESEER2H, JA 50 mL 344 R F Ak k%
(1.55+0.14)%, HIA 250 mL 344 1) o5 F e fb kR |
A (1.04+0.44)%; HERITABIHZH, A 50 mL #
PR 7R T IEAL R (1.91£0.14)%, HITA 250 mL #:
A8 7R F AL 83T (0.7640.05) %, S B 2% SR 321,
A INARE W E M G. sulfurreducens PCA K
AR A%, 2 I A 0 e B b v, SR I 2B 9 R
TeRCRBRAR . R PR T BEAE T bR 28 R T B AR A 0 =

60000

_ [k AR oR R AR @12
2 o .
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Fig. 5 Effect of Hg-rich algae Alexandrium tamarens (a) and
Scrippsiella trochoidea (b) on Hg methylation effici-
ency by G. sulfurreducens PCA
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