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Influence of iron-mercury coupling on biogeochemical cycle of mercury
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Abstract; Mercury and its compounds are a class of important global pollutants. Aquatic
environment is an important sink for mercury and also crucial sites for its transformation and
bioaccumulation. The interaction of iron and mercury in aquatic environment has important impacts
on the biogeochemical cycle of mercury. This review focused on the coupling of biogeochemical
cycles of iron and mercury in aquatic environment, and discussed and summarized the adsorption of
mercury to iron minerals, sulfidation of mercury by iron sulfide, reduction of mercury by dissolved

iron and iron minerals, effect of iron on the microbial methylation of mercury, degradation of
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methylmercury by iron, formation of dimethylmercury induced by iron sulfide, as well as effect of
iron plaque on the uptake of mercury. The future trends in iron-mercury coupling on biogeochemical
cycle of mercury in aquatic environment was also proposed.

Keywords : mercury, methylmercury, iron, biogeochemical cycle, aquatic environment.
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Pt AEA T, AR PR I RAHEBU R 20k 2320 2 s A K Y R B fh A AR K L T
INIBEET IR A AR T KA SR IAL B PR A At FEEREE 4 — R B R
( BIUTRE R A FERE ) ZE R P ISR 2 5207 2. 30k FUAR B SR IR R PTTER R AR S R GE R 13
K RASAEYRS A BUH AT R BC. BESERIT, TR IHERE T (14 S , oA R R AR e JEE e —
SRR A0 T IR A PRI S R BR A, R BROR TS Y In) AT K A7 AE

TEIRE 5 A TEALoR AT AR — M AR B U A, Tl — Rk oA AT E , 20—
RAR(Hg ) W aUAEAE  OF5) T AL AR E 1 MR 52N RT . B, B & WaR A ikl —
W ARAESLE BRI B DA, T8, R R ER AT RIE AR iAok | 43 R IESEA ok 3=
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1 KINESRE S Y3k L Z &R ( Aquatic environments and biogeochemical cycle of mercury)

IR IR RIER F I, H5 2013 4F & A0 0 2 BROR PRAlide il 11, 47 38 2 AT 1) i b S 3%
KR Giki ATRIE 3200 t; [AIEFERT AR 3700 ¢ SR UIME G il ol T4 25 R IR AR A T
THAFRRAE MK R OR 29 185 t, 15 e b i WIoR X 5t 4 i A= 7= X A7 (B4 & AR 77 X A 7™ X
SRR K PR IGR 2 8.3—33.5 1. bAh , FRAMIR AT S8 AR ik, D R BB B R Y
K. HRHE 2010 4FE 4Bk AR NG 100 S TR BEATTR. | 4 BR3P 0% R AR £ S B 7K A 3t 2 B 4T 1]
TP B R A 260 1. BR T LA L RTR , SraRAk 24 0 A T BB R R K AR R i EE R R

TR R R LG B X ORAYIERS KA SR F 5. W 1 s, 2F AOK IR
MoK AT 2852 — R S AL ks AL W AL Al R Ak SR R R R TE K
T Ak B A HLELAT A iy = R B T I AN R R & T K A o o, i AR JK iR s
AR A BRI ELER T 30%" . BRI BR  DLRE B B R 2 70% 8 )55 FRR B E K
AU AR K A R R S SR B PR AR L SR s A SR T R R A R 4 2 1T, AT R i R
TR | TR KAl KR ST s B2 20 R R B A R R ATk A A Ak R v R B R LR OF
i VAL /R R TASE /) )3 oy, 011 1 /158 A v A Rl O 8 o e 1 e 1 W .7 B ) 3. S € N1 )
Ve h B TCHLAR AT B — ZR 9 Ak 7 B A= e R A DA AV S oy T 1 A A i 5 TS A it T 28 3k v i 45 3k
B2, FRRUE AR A A W BR A 2 A 30

2 IKINEFER-TR A Wi Bk 4L F1EIRAI3E S ( Coupling of biogeochemical cycles of iron and mercury in
aquatic environment)

BRAEM ST e R P S AL T AL, EHER i) IR EENSEITRZ —. CARERY], ME
VI T VBRI R Sk AR RS RS T BRI AE W BRI A 0GR I X 2R A B 4 B A
HER LA G R A F B S IR P R R LA A B S . Hh SR RS kT LRI AT
PE B F ol B PIE AR, TS = Mol 8 IS 090 PR e A . SR s DL ik
LA WK (Fe,0,) IRERE™ (Fe,0,) WA (y-Fe,0,) FHEH" (a-FeO(OH) ) £FEKH" (y-FeOOH)
FZZERA (FeCO,) WU BRAR (FeS) (FEERH™ (FeS,) 4. W1& 2 R, A MI7E S e 5 KRBk S b i
r A e MERIVE . TEEEIX, =Bk AL mT ok s e il Ak W B R R4 (8 R B T
TALad ) il I [l I 2k W SR A A L 5 0S5 5 TR Bl A O AR 1T R A A st 2B W vl ) — ik
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Fig.1 Biogeochemical cycle of mereury in environmental waters
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Fig.2 Redox cycle of iron mediated by microorganisms ( modified from reference [ 16])
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2.1 FHR TR 0 W B

RV 5 K AR AR Rt 2 4 i T Y W AT B I T RE 7, % 4 A 43 BE R T R
A= HERTE 2 AE I B m B IRURA T BR T A WLIORLY) , K ARA P2 A Ak R A A R
Pt T W EE R Y K R ROR 5k B BT R vk B R ARG 2T I & B, B T A HLTAR,
JEE TR B RS B AL R ALt S AR O, X AT BB S R AR R W 2 1T A W B A 50 el dn, e
2 F— 15 Y X R TR Hh |, A P RS Bk AR AR SEE  PT3k 0.919"Y ; 2 [ R R 2 R A M — Kb i M i
PerhoR e B 5 kS TR B AR S R AR OC (1= 0.94) 20 5 SE A PN —Ab ] ISR FeS TUTE X AL A AE
Wil 25 R (NS HE 3% 5 FeS X v 5K (9 0 i A5 56120 Eh iR H2 B S2 00t B 7R, 6 mol » L™ 25 i W 1S U v
50%—60% R FEHH 3 | 1568 HCEB 735Kk 1T RE -5 R & MEBL AL (1N FeS) AHZS A, Tl 43 1 7R 1T REAE $2 1K
i P S R A B A B T S R AE BTAE R, I I B8 AR AR 7 5 — SRR e & TR, FLBR K P i A 2
R RIARAS Fe™ We B IEADE (r=0.61) , 15 1A M A HILASR M 2 AR G PERS 55 (r=0.54) %% $RIRBRIE I
—ERE PRI RS R SR 3h > — 1, A A 8 D A T RE R 1 B W BRI 5 55— Dy T
SR T A T 3 BT I BREA AT 94 PRI, AT A2 08 SR A B 3l 0. s D I 45 A S T A TR V8 TR
FVERAE—E 225, HR R Yol IR b vl S8k Sk Y B0 SR X — i R AR Bl R B S
FR A 1T S T Pl ot A B S (- 1) TR AR AR , 2B 1 FeS , I R ORI BUBR ALK |, AT axt g
FRAT LA FeS (A Bt R 20k iR

NS s He LI 71 X S ohs 40 25 ¥ 3% ( EXAFS) Mk S8 , Mok AE 4T gk R m iy
W F LA A ( =Fe-O Hg™) 53U 4% 4 ( = Fe-OHgOH ) T8 32, FWg B = 78 pH 4.3—7.4 75 Bl AH
IR [ VA TN /(17 & R 7 T W s ) A o et | < S 1) o 7 7 o e o
KA AR EN T2 AR B W5 A H RF B 5 24 29 %M BT BT KA | B R 2 AN AT S84 X
Sy AR RIS HORTE A AR AT -5 R Y HUE ATk L AT 56 P b A | — 0 SR A T 400 3 1 W B 777 [
PR TR SRR R 2 T 5 W IR AE 540 R i ™ Hg = —0.30%0—-0.44%0) "> | 13X N P it /K 3145
HEk- RIS SR BEE PR BR T M JCHLIR , 4 St vl Wi B R 3SR 7L R ot B R R A W e T
BERRAE 33X — W B IR N — S S AR TR | W% B 2o T R 6 AN [R] A ML (N 2 T 2% 55 R T UT0E ) 5 AE M
TR BAHASE Ak 40, Y SR SRATS Mt — o W2 o s T i 5 Y R 22 IR A A A 6T XS R Ain
(XRD) 5 X HEH FREIS T BIR | FeS X M 7 ity W B o A4 3 Ui (28 1—2) (B 7584 (20 3)
w24 (X 4—5) 250,

FeS(s) +H'——Fe* +HS™ (1)

Hg’*+HS ——HgS(s) +H* (2)

FeS(s) +xHg* —— [Fe, Hg ]S(s) +x Fe’*(x<1) (3)
=FeS(s) +Hg”*——=FeS-Hg™* (4)
=FeS(s) +Hg OH ——FeS—Hg—OH (5)

FHEC TS oK R HOR B T A TE FeS R (A1 5) , PRI He™/FeS WL LLAYIE N,
VR pH ARRREAR . AR pH AT R AV Ak, DATATRR AR Hg™ (B> 8 ey e o 4 WL B
B pH FEARINFEAR , EXAFS 730 s 2eid 2 JARZEAL, ook 2L He-Cl 8tk 5= 5 78 0 B T 2k
BRI A ST I AN ORAE BT IR

A7 B T 5 A USR] A0 S BE P M X AR AR, 107 —107 mol - L™ 58 T 1] 5 K JE 1 HeCl,
R A AN FRAE R Fe 10T BB, 11T 107°—0.9 mol « L™ B AR R ST 3 1 194 Wi o T g 28 JH 3 v e o
fEHE M RAE R BB 2T 5 BT R, A S T I AN R AE K A SR R R T Y
MR, CLR BR R WK A AL BIF AR He (1) -ClZ6& 4. KA BLBTE ERm Py — 5 1
o VR IEC R S 4%, —Jr T, KARA HLSTTE B 45 3 T 1) W B T 4 (AL 250 &1 r) W Y52 6 ( T 3
o) TIARHE T IR AR 05 50— D5 T, BV b ) AR LT Th A S B P 5 B8R ) (0 FeS ) S5+
Z54R LA Hg(SR) , , TR AR RAE i P 3 18 (1 WL B 5 B 7

R IFFERT PRI A P i) ST ORL P IR AT W B i SR IR [ S 2R 7R R 45 5 TR S 2R
FEROR B B AFRIF K FE T B oK m] e Al BOREAS 5 A8 1ok (4 h FAL 0T 3Kk 709% ) , I 7
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RL2E B BT MRARRB AT B . ZIRBIBURLSS & S Z M R KA 7] BERE AR R 1K < sc e, H
A RER SR A A BRI HAT BORGE. (E S S S b | 5 dE— 20 5 G R ORI 20 0 W BORE 45 5 28R ok
TEAS RN R A 53 B X ORS¢ TR 1 BT

FeS XF R (WL B T R R AR R A 26 1 T 250 ) AT a0 — 25 WA TR (0 Bk 4 0 R AR 0l
ERDT IR R 1A B B et R Ak T 1 D, LA TR VS Y X 1 2 A A AR R FH 2 ] 4
2.2 BERE WX R B

AR )T SR W B (%) [RT e A B R A AL 2. XRD R 7R 4451 T FeS AT AE IR 254
TR EAR G T RIBI A TRALTR , FER R 5%—50% ; T HE FeS, {716 F A UL 2] 7 L 4>
TEBEARNE T FeS MK SAMRFEA TR K , e tb R 1 109%—20% , R R WHAL ; FeS, %F HgO B
PR E IR E 25 F T R A B Ab 3R R 159% ). bl b, XRD 431 & B0 SR DR s W Y 7 FeS 1 2
J5 B AR R a-HeS 5 B-HeS, Hih HeS LBl ik 77% , HAx 23% 058 LAWK B — A0 SR i 78 XA A .
3—3R ) XRD |5 1 FE 73 H B SR BN MR FeS EIRRHAIAITTENIIA A, B-HeS & T 1Y
A4 . Hg LI 31 EXAFS S8R, 4R 5 FeS RIS , Bk T R WM 1" A Sh, EEZAE FeS
RML I B-HgS HIFE™.

PR B-HgS MY AE B, 7K AR b ¥ fif £ (0 ok B2 AR W 38 fin | SR WIAFAE He™ 5 FeSH )b Fe Y
(£ 6)5,

Hg’* +FeS ——HgS+Fe™ (6)

Wb LB RO AT R ™ SE 445G He™ , I I HeS Al #E S5 F 5 [ Heg™ 1,/ FeST,
(>1) BEIRHAAF T, B-HeS B4 A5 B4, He, CL, ( BRYE 544 ) 5 HgCl, - 3HgO (Bl 21 ) A il A
RTINS A0, A LI o 5 3 R0 50 0 47 7 T O FeS 2087 B-HgS 102k L.
2.3 EARPERR S SR I R 0 5

TR IAR  K IR vy T 4R A TR B A A PTRARS FbAS (] 9 S8 AR TSR B8 A, X K AR B
RV AFTERTER AT A T ok I AL 730 T PR S5EK R ep A0 Bk 1 56 B vy mT A2 sk o 30 D, o) 38 7K v i A
5 wmol + L' 10 pumol - L™ BRAREK , I SRNLARA T W i AR Mk BE TC I 25 A8 Ak (HAE HOBJG IR, ingk 4l
VA SRR AN IR 2L = 240 1R . SR s Sk i) A 3 398 v i S R A i, 2 )5 Bk — R
AR 5 10 T — 25 1 = A e B i RS TR A I B A AR R AR 0. AR, = k- PR B A
A& (organic acid coordination. compounds , OACC ) Y 7] A= Bl — A 8k DA K v i R 16 PR ) A FIL B i 3
(organic free radicals, OFR )] #— 204 — MR iR I ZAN R (X 7—10) s SULFERS , AL 3 5%
fiFEAT MUK ( dissolved orgamic carbon, DOC) S fbid 2 Hp A Bl A R 3k A i 3k n] S 30 ok A A48k (X
11—14).

Fe’*+OACC —Fe™ ~OACC (7)
Fe* ~OACC —">Fe> +OFR (8)
2Fe™ +Hg™ ——Hg’+2Fe™ (9)

OFR+Hg”*——Hg"+CO, (10)
OFR+0,—C0,+0," (11)
DOC+0,——DOC " +0,~ (12)
0,7 +0,”+2H"*—H,0,+0, (13)
H,0,+Fe**—— - OH+OH +Fe** (14)

75 pH 1—4 5 UVA SEIRZEAFTR | FERREK Al SR A3 I o ok , e — 0 B i 3 4 pH
FHSEDT L 33— B AT ' HE R LD < A PR S0 A ORI 0548 J52, 7 T DL Ol B R R A UVA AR
10 F5 573X 3 SR IN AT e 6 B B R i A= L — AR AR L (CO, 7). W R AR T 5 AN R
CO, ™, M AT 30 It s 589 T 0 35 R AR S 27

AU, KA B =R D AN B R SRR RESR AT S R ] e g R AR ADGIE R, T
EHERI SRR (PR HEE RO 3E  XaR R DG RO , AT HE R R IR (134 I



1436 I 53 1k 2% 38 &

TESONL A Y, A e Bt — 25 S ECE ok AL, R R Ak S, = Bk 0 it ik I
(e A T T REDY K™ 2 i A= i R R Al 25 S0 4 A 2 (st 15—21 o) | IRl ie B i
T P IA T 1 — A B T BB AE SR 14 3 I e ke 2 E AR .

=Fe"-OH+C,07 +H" «—=Fe"-C,0,+H,0 (15)
Fe ~C,0, +hv —Fe* +C,0,” (16)

=Fe —Fe* (17)
C,0,7+0,—0, +2 CO, (18)

0, +H«—H 0, (19)

H O, +Hg” ——Hg" +0,+H" (20)

H O, +Hg"——Hg"+0,+H" (21)

ity LR R B AR T (0,7) SRS A AL (H 0, ) RoRAYIE I A i A7 7E il — 8
WA R B B 7 5 A S A B TR R AR A IR HASRE IR ok

TR AT B AN IRIE IO oK. B S RG R AN SR 1 AR FH A B pH (5.5 8.1)57J(7FH
VAL — M Bk 2 (0.1—1 mmol - L™ ) BN 4G S, S2 0584 r=k[ FeOH" ] [ Hg(OH), |, i £=7.19
x10° L+ (mol -min) ™" I M ERAELRT W) b W B AT — 25 B s LR R 13 ST B SR ik — 3
PR A U RS A A R A R R A B SR 3 S A A R A O

FAR S R0 W) rh B8 AT k. ISR AR ANkl 5 | R Aok i it BsCaR s nl s S ik
TR A ZAN TR , [ i 2 2 55 1) i e i S AR b (28 22—23) 1Y)

=Fe" +Hg" — =Fe'+Hg" (22)
=Fe' +Hg'— =Fe'+Hg’ (23)

ARl ZERRTT T LER B PAKE A SR 5l ZAf AR | VA D5 o A i 52 e 2 T AR B o v 26>
R LI 1 X ST A 254 (XANES ) 534 2 B HL T2 IS, 0 422 2 A 28 R -/ SR T, SO0 = )
T SRR B R SRR A0 . BRI AT A R A Sl T A SR N T 5 I 2 e B
Vo pH BT IER - XGRS T RERE ST WA 3 SR B T AR U e T R AE W R R (1 I A5
PR IR W F W7 R St R b R TR A M R B = Bk Hg LITL 3 XANES L&
T R R AEEE FIREOLT , Fe' /B 4 0.29—0.50 FIREE 7] 38 5 M R A MRS (1
TERBETAAET , ZHoRME I (B ok EALK ) o5 B2 B h gk = BE g s - . gk
W Fe' /Fe B 2 M SR JFU R TRA — g 5

1T LA b Jt e AR P e — i R TERR A W) AR A W BRSPS IR R AR AT BIL BT 5 R A 45 5 0 BT A 1
IR JFAT FE B TR IR A BT LU 25 AT ok R Bl AR IE S AR Y A, Al WL B RE %)
ZANIRIIE JBAERR K AR BT ST A W BT rh B S OR A 2 AT 58 A T RGBT —
MARIIE G | TS JEOPE RS (2R AT PR 20% 1) — AN RGE JE N Z AR

BEAh  BRERS PN BT U7 R BR T RDRE AN R AL N BRAL AR AL, IR DR S AN ok IE SR
FMK . He LIIIﬂlEXAFSiF AARZS AE ARG TR RO R T BRAR AR AL SN, B8 — A
TRPE TR ZEA SR | 350 5 WRATH A — 5L DG X R 2 v 2240 SR (0 5 45 SR AR 9>
2.4 BRABUEYIR AL R

PRI B OR R H TR YR R A T A . SR R R Y hgeA 5 hgeB K&
PRI S A ) R SEAL BT e 5 1% T, R A oK R AL P AR ) R B B A ST 7 ik TR0 LA
For= B e 27 A — 7 2R R R RE R YL 2006 4T, Fleming S54RE T 3¢ BN — A 151 IA i U6
HH LA Jir A1 A 5 BH R A A AR T 0 o 4 P IR A J S P, (EL SR P AR P AU AR B 12, 3%
TR U A7 FE B0 5 T A A L8 TR R BRI B A 7 B — 2B RISV Hh 43 B T Ak A D T
Geobacter sp. strain CLFeRB , & B 50 % 4l i 15 32 451 iz 80 I I 5 B8 TR Desulfobulbus propionicus
strain 1pr3 AT AR T ILALRE T 70, WFGE 2600, IO A T R AT B R} LA e A BLEC AR Desulfuromonas
palmitatas™  Geobacter sulfureducens PCA'™"  Geobacter bemidjiensis Bem'™'  Geobacter daltonii FRC-32""
Geobacter metallireducens GS-15'""" Geobacter sp. strain CLFeRB'™  Geobacter hydrogenophilus H2'"" Z54J38 T
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JR A P RARBE S, T B4 B Bl A Shewanella FET H Bk R B AFEAE — € 41 ; Kerin 55
N HNBEH JeAk R ™ {H Si %5 &I Shewanella oneidensis MR-1 HAG 45 5 i ok FH KAk RE 1170

I 07 IS U6 P I A M A M B A 1 5 Y SR SR MR B T AR DG 77 o 4 7S o ik S i X ) JE U8 o
DLERAE Ay v 52 A 1Y) 4300 JE o T RETE oK Y BB — i MR . BRAE R 1A= 9 TR Ak b P B &2
A ZIURIE S 20w B IR e R I ARk B el ik SRR R BT Bk A A in A RT e IS e v ok i F Ak
T g VA B2 S ) A O e i 3 FEY A0 55 ol o i 55 J€ S0 i Vil S 3 v i A R AR B -
H A B 6 P A TE S R A Ak 07 2 R — g R AR SR 1) P 6. o) 2 R g e s s O ol A
fIRHRBE Fe(NO, ), AT E HF L TR A B, fH 24 Fe(NO, ) YRR F 1 mmol - L7, FF LSRR I3t 25 e
AR IR R W R, MR R Shewanella oneidensis MR-1 JIA 1.2.5 g'[f1 EARZRIANCIFN GRS X
HFRA TR X TR A FR AL N 1 g L TR AR 1) R A e i v 5 (H B 2 6T R A 8 k1
W, B REAL R T RS A T R WA 4 A B AR R TR R R B R 3 Ak T IS TR I A BR R
(A VU Bk DUBLAL =8k B Bk MOT R BR AT ) MR AR T R A FH 3R A0 ok e TR Bl 4= o
S AP R AAERIATRE S DU AT O (1) 1 i 752 R A e B8 48k vy i AR i B A D T4 114
TP S A AT R T o o0 ok 1 YRR Ak A [RDIE 25 o0t FY B AL i e R T A e 22 5%, HLfR R
5 Fe(OH) ;> FeCly> FriER k. Bl LB (Fe( 1) %) 5 H FAL U ) 52 P B B IEAHE (R*>0.9) , A
A HL T SZ A SR R A R A SRR . (2) Bk 4 A 3 AR K70 B AR T KT ) By T g
TR , T REAR T TCHLoR XS G A W 0 A 0 AT 25 | sk — 20 4m il 1 LA W D A, B 7 0 Jid , vy
S MR J A 6 5K 1) H 34k, 1a) B8 SR TS Desulfobulbus propionicus ( Tpr3 ) 1% 37 i ol 12 M i€ Y o im A
FeCl, , H 841 (107 mol - L™") HURETR = 1 43 5 AR ALY 1/4 5 173800 R UM 3 T4 S5 50 HE— AP E 5
Tk 45 AL (360, 720 g-m ) B HT ISR A K 1809 LA 1) R Ak 4 A A i R R R
WA R SRR A RRAR T S(-T0) AOIEHE I F il — 25 IR T faSOR MR A 56 . WIS 2 B, vk 8 11 1k
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Fig.3 Possible reaction mechanism of mackinawite with methylmercury to produce dimethylmercury

(' modified from reference [ 138])
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B H A, 77 3R R SR/ DU B AR A9 B4 T 8 S T e U AR A SR DU S BR AR AR R S
107 fF, B BRI i, 290 0.12% ™ MU &, U BRAK S F7 e F — F SR 19 4 it it 3 s T
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P R R, R V2 A T /K AE AR AR 2R, 27K A AT ) 3 07 s 7K RN JF B SR 5 3 i) L] 2 —.



73 IRFEFE A IR PR SRA  XoF 7i A ) M BR AL~ AT A A 53 i 5 2 1439

MRS R K AR 77 B A TR0 R BRSO 2R M. K R D — Rl 2K A AE Y, L
FPERIAT JCHL R 5 3 OR LA 0 b 35 1 R0 PR OK S bR 1 A0 80 1 55 — AR OR R B R R
PR BRI R IR, K REAR RIS T W B R B R S AR AR SRR B R AR TR R R KRR AR 2R rhoR
(1 3 32k L K DR 50 38 25 0t 8 py 2 3 12 T R R R K e AR AR A PN JEHILOR 5 Y B OR 1 25 BB S
(RS-Hg-SRE} CH,-Hg-SR) =520 ) 55 — TGt i s, /K e AR 3R Ak LAk 25 5 R B TR IE G
TS5 K R AR S5 R K A SR O | 38 IR FBESE BRF oi  a R A IR e 415 S (B | R ISR 5 ik 5 R AR
Hh R 7 5 0 B AR DG e A B I S S AR AR 4 A U RT ATE — 8 R S AR
XK R AR R A R i fe 2

At FRL 7S 2 0 ) K R0 SR MM A 5 T B 7). K S SR BB T 10 B R T ML R 5 R B R
(B , AR /K R XS TEAILOR 5 SR A WO 3z 2 ) L) — 00 4 - AR PR A 1 35 52 06 7 it i v
ST K AR AR R RIS TR R W B0 EL 5 i — RS AE — 0, TGt v 2 R AR AR = o R e 5
KR A S A AR (BRARER BT IR AR ) AT I - SR 1) B A R 1 e £l R T Al AR R ek
R B, AT BEAR TEHL R 5 P 6 R AE /KRR | 250 DA SRR K 1y SRR 00 2t el ] (it /K R AR 2
BRASE TR R, 38 T RS R RO 1 T 5, I PP B OR AW i 5 a7

3 #i25RZE (Conclusion and prospect)
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