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ABSTRACT

Methylmercury (MeHg) is the most toxic Hg species, because of its tendency to
bioaccumulate and biomagnify in aquatic and terrestrial food webs in combination with
its high toxicity to humans. Rice plant (Oryza sativa L.) has so far been found to be
the only crop that can bioaccumulate MeHg that is predominantly produced in rice
paddy. Once MeHg is uptaken into rice plant through roots, it can then be transferred
to stalk and leaves, and eventually bioaccumulate in white rice during ripening stage.
microorganisms play important roles in mercury (Hg) geochemical cycles, including
Hg oxidation, reduction, methylation and demethylation and absorption. Linkage
between rice endophytes and these Hg transformation processes remain unclear. The
rice paddies, including a typical Hg mining site and an artisanal Hg mining site in
Wanshan Hg mining area, as well as a control site in Huaxi, were selected for this study.
Traditional geochemical methods, together with microbiology and molecular biology,
were employed to systematically characterize Hg biogeochemical cycles in the three
rice paddies. During the growth of rice plant, THg in rice roots and leaves within the
Hg-contaminated areas showed to increase gradually, with no significant difference in
THg of stalk. MeHg in rice roots, stalk and leaves appeared to decrease in all these three
paddies as the rice plant grew, and was eventually transferred to white rice during
ripening stage. There were significant differences in the microbial community
composition of endophytes of rice roots between the three paddies and between the four
growth stages of rice. Random Forest analyses have showed that there were many root
endophytes that may potentially be involved in Hg translocation and transformation
processes, such as Hg reduction, demethylation, adsorption, and even methylation. Our
findings shed new light on Hg biogeochemical cycles within rice paddy ecosystems,
which is critical for providing for devising effective management strategies of food
safety and Hg remediation.

Keywords: microgeochemistry; microbial effect; mercury; methylmercury

accumulation by rice; endophytes of rice
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1.1 HARE R RIEIKE

K (Hg) 2—Fa R, HMi—ASFAEIRS 5 RAERN 2Rkt E S
RIS S, O EMBCE EIASE RIS . R DAL BRI AL E R AR 4
FEHEZAEF WD FUERMR RS R . RIFEME S RS RSBV,
HApHESR (MeHg) RFERBIRMAUEY), FRTEARFL T ERET &Y
B AR LMAEDBORIER,, AN IE S ET (Diez, 2009; Mergler et al.,
2007). NFE3h R KSH RS KIS IR I B KAEAS RS, Ellhiz
b DX f A FR SR Hh 5 AR 2H SR P K™ o S T AR BRORS el R
TEHA B AR B T — R AVE R A R I EIBR R A2 KRR A L),
L 42 ) R Rk A H RN 25 7R = A8, DA D SR 0 PR A5 PR 75 G BRI AR TR
TR, ZALCT 2017 4F 8 HIERA R FRER OKIEAZ)) K44 E,
T I A8 2 AR S5 7R 05 Y v BRI R T 77

TERR & B FA B R T G i) 8 28 55 7K 77 it i DA g e AR FR SR B B 1) E B4R
B S 7E BRSE fizs b [X, P4 A b (i v fe A TR 2 52 Hh k7 T A 2 S U £
P bnE (Bellanger etal., 2013). S5ERSEANFIZ, TR E PR 7 R R F R
TR 0 EEIRA B RIS YR KoK (Feng et al., 2008; Zhang et al., 2010).
RIS T PRt 2 )2 000, oKt iR EEAR ez —, &
HiE =02 ZIAD UK N E. BERFIRE, RECRHER FRKIRE
PR A . RERF UKL, RE ST BRI RS, SRS T B
D™ ARG K A B R B T I R ARk & & (Li et al., 2008; Li et al.,, 2011;
Meng et al., 2014a; Meng et al., 2010; Qiu et al., 2012; Qiu et al., 2006). £ [ HAih
TP IRTS Bl X3, CUnRIE ) 5 RRXT T 3 Tl i X DA K i B 3 R X
26D K FE H R P R OR L R & BRI (Chengetal., 2013; Fuet al., 2008;
Horvat et al., 2003; Liang et al., 2015), 2 7E K75 480 1) 2= I X 38077 H K
RS I — B R SESR (Liu et al., 2019). HUETT I, FEK w42 LR R —
AT IR, FEK AR 2 R XU ] i AN 25 AL !



1.2 fREAR 54

H 7K & B R R I LAK, [ bR b [ S8 A8 H ok AE VD ERAE A A T e T K
B LAE, WS T — RAVCEF IR SR . FEASE: (D FEH g
AR BT R B AN 2 R I AR B 3L FRIVE ] (Zhaoetal., 2016), fE
MEZXHANLEPMIEHEXREE (Liu et al, 2018; Parks et al., 2013;
Vishnivetskaya et al., 2018; Wu etal., 2020); (2D /KFEE FEMELE TR A FHE K
RIATLAIAN R o FEOK HY R ol 32 SRS T 358, b A () H B SR &8 /KRB AR 18
WIS SRS, RGeS TRK (Mengetal., 2010; Meng et al., 2011a);
TR 25, MRS A GKFEREAR N, b ZERTH PRSI BBk
FHRAC R ok, [ T /K FEE R A N &AL (Meng etal., 2012; Xu et al., 2016),
AR T AN L e — ok IR R B R 7y, R DR —hirokFiz 2K (Liu
etal., 2021); (3D JoHlok A R RAERGAK B 0 AT AR o Ttk FEAEAFAE KT
MR, i Ok E B TR K (Meng etal., 2014b). ZR1f0, XLEAEFEK
% H SORAERE H 3 AT 4l A L SR AT E AOKAEAE AR BLAGRAEREAR N Y
B AT AL S R TT, R TR HE AN K RE MR S5 W Rl i 2 4 Ak DL R oK i N KRB L
PN SN et 7/P ity Sl (SRR IL ] S S

EYNARE (BFENAMRE . WERE . NAERLEMAERES K4
TETEAE FRAE A ZA N 38 AN 51 A2 P A 230 SRR S A A4« TN AR R
W, BUEE R, MR, BIHATNLE, MR N A R IR . T
AR R s S BRI N AR B R BE R O AR B Rl R e A
Ja K, BRI A A RE R B A G, 1L RE B E S mAEYIN &R IR SR
71 (Lietal., 2012; Luo et al., 2011; Sun et al., 2010). &Iy A4 B A A L4
WA YRGB )R, P DU e ARG TR AR A A 35
A J5R RN A ) R o A et R SR e 0 4 S I USCRT ' B2 BB /T (Strobel and Daisy,
2003; Z 4k et al., 2018). P AETE -7k 7 I AW S AT OGHRIE,  BREGE
(Cynodon dactylon) . 2 i 5 (Eleusine indica) . & Z5 5. (Aeschynomene fluminensis)
A—FhSERHEY) (Polygonum acuminatum) 284 k70 B H K& N A= 40 T AN EL T
X AR TR ANNRT DL 25 52 i Y0 ok B B AN GURERE , [RI e it 7 i A
£ (de Siqueira et al., 2021; Durand et al., 2018; Mello et al., 2019; Mello et al., 2020;



Pietro-Souza et al., 2017; Ustiatik et al., 2021). KEWF 7 Ex, KEHNERETEEFE
BEZFE, FEAFEALE] (Proteobacteria) « JEEER ] (Firmicutes) Al ZE H
I'] (Actinobacteria) &(Ahmed, 2020; #H#:HE, 2010; 70 H &, 2018), HNAFH#
WA ThReEER . . . REEESEGMMEE A FERIHERZER (Idris et
al., 2004; Luo et al., 2017; Schlaeppi et al., 2014). 7KAEAJ LIS HAR SRR IS R -5
iz B M By, RIES IR ME— F oK W AR AR, SR K FE N AR T -k EL
VESZ I 7K A 5 A W ok 07 T T 78 206 A 40l o ok B T /KRR N AR CJCILRAR
HPY AR D BEVE S5 RN AR S T RE A R 7 3 JEC AT IR Ll SRR P AR TR R s e KRR
BRSOz ? AL R4 A2 KN AERES S T IREOR K&
7 TG i A 1A R R

BT UL AT TEE SO R DL R R, A e 3k M AR X (B M
A2 LRI B AN AR L 2R i G K A B DLSOR IRIX (B2 FAAEER ) 7K AR
HAE W TN &, BRGS0 T ED A ARl 255 2 2 RAE R0 7T
FB, EFRAN AR TS G X 380RG H AR ZS RS0 IR AV IR R PR FE AT &
Giwtge, B RIEAUKRE AR T OR B S AL, FRiE KR A KIS AR P A E
IR P IEL R AR RE AR A 1 A1 LT B RE VS S . AR, ZREPEANThRERI oM, A
TR A 25 EAE W28 4R H T K FE IR ISR 4 12 385K I R BK FEAR S N AR B, B
A FREH G KBRS, 12 BRI R . LRl R B S X TR A A ARG H
BB RGO EDI IR A a A BT S



B-E MR5ERE

2.1 AIRAE

T 8 o (0K R B I K AR AT, 4 2R EE IR AE, B e
ETREAK . BRI IR BB KA P A B ARV S A AN A S D RE RIS L KRR
PN A TR0 3R BT R A S S R K B A H R IR A 5 1 A SR R o7 1)t , AR T
H R AR 5 F AW 25 R kA 2525 22 2 B2 S 78 B, Bl 8K g ii
ENARRHEEAEN, FEIFRE 7T AT

(1) REEI LS RTRLBR Y R4 AT

T R RIS AR (R L 4 5 R o LI . L BKI pHL, DO Ay
SRSHEILSA, IR L IRUKR R A8 (] 2, 0FL BT R
G RRGASEAZA, IR LR TR 10 A4, DTHK R R
B RS AT
(2) A0 P 2 R 45 ML PR SR R R R 2 B B

IR AL AN [RIRE EATAS R SRR 7R 5 G DX Sk ) KRB W FU 0 5 R BUK R AR 78
WZER 2 DNA, 8 238 A2 1 A ik, Feid KR 2R K e i AR AR 4
VAR IRV 450 2R 2 REPEANThREMIARAL, R REZ /KRR SR #4128
AR IR KREAR B A AL, R T S KRR SR %32 1R IR AR

22 HRB#R

ST R PR RELAE AN [F] 775 YL S AUAS FH (R /K FEAR R 4 A B BEAT R AL, 456
I RHE AR BT AS AT A, B /KRG AR A AR rb AR S50 240 1 R B ) PO A 45
K. e ZAEVERIThRERIARAL, WERMEYI RS TAEMSS, $ 1 KRR o
I8 T BRI SCBKAB AR R 4 AR B, B 2SR5 H S /KRR SOR % 12 TR B R

2.3 KR

(1) AN[RIZR I8N AR AR B P A= T R v 22 R AN A 25 Th e S AR R R A K A
AR AR AL 5



(2) ZKHREHR S A AR B R R R S M 2 335K (R 52

2.4 AR
AT H FS AR BRI 2.1,

RiFFRE AT EREAE LR KAGER

! ]

A B2 XV -N- P
EmEERREEmgREEaREqEE [ ELEEY | ........... t .....
I ' 1§ P i
| k| A D % A

: - ]
2| & R Pl %
: R i

AKGARERPKBRFALAHEZ LML
A% fe 69 BACHAE

$

FI 7] % ve) AL AR IR OB S B R 09 R BEGR A

¥

BRRTEARGHRFANEBAHLEEA LS
AR AR R RS L N Pk &R
B RO FH e

K 2.1 BAREOAR LA

2.5 MR FEmMEREE

AR FAT A AT 3008 A DA S UR B LA N B3 3 Bt 41 5 1 SR R ok X 2
WA KR SR, AT A L 7 ANFIRTS BRI - ANRIZRS BRI AIRE HH oy
WHFE &R, G EEORIX (R JRFRRETIX (U5 MR (e, K
B, RIEOR X TG RRF AL s RIS RORIR T ZRRRDIRE, REHRIKEZA 10
mg/kg, FEKFERIGAE; RFRT XHTGRAAER: RITHOREE R, &
AR . KAV BEBKSE, A HRIKEZ>100 mg/kg, K FHEOR & B
s o DORTS QORIR 1 2R AR I RS UTRE, A8 LR SRR R L ARk B P AR

5



MRAE ARG A VYAS ] (Ara . el MRy, Ex =14
AR5 GRS R XK 7K A o o R SR R KRR KREfE vk (REERIE 5
ANEEREAD . Hordr, SREEMN AR dh 7075 FHXUZ 5 BT 500 mL 2R DY 56
L (PTFE) SREEM B ORAF R 7)ORBAE PR fol A5 SR b ] B b DR AR B e 1)
FERFEERORAT . Z )5, DA R B T o JIAE A7, 24 /N N7 [ S0 =
4°CURMREGORAT, 1T 38 KIEATERREAL S HORoR S BRI E . 1818 S25
N7 RE AR Z8 TR e, DLR BRI S B R HERTRL AN HeAt i e, 2 JaRe ik
THRRIKAREIR . ZEAH ORI R R d D AR 2085 R R IF 70 il x B &
PREE. Horb, — A8 FRn B AR RT G I T AR ERAL S HCRUR & e s 55— &6
IIAE G U /KRS A ZE T DNA ISR ER . XA it e L BRI . AL B AR 57
HE Y a, B SRR T5% BRI 2 0%t FH TS 2R IRK rF i 3-5 TRk,
P 5% R IRBAALER 2 73 BF,  fJm TSI 281K i i 5 UORIE TR ITH R . &
AR R AL B AL A B B T IC AR BT, I AR S AT R R e P B
fif (PDAD {35 77 L i 4 Y B i AR 4 P F) B R A 36 R T Vi 7 A Rk i
TR AR NZR PR PRI 28 80 K 20T 5 AP
TR EE T, T-80°CUKFE R R /A7, M T )55 DNA ISR 734 o
I M AT = IR E S E R

2.6 DR E
2.6.1 BUSHFIREESITNE

THER KRBT pH. I SR LA R B 2SR H A 155X pH/Eh 117
T BE VB M e - K B 3% TR BR R JR) AR VR FE I € (AR 772 (USEPA 1631 Al
USEPA 1630, 7€ H3AKAFAH LU it o B SR AT Ok o b il AR il g 42
MR A SPATRERIRR 0T S5 AT R b 43 A7 (10 o7 &l MR s 1), AR £ 43
BRI A S, Hrd, DL GBWO07405 (GSS-4, 590 + 50 pg/kg) 1E NI KR
HESFEY)F, L GBW10020 (GSB-11, 150 + 25 pg/ke) VE NFEMIFRAMES LY .

2.6.2 WA E DNA REFSEENF

KH DNA UG & E R I T -80°CUKAE Hh v IR TR AT I AE AL S URE ity o
5L DNA, JfR BB bead-beating 25 & K 5 BEAT B BE AR iR IURCR, $2



HUGf ) DNA T--80°CUKAR R R IR AF, —HB &4l Je ik Fr A ml ATl Fe, —
i F 1 Jm SRR AT 70 B o

2.6.3 IKFEIREP AL R RREIMAR

R B AT A (A0 QIIME 20 4% 2 23 A1 6 % I Fe BT A5 5 51 3547 1
RAEVE B30, BRERGHIER RS (s B Trimmomactic ). 7
SN S ST W0 e ShREERE . YR AL . Wk R DhRe = oty #F
A LERL AT LA SR BE R 7 SRS 0 M, W /R R AR P8 PN A T 1 EL AR R 45, 4R35 7K
REAR R N A T - K AR RO B i 3K A SR Bk



E=R BHESREPROEYIKLE

3.1 FEH_EBKBVIB{LFEFIE

BEE KRR (W —arBE—dhiE), XMIRIX (BIR). 1ikERIX (JEiR)
AR FERN X (PUGT) F&H & /KK pH. DO FIEFE2E % B, 0 H SR MK
& Bz BT (& 3.1 XA AT RE A AR AE A KO R Hh m) KA BT 2 IR 3R 70
WY AR, BUE pH T, AR T b &R RN, SEHRTE L
T, AWV ZEFRYRAAE R LR (W He) MAYE M (Hinsinger et al.,
2003). 1 5 224 58 73 WA (P RE TSR A2 32 A FH K f A 3 o R AE I AR K
WA FE, FRBCEE KT DO BT R, AT RUEEDX R AL (Mei et
al., 2009).
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3.2 FEHIERAY 5 T 4T

TEKFERAE KA (B, rBE. MBEREGARD H, WX (EE). +
PIRRX (JRR) AURFRT X (MU FEEZELER (THe) 5% 8RR
+ THg LR %% 5%, £ THe “FME GalD 43708 0.20+0.05 pg/g (0.13~0.35
ug/g). 10.77+1.89 ug/g (6.37~15.84 pg/g) 563 +56 pg/g (406 ~ 685 png/g),
YR M THe B (FER<IFE<IIYD (F3.2). Hdr, SHEMPUSTRE H 1%
THg 328 = T FRE 38R 5 5 - A FH T 33805 G KU A 45 bR i (GB15618-2018)
K H 33 RUS R {E (0.6 pg/g)-

FEH L= AR SR (MeHg) R fEK AR I 3 BRI, B /KFE
A, FrAREHE L MeHg BHAK, HATGIRFIYGEREH 115 MeHg BE fiH
i, i PUSTRE R ) MeHg WG R E 840 (] 3.2)0 Br 1 2r BEIATEIR FIYGIR
FEH R Z L1 MeHg .3 & THRPr -4 1) MeHg, {6i%. YR MPUSTREHREREZ L
FHRBR L ) MeHg )76 5.2 2 5 (B 3.2) . BRI =, PUHTRS I 3% ) MeHg

CFH41H: 4.96+1.59ng/g, Jilfl: 2.37~12.97ng/g) BEEHTIEE (1.88+0.62
ng/g, 0.724 ~4.260 ng/g) FMIGE (1.76 + 0.76 ng/g, 0.685 ~3.806 ng/g) FEH+
% MeHg, TiAEEMIGEFRGH -1 MeHg 2 [M L% %% . MeHg 2 TLHLK
(1 R AR R R 1 2 R L RIME S5 5, X B8F8 H 1 DO pH. AL SR
R Il AT L A 1 22 I R A RE R M E MR O 4K (Ullrich et al.,
2001), TfI7R 5 B X 38 H b B - 4 FR 5 119 25 FR 64 A FH AR PT R 2 T A8
+1% MeHg = LI R Z — (Wu et al., 2020).

5 MeHg AL, AT IR AR R A5 H 3% B AROR 5 EOKR 1 EL A1)

(%MeHg) BH7KFE A ARG, DYYuHE H 3% %MeHg WG % 840 (]

3.2). IR JHEAVIGTRE H 3% MeHg GEED 70514: 0.99+0.47% (0.34~
2.76%)+0.016 £ 0.007%(0.006 ~ 0.036% ) A1 0.0009 £ 0.0003%(0.0004 ~ 0.0028% ) .
FH UG RT DL, 48 R TR B R (R A B AR DGR R, T2 I A
el B R ZR BES2 M FE L SR B Al (Jonsson et al., 2014; Zhu et al., 2018).
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X (PR, GXO FUEFRI X (WUht, SK) 7 H L3R 1) 7 ARk

3.3 JKIEEMRLA LR RN R FE

ARG G X (RIS HIZKAEHAR . ZEATH i i) THg 25435 i -0 R X
FEE T ARG B0 S 23 1) THE,  Hrh PUGTAiE K H THe B, KiE
HHL T THe SEMEEESE . R>m>Z (8 3.3), KSR EH AT
AL (Meng et al., 2010; Meng et al., 2011b). {E/KFEAEKIEREF, XFHE X AL &R
FELHIKAE RO - Z2 AT AR /K RE 4 i B B i) THg, JRAEZ e AR R iz
BT B T ARE (] 3.3)5 X AT A2 X HE X ARIR AR H AR A ik B 3 4k

THRIRKEJCHE, KBTI RAIR, Fn EREE KA KRS AR LY
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3.3 ANFZRTS Y OKAEMR . 22 A THg A1 MeHg F) 73 A1 AL

BNV PTEL BRIk X YRR R KR AR AN o THg YR
FKRBARKRZE TS, 22 THg AR R X DY ST AR K
R HAR A THg BEE KRR R, SRR R SORIE T =, i
ANZE) THg £ B KRR KR T AR B (18 3.3) . KB AL 24 MeHg
SEMAAEE Y. R>Z>rt. Hrh, kG QXK STA G R KRS Z A
MeHg #5323 i TAEB KRN B ) MeHg, M PUST/KAEHR AR MeHg SR 2%
T YRR AL KRS MeHg . B 1 3ai2 KA EE MeHg B /KRS 2E B HT T =
AN ) MeHg WIZHT AR, A FZKTS R XBOKRE S A H MeHg FiKREA K
AR a8 5 IR M AL AU THe A2 Sl (B 3.3).

AKX L HORTSY™ E (Horvat et al., 2003; Qiu et al., 2006), 7 H L3
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A ) MeHg 2R K H FE K ) ZRIE (Meng et al., 2011b), X ELHSE S EIREA
PUGT/KFEARHE THe Al MeHg 235 T 0 R 225K . K AEIR R KR 2 A AT VS E
frBEREVER, REA RH TR K AEHR T, AT A 45 K B (R oL R SR AEAE
KFEIREE, RAM et N ERERRAZ (In=25)  (Tiffreauetal., 1995), 1XA]HE
AEYREA M GUKREZE ) THg MBI RF . LiEHOR X IR KA GEM
TREEE S TIRFRT X UG RIXIEIE (Feng and Qiu, 2008), 1M /KFEREE
T HIRSOR S AR, AT BRI K A i THg B8 7K R ) AR Kz T (1B 3.3).

IKFEHFRL S HEY THe W4 Ai . BkE>Ab >Rk MeHg Ao kK>
Bk >Ab . RIS G IR IR A DY KRB RIS 2H AL (Sh5. Bk A KD
THg 1 MeHg 35 5 3 /& X0 Hl X A8 /K AR L (1405 2 2H 24 7 1) THg A1 MeHg (]
3.4,

(a)

-~
4]
1

B
. Bran
. White rice

THg (ng/g)
3

N
[5)]
1

| il

HX GX sK
(b)
1.0
o
[@)]
=
()]
5
Zos
0ol M mim
HX GX SK

B 3.4 ANFERTG RXBUKTEA RIS HE (Ohoe. BRECARKD o THg M1 MeHg 70 A RHAIE



3.4 KFEXRAEEMIEIT
3.5 @R T KRG AE KR rh KRG - 41415 THe A1 MeHg HIZEYD & 4 R %1
(Bioamplification Factor, BAF), 1] T VP4 N KRR HIbRifE. XF THg Ifi
T, KRGS AL BAFme BI/NT 1, HIRIS Y (JRZEMPYH0) KAE % 42U
BAF 5/ T R IX TR K REAH R A4, W 7 15 e IX SoRg FH L3 v R 1 A4
AR AR AR . BbAh, PR A KFER AN THg (1 BAF ¥ T HARKFE4 L,
VEUIRLES X TH MR sk BB /KAE AR, TEEMPYGTKRERE%T THe [
BAF Y% #1352 K FE AR FI X THg (1) BAF SR # K, X AT REA2
TYRIR X A B IR B B ORAUR, KR ] LR SRR ICR , T8 B
AR T2 2 WOK R AR, X MeHg 1M &, /KRS %441 BAFMeng ¥/NF 1,
RIGYRXIE JFEMPYYT) KAE % 2L BAFwen 32K 1% HE X AEIR K FEAH . 1)
YL, IRARAREK, YU E3EP =25 1) MeHg Z/KREARIIRIL . 255512 fnt
17, &)oE%ETRK (Mengetal., 2010; Mengetal., 2011b). At IGEREAPILT
IKAEAS L) BAFMen $ KT HXF N A2 BAFHe, X HHH MeHg Lt THg R
B G KRR AL o
3.6 &7 1 KIEA K THg A1 MeHg 28 /K FEAR 3R 4412 28 e 4 47
(1% 12 40 (Transfer Factor, TF). {LIR/KFEKHS /3 H LU TFme BIHEIT 1; YFiR
IKAERR T Ht i) TFrag KT 146, HARMLN) TP $3/0T 15 MPUHIKAE &
ML TFrug $2/0T 1, B TFrig 22 & T HARA I TFrng. XEEE5 R3]
ZARM I THe B R A 0 KRS A S TFmene 75 7 50K, FEAAR.
AR K ORHERSK) BATHBRN TFveng, X WKL T RN AR I &
HAEH



o]

0

BAF of THg

0

o]

0.44

0.2

0.0

"

.075 1

0504

0254

.000 A

uupﬁ

0.04 1

0.03

0.02

0.0

0.00 4

il

Tranplanting  Tillering

Flowering

Ripening

0.06

0.04

0.0:

(]

0.004

l[}

0864

BAF of MeHg
o o
S [=>]

o
n

o
o

0.4

0.2+

0.0

L

|y

Tranplanting  Tillering  Flowering  Ripening

[ soil-=Root
B soi>stak
. Soil->Leaf
B soi>Panicie
. Soil->Hull
. Soil->Bran

[ soil->white rice

K 3.5 ARG G X KRR H K g A K 2 Xt THg A1 MeHg AP s 5 2 5L

TF of THg

HX HX
1.54 44
3.
1.0+
2.
0.5
0.04 04 H
GX GX
1.54 7.5
(=]
T
1.0+ = 50
G
[T
0.5 =25
001 00, B . &
SK SK
0.34 154
0.24 1.04
0.14 054
0.04 J j_.. 004 M d ; J

Tranpllaming Tillelring

Flcwlering

Ripelning

Tranpianting Til\elring Flowlering Ripelning

I Root->stalk

. Root->Leaf

. Root->Panicle

B Root>Hui
. Root->Bran

I Root->White rice

3.6 ANARTG e XK A A KR K A2 Hh ) THg A MeHg 4512 23
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EME KERIBAEENERER R HER K EREEROFE

4.1 FKFEARER P L0 B A B R 440 R B 7k FEAR AR IR UL & R B 22 M)

ANTA 7R 15 G IX 3 (R YR IR AN DU 5T K FEAR 38 A AR IR 1) o 22 1 1% (Shannon
REO WHEZEER, BEKRBAEKERPHLRESN (B 4.D. KEANER
HEFE LR, FEARRRET] (Proteobacteria) JEREW ] (Firmicutes) T
L] (Actinobacteria) WAFH ] (Bacteroidetes) FUZHEA] (Spirochaetes)
& (K 4.2), X 5T AN AHLL (Ahmed, 2020; #A4£35%, 2010; ¥ A %, 2018).

X ZAN X K FEAR P A= 41 B ORI S AR R — B I 2 5%, TUHLAE
IKFEIIPIA K BAAAE B2 (K 4.3 A 4.4), XATRER /KRB T H i
& NI AR S LR 4y, TEANRIRAE KIS CUnAS FIFERE AR I E ) FIAE
KB B 48 55 B AR AR BLTh RE (0 S0 ok 4 3L R A (0 ARG, AT 3 BOHAR 350
DA B A0 TR A TR 25 R A R Rk AR T X B i 2 AR 4L (Durand et al., 2018; Pietro-
Souzaetal., 2017; Ustiatik et al., 2021). Ebi, i B8 X AR (KK R AR 306 1 22 AR
J8 B FL (Rhizobiaceae )« 1B 5 Ml F} ( Pseudomonadaceae ) F1HL g # B4

(Oxalobacteraceae), i 7K 15 %< X I 1% AN PU BT 1 7K R AR 30 0 A5 2 22 107 sk 1 Rk
(Alcaligenaceae) WA E R} (Nitrobacteraceae) FZEMIFTHE R} (Bacillaceae)
R AEFRE R (Dermacoccaceae) (K 4.4a); 1E4E WIKAR R AT 52 10/ 3
N ®E (deromonadaceae) FIMTEHRJIHEFL (Comamonadaceae), TIAE7;BEH].
Fth R TR SO FOAR B B 2 A0 S IR B (Burkholderiaceae) . W 5: 0 32 B Bl
( Methylocystaceae ) ~ T tb #F B #} ( Nitrobacteraceae ) « 3% 8 F & #}
( Xanthobacteraceae ) « " 22 1 i #t ( Hyphomicrobiaceae ) H 7 3 ¥ & #}
(Mycobacteriaceae) (& 4.4b). Hr, ZEMUFFEEARL AMBERE 050 IR BRI
F 00 3 B IR AR 22 TR 485 7 B 3R IA R B IR SR (MerA) A MR 2Lkl
(MerB)fJ%: [ (Barkay and Gu, 2022; Barkay et al., 2003). 7= & £} ] 7] RE7E K F5

AR AR AL TS, AT PT R ] 8 3E AARB I TEHLR o
i3 B AL AR AR BT ORI, SRR E AR B (Chlamydiales )« J5 B8 K5 B F
(Archangiaceae) ZE R E Bl (Legionellaceae) THALITH Bl (Nitrobacteraceae)
Lk H B Gaiellaceae) « 2185 1 Bl Coriobacteriaceae) ~ %A 1% £ Bacillaceae)

15



B 6% 5 B H ( Desulfuromonadales ) < Syntrophorhabdaceae F1 H. & T B £

(Syntrophobacteraceae) 543 5570 1 T AE ) VT g 5 7K FE AR 0 M 1338 P i
THg M MeHg X (K 45). Hd, BRGIEMEH . o8 M E A
Syntrophorhabdaceae T+ ¥ 5 L5 A= W 1iF B BE AT TC LR B A L R, 7R 7K
TEMLET AT REAEAE R I B4k /E B (Christensen et al., 2016; Gionfriddo et al., 2020).

6 Bacterium

Shannon

Shannon
P

0"99\ < ¢® <8

<@

o o o

B 4.1 ARZRTGHXCR (FEER . SRR MIUGT) KRR N A0 o Z 1%

Phylum

W Proteobacteria
[ unclassified_d__Bacteria
M Firmicutes
[l Actinobacteria
[ Bacteroidetes
¥ Spirochaetes
others

Relative abundance

& o o

Bl 4.2 AFZRTGHXR (FEER . SRR AMPUGT) KBRS P A= 20 B8 VA 2H Ak



NMDS on OTU level
stress :0.183, R=0.3097, P=0.001000

(a)

NMDS on OTU level
stress :0.183, R=0.2665, P=0.001000

0.35

03 @Hx
®sK

®cx

@ Transplanting
O Tillering

@ Flowering
@ Ripening

0.25+
0.2+
0.15+
0.1+
0.05+

NMDS2
NMDS2

-0.054
-0.14
-0.154
-0.24
-0.254
-0.34

-0.35

07 060504030201 0 0102 03 04 05
NMDS1

07 06 05 04 03 02 01

01 02 03 04

i
0

NMDS1

Bl 4.3 AFPRTGHXE (FER SRR APUGT) K TR P A 20 1 R v 24

(a)

Alcaligenaceae

Nitrobacteraceae

Rhizobiaceae

Pseudomonadaceae

Bacillaceae

Oxalobacteraceae

Boseaceae

Sterolibacteriaceae
W HX
unclassified_c__Deltaprofeobacteria [Gx
WsK
Dermacoccaceae
f T T T T T T T T T T
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 "
Mean proportion(%)
Burkholderisceae
Methylocystaceae
Nitrobacteraceae
Aeromonadaceae
Comamonadaceae
Xanthobacteraceae
Hyphomicrobiaceae
Mycobacteriaceae [l Transplanting
I Tillering
Zoogioeaceae W Flowering
M Ripening
unclassified_o__Hyphomicrobiales
()] 2 4 6 & 10 12 14 16 18

Mean proportion(%)

0.001208

0.0002754

0.0005189

0.00147

000002257

anjead

002595

0001171

0.008419

002143

0.005804

00229

“ 0.0001351

0.04791

“ 00002832

© 0.0009986

anjead

0.001555

© 0.00008058

0002492

0.004863

0.0301

Kl 4.4 AFZRTG X (FEIR . SRR ADUL5T) KRR A A 2 1 FO v 2 R 2
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THg
wnelassified_o__Chiamydiales
Archangiaceae

Legioneliaceae

Nitrobacleraceag

Gaigliaceas

Conobactenaceas

Bactliaceae
unglassified_c__Epsilonprolesbacteria
Paanibaciiaceas

unclassified ¢ Sphingobacteriia
Conexihacleraceae
Syntraphorhabdacaae
Micropepsaceas
unclassified 0 Desufiuromonadales
unelassified p__Mirospirae
Alcaligenaceae

wiclassified o Myxococcales
Desulfiiobactenaceag
Syntrophobacteraceae

Rhizobiaceae

Caldilineaceae
unclassified_o__ignavibacleriales
unclassifien_o__Astinomycetalos
Sterofibactenaceae

unclassified_p__ Verucomicrobia
Eubactenisles_Famiy_XIll._lncertag_Sedis

unciassified_o__Chlamydiales

MeHg

Bacliaceae

Corinbastsnaseas
unciassifisd o Desulfuromonadales
Legioneliaceae

Arshangiaceas

Gaiellaseae

Paenibaciiacese
Syntrophorhabdaceae
Alcaligenaseas
unciassifisd ¢ Epsitanprotecbacteria
unelassified p__ Aeidebacteria
Nifrabacteracean

onclassified_c__ Sphingobacteria
Eubaclenales_Family_XM._Incertag_Sedis
Migropepsacese

Conesxibacteraceas
unciassiied o iMyxococcales
unciassified p_| jerobi

Xantham
unciassified_p _Chiamydise
unclassified_p_Backeroidetes

Planococoaseas
Rhizobiaceae
Verruzomicrabia_subdivision_3

MeHg

Acidobacteriaceas T H g
unciassified p__ Chlamyoiae
Erythrobacleraceae unclassified o Legioneliales
L T T T T T T T T F T T T T
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 & El 10 1 2z 3 4 5 [} 7 8 9 10
Mean Dacrease Accuracy Mean Decrease Accuracy

Kl 4.5 5K FEHEIR W+ 3% THg Al MeHg #H 2 B 7K R AR 35 9 A 40 B

4.2 IKFERABAE BB YRR 4540 K B X 7k AR AR AR WA H% 13 5k Y 727

X B DX AN R F 7R A X DY BT KRB AR A 2 FL IR Y oo 2 6 (Shannon F5 50
BHREZESR, & T L3R X YRR KRR N AE BRI o 2R, 75K
AR AT X = A DA KRB AR B N AR LB o 2 ARV TG A (1] 4,60
X AN XA KRS A AR L B TR (dscomycota ) FHHF B T]

(Basidiomycota) . FEZANVULTKFEHRH A AL B IR 251 T & 22 e, (R
5 YRR /K FEAR R P9 A BB B IE S M A TE 35 2 7 TE/KRBI AR KRR T, 41
SR 43 B HH /KRR P A B R (B T 5 ) TG S35 72 S, L3S 5 s U /K AR 3 7
BB B T AT AE 25 22 57, T HE S /KRR 9 A B I VA S5 i 5 3L e
IR KRR A AR AR B R % R (B 4.7,

Skt B DX PR (R KRB AR B 15 22 I SR IR B R} (Saccharomycopsidaceae)~ &
BR5ERL (Lasiosphaeriaceae) M2 HifRER} (Trichosporonaceae) ¥ 1#, 1MilUGT
IKTBIRERMAT % (3675 B (Sordariales) B ; ELNHWI/KREIR B B % 1
TREEN (Sorbariomycetes) VKaf5EHRt (Didymellaceae) . Jg: i 2B [ 52 F}

(Massarinaceae)~ 2% BKy @ F} (Filobasidiaceae) A1 Cucurbitariaceae, Tii1EFH
AR E A 52 BERFERE (Lasiosphaeriaceae)~ /NIFEH (Glomerellale) 1%
W 4N (Sorbariomycetes) F Trichosphaeriaceae (P 4.8) . i FEHLER A 4T KN,
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FeH . BEFEE R (Pseudeurotiaceae) WgIN T FEWFL (Thermoascaceae) &
JEAI BRI B ST AL (Magnaporthaceae) 2543250 I B 1 1] 8 5 /K5
R M 3 iRl THe F1 MeHg AH9E (& 4.9),

(a) Fungus (b) 4-

Kok

kK

Shannon

Shannon

& O
& °°
Q\’b
,\@5’

K 4.6 AFZRTIGHCR (FEER . SRR MIUGT) KREREE N A B R o ZRE0E

NMDS on OTU level NMDS on OTU level
stress :0.154, R=0.7112, P=0.001000 stress :0.154, R=0.0963, P=0.047000
0.5 - 0.5
: @ Transplanting H
0.4 @ Tillering : ™Y
0.3 @ Flowering :
@ Ripening
0.2
0.1
4o L —— N
~ o 0 ‘ (d
2] w
=3 8 0.1
2 2
= 0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5
0.6 °
0.7 4
0.7 06 0.5 04 03 0201 0 01 02 03 04 05 07-06-05-04-03-02-01 0 0102 03 04 05 06 0.7

Bl 4.7 AFPRTGZC (FER . SRR AT KRR A A2 BT R 7R 25 1

19



( a ) unclassified_o__Sordariales
Saccharomycopsidaceae
unclassified_k__Fungi
Lasiosphaeriaceae
Trichosporonaceae
unclassified_o__Glomerellales
Aspergillaceae
Massarinaceae

unclassified_o__Saccharomycetales

Hypocreales_fam_Incentae_sedis «{:

W HX
[ cx
W sK

(b)

30 40 slu Glo
Mean proportion(%)

[0

Lasiosphaeriaceae

unclassified_o__Glomerellales

ified ¢ Sordaric 1

Didymellaceae
Massarinaceae *
Ceratobasidiaceae R
Filobasidiaceae s
Cucurbitariaceae [l Transplanting -
[H Tillering
Trichosphaeriaceae . Flowel ring e
M Ripening
Sordariaceae -
b T T T
0 2 4 [

8 10
Mean proportion(%)

T T T

12

Kl 4.8 AFZRTG R (FEIR SRR ADU5T) KRR R A A2 i AR v 2 R 2 7

(@) unclassited_o_Sordariles
MeHg

Pseudeuraiiacsas
unclassified_f__Fungi
Thermnascacaas
Sscoharomycopsidaceas
Magnaporthaceae
Ascodesmidaceac
Cladosporiaceas
unclassified_o__ Conloscyphales
Ceratohasidiaceae
Archaeorfizomycetaceae
unclassified_o__Saccharamycetales
unclassified p  Zoopsgomycota
unclassified_c__ Agarisomyceles
Halosphacriaceac

MNectriaceae

Lasiosphasriaceas
Psathyrellaceae

Thelebolaceae

Paxiliaceas

Hypocreales fam Incertae sedis
Theiephoraceae
Sardariales_fam_lncortaq_sedis
Cordycipitaceae

Filobasidiaceas
Trichosporonacsac
unclassiied_o__ Glomerelales
Stferotiniaceas

Atheliaceae

(B)  unctassitied_o_sorarizies
THg

Psoudsuratiacaae
unciassificel & Fungi
Magnaporthaceae
Thermoascaceae
Saccharomycopsivaceas
Cladaspariacane
Ascodosmidacsac

unclassified p__Zoopagomycata
unclassified_o_Conioscyphales
THehosporonaceae
Lasiosphasriacsae
Archagerhizomyestacaas
Aspergiliaceae

unclassified o Glomershiales
anelassilied_o__ Saceharomycelales
onclassified_o__Hypocreales
Aganicacaas

Thelcholaaae

Sclerotiniacsae

Inocybacese

Paxilaceae
unclassifled_c__Agaricomycetes
Stachybotryacase
Malasseziassae
Gonapodyaceae
Minutisphaeraceae
Massarinaceae

Athaliacaae

Mean Decrease Accuracy

A A e S e e B e
12 2 4 0 12 3 4 &5 6 7 & 9 10 1

Mean Decrease Accuracy

4.9 HKAEH L5 THg 1 MeHg #H 5% HIZKABHE S 9 A2 B
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ERE FRERE

5.1 FELEIL

BEEKRAEK (G — 8D, XSTIRIX (%), HEHRX (JEE)
FEFRY X (PU5) FEH /KR pH. DO AR 58T N, 1M S 3R Mk
P _ESE T T 1X =AN X I30AG H 338 THg . MeHg F1%MeHg % i BH %286 5 (THg:
PE<IGIE<DUYT: MeHg: DUHT>{EE~IGIR; %MeHg: MUHT>{EESIRIR): iR
MY A H 3 MeHg F1%MeHg BE/KAE H A=A IZ W T, 1 DU S FH 33
MeHg F1%MeHg N & & 481k

AT G X (PR AMPULT) WK REHAR . 22 R ) THg A MeHg 347371 %
F T R X AE IR A KRB0 RZH 23 1) THg AT MeHg (AR, 2211 THg
MeHg: VUHT>TRESTER) . KFEHKHLF THe & EISMESE A R>r>ZK,
MeHg & & @3 iR>M>25 . Jki5 Gy X IR R APYST R KRR R & 2H 2R (b e
ERECARG KD o THg A1 MeHg #5525 i 5% HE X AE IR /KRB R AL (106 L4 21 m 1)
THg 1 MeHg. /KFEFFRLE 2 THg (534 A Bk >4 7e>H5K: MeHg 4017
N KSR A1 5%

TE/RREAE KRR, X XIEBE MR KRR RIAR . 2RI FE KRGS v B A
B THg, FEAEZ G AR KRR AoZ i T B TR o LiEOR X SRR Al
[RI /K AR R I THg 35706 % 7K ARG AR A R T, T 2290 ) THg MRS/
JRFERA X UG K R AR T i THe BB KRR AE KB T M, AR K AR K
PO SOKIET e, M A ZE R THe A8 AN KRG A K R rh 2SR
T YRR KFERRE MeHg B /K g AE KB FE = AR ) MeHg WIZETFRAR, AN
FRIGGIX K FE &L MeHg BE/KARAE K AR A 5 H X RHZH THe
AL A AR

IKFE S LI TR AW & 4K R 50 BAFTHe fl BAFMeng $3/N T 1, HF: BAFmen
BT HXE N ) BAFHe, VEBH MeHg tt THg PRZE 5 Bk R . FEIR K FE
KB R 38 R B0 TFmg B 15 YR K RERR T 6 TR 3K T 1 41,
HARMAZ T /0T 1 MVUHUKRE S AL TFg /0T 1, (2] TFrne
B T HARA LU TFngo /KAE & HLUN TPmene 28 FECK, HAPHR . BRI K
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(S HRHEK) BRI TFvengo

B o0 B DX AR 7 R A X DY ST KRB AR A AE ELR 1 o Z 4% (Shannon
B0 BT R HOR XY K AR E N AE BRI o ZREESN, X=ASARERTS
P XK TR & B R AR N A A 2 A o 2R B 2R, HAE
IKABAE KR P T R E AR o AN, X =N XK REAR S A A 4 1 T P AR 2
VA (VB VA 28 M AN 2H B A A — S8 M 2 57, JUHAE KRB DU AR KB BUAE B3 2
o KFENAEBBE £ E 2R, XA P KRS A A 40 8 AR )
(Proteobacteria) JEEEH ] (Firmicutes) L] (Actinobacteria) KT
I'] (Bacteroidetes) FIMENEARI] (Spirochaetes) %, T4 B N FHA T 2EH
'] (dscomycota ) FHHT W] (Basidiomycota).

B B AL AR AR 2 b T 6 K e PN A B AT A 5 ORI S A 48 R IR THg
M MeHg MK, FEAUFEELERFAH (Chlamydiales ) 5 T K5 b6
(Archangiaceae) EHHE R (Legionellaceae) « TEWFTHAF (Nitrobacteraceae)
Ji 4L B RLGaiellaceae)  £1I6 B Bl ( Coriobacteriaceae) 5 MiAF T Bl (Bacillaceae)
B 6% %M 5 H ( Desulfuromonadales )« Syntrophorhabdaceae 1 H.E AT 1 £}
(Syntrophobacteraceae) %55y ICHIIHAEY), YUK IEFTH . BB R F
( Pseudeurotiaceae)~ W&3\THEH Bl (Thermoascaceae) BRI BERHAT E JRE 5%

R (Magnaporthaceae) %55 E

52 @S RE

AT S AN R R 75 G X Sl e HH A2 45 R G0 0 2R 1 A P s BRAK, 2747 2 o e g
ATHIEGE, EBITERAGXS L3 R RN 18, JCH R /KB AR & P9 A2 T 1 X 26
AR PER . LR AR IR TR IRTE AR RS R G0 POoR M AP R {0 2
EF AT BB S AR, FE AR RS RGOk I AE VI ERAG 2 PR R AR B %
TKAE A AR B MR 2 KRR A R R TR A5 M AT AR S DA IR S 2 21 JIRAT AR A8 06
BE P9 A TR RS MR KRB R 135 rhOR IR ISR #6322 AR LB A4 2 KT N AR
HA2 T2 5 ARMIESREA? X5 0 AL M A . 7E3 T ORI TAES,
e L SR B OB [ AT R GRS BARIR B 22 A AR5 BB v 1 i
BRI LR I AR 48 S
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B

FIEP+, ginA. M CHE T ey BT LIRS R R
ARG R . BA5 230 r, SrRE%ENT, BBERZ. BFIEZ
A IR NAEAR TS BRI, 78 B AL RS AL AN T (4T HY 5 25 35 B AN S ¥e . 7 L
A —— I R L AR R 5 AR R RGO BIASCF IR R A 20T, [R5
RNz

WG DR Z I C 2 24 40T (2009 ), HRFERZ N g HAE EHRk 20 2 i
(R o AR BRI A — AWK B A AR T, AR FT 28 B S L
FHIRHIZR I o AR5 20T 52 N B R A A o 2 i AR b, IR ERAE 7 S1 H
TR TH 2R, AT ARBIETTT, AR KRS BT I B0 3 B ik
WHEN T RBHERT R T, XA T R A Y, R 2020 4F
12 IR e e [E], 2R A L J5 10 B 4 OM IS I 24 . RS ORI &
AR, R I AR KON 2 e 3 N A i AR 4 ) LA N
o HZIRZ SRR ISR R SCR R BRI . IR A+
BV 4R A B 58 B o i < ) HR s B o [ [ SR Je A | [ X R e O R IR
BRI AR TAERNE, BHE ZIMM &5, ERNAE P& MEZE 7O
REFEEITT I AR TR 1 SO B S 29T would also like to give a thousand
thank to Prof. Xinbin Feng, for opening the door of mercury science to me, and for the
great help and support to both Haiyan and me whenever we need you. I could never get
the opportunity to study in Sweden without your support”. X HL 3R A F— k1) ks
2R, LEIRA L2 CLIRBF AT T ORI TAE M Z b7, AEAR K B%
REEM .
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W[ [ AR 2, AEARTE AN AR B3 SR A G N . R UEA R Z A1, Im
SO HIRATTAI 2 AE AT R & A PO R B, AR IR B NTOR FE i X BAS 5 B ',
S BRI TR MR 2R X A H 1 LR RATT

IR BRI 2 I SCRERI G SR R IR, SR URIITR KB R A1 3045, A Re T e iz
I AR, Il S EE . B IR AT % /) Danny, ZUR1ERIRAG TN
SORRIMRAS, 1815 T AT 2R % RBANRTL, RS Hifls, R,
R T KU B 52 1) =1 atte— BEOR (1 K T SERE  BRERAST H i o s R R
AEEBEAE R A JEREH T 2T 5 7=, Happy Wife, Happy Life!

EEM
2023 # 8 H
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VR ) 73 S Ja B TR) s R IR A AR S S 0T TR

fe& b
EFM, F, LM
BEE:

2015.03—2020.12: -, i #if L K 2 (Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences)
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