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The Methylation Mechanism of Mercury in Marine Environments
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Abstract: Methylmercury is a highly toxic substance, its bioaccumulation and bio-magnification
cause widespread concern.In this paper, the source and removal of methylmercury in the ocean
and the mechanism of methylmercury were discussed, and the specific impact mechanism of
several conditions (methylmercury reaction sites, methylated bacteria, sulfate concentration, nu-
tritional level,etc.) affecting methylmercury production were also discussed.
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