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ZH 5 (DMS, dimethyl sulfide) /2 ¥ 5 HE R o5 A8 B b A7 04 A= I8 6 A4, HoAe KA R & b 7=

fE A% 7 | B PR 4R R A6 RS A2 AE, BT TT DMS & o 3R B AR R R 2 — . W L5 SN IR i #5 (DM-
SP, dimethylsulfoniopropionate) #& DMS JE il 1) EZHI K XL G WAE I R ST | 2 4776, B 2R L2 IF Y
DA B /0 S ik 0 4 T AR 00 P R ATV PRV R . AR SCEE IR T SR BT 1 DMS 7R AR RO W2 R M T R IR A
6 NDMS A A S RE R L B ddd D dddL .dddP .dddQ.dddY .dddW /v 23 1 T A1 4 i i 2 11 52 2 B M T 1k
FRAE. )R ST LRAMRAEBE i DMS P2 RUE #) M DC T 8 3k R B 25 43 A S W S sl 28 kAT T i .

KA
FESES Q939.9; X172

— B B (dimethylsulfide, DMS, 43 T & H
CH;SCHy) 2Kk h ik EE S i F 8 ik i s
VERMARAVGRLY . KT DMS £2REF
VR TR R S P T U R A R R R T AT K
F)Z MK ) DMS Ab T B2 i i FIR 2SS g LR
E Y (0. 6 X102 ~1. 6 X 10" mol/a) % i i —
A KSR DMS (5 97 A i R R 1955 06 ~
806, i 4 Kk K AR i HE IR 9 5020 LA . B,
DMS B\ &7 BRI A P i R 5B
L5115 7 2 B 7 N VA

M DMS 19 8 2 M 7E T DMS HE i 5 <%
A A Z 18] W] BB A 7E BY £ R Bt B . 1987 4F, Charl-
son ZE R — i A . Y DMS #EA KSR
YA AL, HAA AL WIE U I B T = BE 45
(CCN) %k i ; CON By 3G mfe m 7 = )2 IO 3, fiff
SEER AR/, DT T T IR = N R
Andreae™ AN, WHE DMS B9 8 #4846 1 %5, 8k
FR°F- 47 I B K 2 AR Ak JL B IR BE . BF X SR W, 1V
DMS {1 ¥ J32 B BH 8 36 o 52 0E AR OCHY S0 R T 4R
SPF - 18045 IR KU B T R AT A 3 DMS B il it
BT . %46, DMS 7 4R B9 SO IS JE CNN
1 B LR Sk, HL AR B R MU R R AR

Yo BT . 2012-11-28

T, W RSN NEL; DMS P ddd SEH; R A S R G
XEEARIRES A

XEHE 1000-2421(2013)05-0020-09
DMS 5 S A% b 1 [ 25 %8 U0 AH G, R T i oA 42 Bk <
AR R I E 22—

1 DMS FERHIEZR 4% DMSP

TV JE DMS fie d O E R B RCIR, K2y 80 1Y
DMS 3k A7, I8 A 20% 19 DMS 3k [H 4578 H | [
FURIYR L o i — Y 325 3 T R 14 46 (dimethylsul-
foniopropionate, DMSP, 4 F 3 (CH; ),-S-CH,-
CH,-COOH) JZ&ifF V¥ DMS JE 1% 5 5 22 19 R U5 Al
AR, DMSP H i i v i) — 26 77 e Al 4 L 3 25 it
A Y F A, — S R 0 P B R 4 DM-
SP, ¥ 7] &35 JLE mmol/L,—86Eh A Al ¥y in Kok
B AT B W B ) DMSPYY . DMSP A A g 4 il
B3 R T A EAR B EIEAET
SRS = v Ao et @ T A B 7
K, DMSP i mJ A Sy $ S48 IR TR R 1%
TR RIS . DMSP 2 i 7 b i) 5 2R IR B i,
e EXT DMS Bl BA H R, — H DMSP R
TR R v L AR PR 2 WG A W R A (A T
S — TR A W BE R fiF DMSP 7742 DMS, H i A4E
Y5 DMSP #4674 f9 DMS (5 48 1§ 7 DMS &
PR 90 % L |,
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2 fMEYIK3) DMSP it =4 DMS

LIREAEREAL K 10 12 « DMSP, 1fii DMSP #y
REff AT 2 ik, FEAMUEY IR BRE— 2
EHIALZE AT AR DMS, Bl DMSP £ i 2
FI DmdA 5545 R T 20 fff o B B, DT 3E A3 553X
FIBRMAE RO, B T2 DMS AR
&, Ho—J& 7 DMSP 2L i i i 7 1 T . DMSP 24 i
7=k DMS R M 1 A B FU . B AT R R
i E YOG T g 6D R I R dddL . dddP,
dddQ.dddY .dddW ; J: — A6 Z LA BE A 55 % il
DddD I /EH T , DMSP % % fi# 3 7~ 4= DMS il 3-%2
FEWmR . A EEMNE BT R AT S T 2 AF
TE2 FpAS TR (9 3 42 F 43 #4818 DMSPY

UEAE R Bh2f T AR & R 4R 2 BRI 1 0
b VA b 55 IR BE 43 B AR A9 £ 0K BE A8 & ff DMSP Jf =
A DMS 40, #r o8 B A Ddd' (DMSP-dependent
DMS production) 3 B (%) A= ¥y . 1l 41, de-Souza
LN ER B M TR Y R 4y B A5 B Alcaligenes fae-
calis M3A, Ledyard 2" M\ Ty 2 i 165 1 7K P 2 B 15
F| Roseobacter sp. LFP, HEIEH MY DAd™ 4= 9)
T 28 2B, SR 46 K Z 508 T8 JF T8 0 40 T, 3k 26 1

PRFEZRA oI H W BT 7 & (Roseobacter)
FIELFF i JB (Rhodobacter) , B-28 P4 B 49 19 7= 08 1 /&
(Alcaligenes) s y-"% T8 T8 49 1) ¥ v 50 i 18 & (Mari-
nomonas) ML JE (Pseudomonas) Fl W ¥ ¥ 0
J& (Psychrobacter) » e~ % & T 40 B9 = T ¥ 0 J& (Ar-
cobacter) Fl -72 J& T 40 1 Bt 5 9 B J& ( Desulfo-
vibrio) . BUHRAT B 20 B A5 W K iz A AE I
AR TP A 0 2 16S rRNA 3[R AG: I 35 BH BCBE AT
PR AT 5 T 30260 WF T NI b oy 2 44 3
M2 B . o 0 R B Spongiobacter, Arhodomonas
Idiomarina %5 )& UM €35 FAZ G I 4R 25 SR 3R B,
XL 41 TR L RE R i DMSP 7= 4 DMST 4 Az 450
)2 » Kirkwood 4817 & 8, M 8 (Aspergillus) Fl#
J) % (Fusariuwm) (3553 15 bR 7] A 1L BE A [ il DMSP
7= DMS,

3 DMS FHEFEFHXBEINGEEE

HHT, 76 Ddd " 40 58 H & 91RT 25 28 1 6 A OC
I fig 5 W dddD. dddL . dddP. dddQ. dddY .
dddW , B4 5 i A [\ 19 38 42 4 ik DMSP 24 i
FEA AR DMS, A A SFnR (D,

®x1 EEMEATDOMSPHEEAR
Table 1 Enzymes that act directly on dimethylsulphoniopropionate
N D Tk /k 2 F
mEn DR AP e L St SeluAE
Classification of Molecular Degradation T
Enzymes X i Distribution Other features
peptides weight and product
DddD  Class lll Z B4 A 93 2 f# DMSP, £ Wl FHAME « BATEEN &A1 AHHKEZMN Class Il
L7 x % DMS # 3-HP (3-8 H@EH REZMAAET v B A BRBIEEmEN. 5
(COG1804) HENIR) AL M ddd . acu % 3% K F 1
— I A R
DddP  M24B Jifi & it & 5 50 A DMSP, A EEAMERWATEEMN  gifl)5 i DAdP &E A A DMSP
Bk B 4 B B K K DMS Hl T 4 2 W M AFETE T “Candidatus  ZfR GG VE (D2 %A 4 )8 4
(COG0006) Puniceispirillum marinum B
str. IMCC1322”, “Oceani-
monas doudoroffii " Uk N —
T FL
DddL KA 26 i DMSP, 4 R TR IR RN E BN HR B S A 1A cupin-
DMS FI 7 1 2 HOEERBITREIRME  pocket 5K
DddQ KA 22 A ft DMSP, A WL AL A £E BB AT B R A BN OR B S 1A cupin-
DMS FIA 5 2 T pocket %5438
DddW KA1 16 2 DMSP, A& R (U0 AR 7E B AT BB A SRR A 1A cupin-
DMS 114 i B2 o BALTE 2 BB P I pocket £ H 4
DddY KAl 46 (iR 2 fig DMSP, A i FWAE By 0.« HEANGAH B NIGFES
4 :43 ku) DMS 14 4 8 [CECEIE LY Jk i JH i 1 s 2 5 F R DMSP

Shy W — ik A A S R TR 3R 4
TE—2 . HLH 5 2 % 40 g (0 R
4 PR AH 48

D#PE A COGs Data from cluster of orthologous groups of proteins (COGs).
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3.1 dddL A+ 5 DMS =4£i& 2% DddL B A
JUTHE R, — B ) 12 8 2 AR 3 DMSP 11
DMS 7= A & 42 52 . DMSP 78 1 #“DMSP 221 il ” 1Y
YERR B DMS N M R Aot + B2 A X I D fig
L — E RSB %, Curson Z5 9 R o [
Y € ) “DMSP 2L i [ 7 g Y Bk ——dddL.
dddL 2 N JUBR I 20 FF 13 8 40 0 rh & 30 09 87
R H g i 7 ) DAL 2 F 2 A DMSP 24 fig i 1) 5
M. DAdL . B7E 20T B RS [6) Fh s g O g
20 P B8 A O BRI VE o8 T TR A R B L T R A T
. B ¥ M Sulfitobacter EE-36 W TL 3K 15 T
dddL H N, H DddL 2 Bk ¥ 51 g% F o 1t I 5 A
DMS J7 A= Ak, I 358 26 T PR 11 7 02 R 1 F0OREAT I
REJIMY . dddL 16 20FF W BB AN IR bk b 2 B
B AT AR R BN B AR A T X Sl kAR B AE S v L E Bl
J R A vl £k

P HE WU L Sulfitobacter EE-36 ) DAL £ ik
HA 223 ANFRFE AN o3 F i Ry 24 714, 55 HL AT
8.3, Blast iR . WA X5 DAL A B & 1Y ¥ 51
FAIEE B B NI BE 22 IR (Ce-value<<e '), i A%k 14
“Phyre” fI“HHpred” /3 #T & 80, Br T 1 MMEGE 1Y 55
BE2s A8 3 2 4, DAdL %A B B IR X . 5
DddL AHARLEE 55 e 1 85 T, & A7 AE T A & Pk (R
o @ T LA R ED R B 2 K. B,
DddL J& T —Fpr B EE % G, € 2 s 142
HIYIRE R Z K, T ST T AR K 2%k, DddL
F VR AL 38 AN 35 48 461 A0 J2 75 5 AT AT 4l R, 1
HOEVLR R IRE S = BRI e REM . X
BB ST K B a4y DAL B, R INIF ST 45 BAE
52, DAL AL E DMSP 24/ i . 38 7] fig B HAlb
iR, TS dddL 5B KB FFE L DAL
o178 LA A Oy A2 2K DMSP (19 9 4 TR JE 1.
WEFEH e Wr, 10 & dddL 1Y B Bk 320 A AL S ¥
DMS 1E R E I . 5 2 1 24 DMS FIN I BRAE R
&5 50, B AsSAET Z H.
3.2 dddD f+SH#) DMS =4 &4 % DddD £ H

X —Fh s A A DMS P2 AL L ddd D
P 1) 2 B 72 ) ——DddD & 55 — Fh I 24 Y “DMSP
HIHE . dddD M dddL e 4998 5 DMS B
R TR A FEAER. WTREME R T Z R T
“DMSP 24 fif ity " 76 A [5) 40 B b 2L AS TR R 0 % 81
FlE

dddD H:H H R I MWYLL 4y
BARAFY . MWYLL bR 4> B H = DMSP 19 8% 1
W) KK FARBR 3 . ddd D FE R B A S0 58 45 3
L NEVGRZ AR MAE N FILA F . 58— UFHR
A dddD 1 DR AR AR 37 T 4T Rk,
AT LLSE 2T K AP B Ddd ™ #5555 —, DddD
HARRE KB UM A —HIFKY
DMSP 2. DAdD 14 55 & 7] U5 9702 K F 18 1
CaiB H M, HINGEC H . E %S 1 4 Class Il Z Bt
fitt ARG, TEIRSE LM T . CaiB E S K i L+ 32
KB, CaiB BB 4 S WEAH TG A H B A ., CaiB
SRR R H A EE A JE, DAdD K2y CaiB
KNI 2 F%5, BA 1A 8 X250 . R v fig
B 1A RART, Bk, B 5 D
DddD AJ LA i 43 £ Bt 4 B A 4+ %] DMSP, [A]
CaiB B AL D REZE L, AT 51 & Bl S5 1) DMSP 24 fi#
1 DMS Beaig, % =.,DddD B [F Y 1 AE Si-
licibacter pomeroyi DSS-3 F Sagittula stellata
E37 . X 2 BRANEA AR )E TAR TR AT, REL R
B, EfTWEA DAdT RA, S, A ALY
J2,DddD W [FIR YA 7E T 2 BRBEAE AR L, e T
R RE 5 DMSP AU A B R, BESEEN
S LI 2 BRUN TR 5 SRR K AE A EAER .
1AM B NGR234, 02 1 Fh ] JE i [ 2036 4 i
M) B AAM B . 5340 1 A0 B8 Y B 49 40 7
Burkholderia cepacia AMMD, 2 %% - # 4 # br 54
A 1A A 5. 24 NGR234 il AMMD (3
B Z dddD W Rhizobium F Burkholderia T ¥k
B A1) 32 B Y DMSP i i), ] K I 3] DMS 1Y B
. HX 2 AR 4 R AR e 5 4 A DMSP A= K, B
TAIARELL DMSP 1E i — i I

WM A B SR E L DAAD 1Y [ IR 8 2 A6 7 R
A TR CRI - B-. y-78 JF B 49 40 1 ) 5 3 5 2
BN dddD ZR S E R — 870 fER % X R
BEm I TR T AT R A KPR . A — S S SR X
— WS INAR R NGR234 1 dddD #7ET 1 K
JFORL b L TR Yk D AR, dddD E A bl
U B F I — e g i p BB R R R L LR
VIR TR Ak, 6] a0 2 fk & 56 B 4Ll P 19 4 i, 7
S. pomeroyi DSS-3 WAEFE ddd D 3 03R4 ¢
Z T E U E TM1040 R EIBEEH dddD FEN



CHRE| %

N7 YRR TR R AR T e H D) RE S TN 5 0 R 23

3.3 dddP + 5 DMS =4 &% % DddP B8

dddP FEH & 2009 K& IME S5 Ddd ™ F B
MRS, EC MM E D, dddP Z 77 T 40
FFE B A0 BB AT B 8 (Roseobacter) 41 T8 . X Fi 4 1
T2 A7 T R0 U K T HL R i £ i R AR
HARFE e & W 3 72 4k DMSP, 5
BAFAE— 5N £ 4577 DMS B SEERLE D, —
SETR BRAN Y g K DMSP 25 B 5L A6 R A i H fig 6% 7
Az DMSH 2 ddd P 19 % I Roseovarius nubinhi-
bens ISM IER WM. B T4 o ISM_ 00170 % [H =
Y DmdA &AL E iR, SN B 2
A2 ZANR ) DMS J7= A i 48, — 4502 AR e iR 1Y
WKWt dddP 1) DMS F= A i 12, 53 5 — R AEZ 5 1)
W A5 8] T 5 (R dddQ FEH i) DMS 7= A
waHEY,

PEAE2, DAAP £ K 4> F i & A 50 ku, fR
A e T 2 22 K 4 R 8 K (COG0006)
2SI B AR B RE DD I i W A DL R B
L AR L M24 4 JE KB IS 07 4 DL B4
A48 GEE N Co,Zn 5t M) i 71 5 4S5k 3,
YITE R. nubinhibens 1 DAdP. H i ik 4= #) v 1)
DAdP [d] P54 i 4b FARSF . COG0006 F i e Kk i H.
ZFE AR H AT AR 2 S 1 1 5t TR LA
LR — AR AF 5 2, 1T L 3 SR A 9 R R 2K
6 4n LR i . & 09 25 4 [ 5000 () DAdP 43 AH AL, R
B —REERAUAE 20 % AU . B Ik, DAP AT fig
R M24 ZIKEER 7540 1 AW R B EH T
LRI (9 4n DMSP) , SR BLAE WK DAdP /Y
DMSP R 5 HL I A i #2020, L R, nubin-
hibens B DAdP J¥ 51 48 &K o A4 Wy 3 D5 41 K0 B8 7% o
— LV VR LT AT BRI A P R B R O R B I TR U
YICRIERR K L >T5% MR BEfAREA
Ddd" % &, 5t 2 [ 2 M 5 Ddd™ 3§ B 5 % A
RPN BRI Z AN, A A B S KA AL 1Y [R] U
Y OHALEE 47 %0 2 A Bk AR o 18 A= iR 98 1 MAFF
303099 M9 mirl214 FEH =Y, (B 2 Z Wk & A
Ddd " &,

A N WA 2 DAdP [R5 2K 0 A7 78 T — sk
FLTAAHEN A P BT . K i EE RIB4O A il 4
NRRL3357 &5 & 4 [7] ¥ % B (4351 5 BAE62778,
asfl_08468) ., AT & MY & A 7~ WA LB Ry 100 %,
H H A5 R. nubinhibens 1) DAAP #8 1l F N

55%0 . SR, A4 S5l 5 L 2 o 2 DA R 0 il 8 17 35 R 4
D dddP 3, 5 — 002, oKkl E RIB4O
TE LR R 3R 5L b AR R, DLBERE R Bk U5 4 i DM-
SP, 237 £ DMS, 1B 2 #4) 51 il 25, 28l 25 WA fE.
S K A RIB40 BE R DMSP =4 DMS, {H H
W 22 R BELL DMSP 1E Ml — A K . DAdP (1 [\
VR 2R 1 R RE A A7 72 T 9k U0 8 PHL B9 00 28 (1 B4l
W R XP_389272 it . 53 4h Bl JI R ccl9 Bk
J1% Fud2 B HA Ddd' £ A, T % DMSP LA
Bl K 8 — B EATARE L DMSP S ME— R i .

B SCHRU O R i ddd BN K OF- R I
RLHGT), dddD ) EE% R IEY) HRAE o B 772
EENANE A ds 2 fhki g e S5E
SERE AR ES K A A AR . S A R R
dddP W L W 5 YA B8R, K, X7
DMSP (AE 1K 3, B A DMSP A RE 71 89 4= )
AR HL A SAEY HAE R — Fh ok £k O 3, il n B4
KR B A AR R A T DA B R B A AR R B
X B PR AL B 1Y A B O 5 i — 2P SR
3.4 dddQ 4+ 5# DMS =& 2 K DddQ EH

HT BT EE B R, nubinhibens 1ISM 1
dddP N Rl A A I A 58 &2k K i DMSP
() DMS 7= A4z (DAd " B , I8 78 5 1% 1 Bk 2 5 17 1E
Hofih 26 % B9 DMSP % fi B . 2011 4F, Todd
S A CFITUESE T 3k — e . AT 4 E T 3
F DMSP 2 it fifi— B i R. nubinhibens 1SM HJ
dddQ SEPH gt , 3% A~ Jk P b A7 78 F Al 1) BOB AT
B E A 4E Ruegeria (VARTFR N Silicibacter)
pomeroyi DSS-3, 31 H.J 71z 43 A7 T 16 37 40 0 1Y 2 5
gyt

DAdQ J&—Ff DMSP 24 fi# fiff . ‘& & % K DMSP
Iy R IR ER AN DMS, 763X A 8 X L, B Z 6k
B DALY A DAdP i IF A A A AL R E
A F DAdD. DAdD #9 f5 #7 4% 8 7= 4 1R o] 6E &
DMS Fl 3-¥3 IR . 2R, DAdQ [F] DddP Jf %
A 5 AR, DAAP 2 M24 K 3 K K
) — B (AR M Z . DAdQ M DAL #B
E—EmERTFWEER, bR 2SR
cupin B 1,21 fH 2, RV 7F 3 26 R <F X 38
ok A — S gk I A % R[], i FLAH H 2 F . DAL H
BEAA 2 8] B B B e DAdQ /. 55 4k, DAL Al
DAdQ ) N-7K 3 3% A7 B f (0 A B M L R4S 2 — e &%
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TR 2 T () — 9 45 44, A A O DddQ Fi DddL
Wb TR 2 IR 0% B AR cupin 37 J2 45 44 52
Bk ST AR Y
H I A AE BT R i AR R DG 4l Bk
T DAAQ, i B A7 7E HAth 40 B v K 30 1 2 1Y [m] I
Y. DAdQ Z IR FRAEZ . )5 51 28 (LR K3 R. nubin-
hibens ISM [ 2 P AHAR L 40 B 4w 68 T DAdQ1 Al
DAdQ2, EATZ 8 RA 39 % AL . 275 IF 2 X
L 271 ) A [i) T SIS T8 R L 9 G, AN TR Y
IR RESE S T3 N AN [F B pH L, XF DMSP W)
HAG AR 3 A 7, 38 Y cupin A4 1T 5B
SR AN [R) 2o 9 4 S A A R 3 — FE 00 e A5 TE S
HHEr, O X F ddd 3 FFE GOS H1H: Al % 5
PR 20 B T rh 22 R I ) GE L 6 T M B mR-
NAs 78 7% 7 5% 41 v 59 B0 45 R IR A 4R 1m0,
DddQ-type B fA7E 1 F FEJL-F 5 DAdP —#¢, 12 4
1k, DAdP & GOS i e o i B 3 85 8 1Y Ddd
EAY . X —HUE R 7R A SRR K DMSP
774 DMS [ AR 2 H . DAdQ fit DAdP J& # 5 %
() DMSP 2 fift fitf
3.5 dddY /+ 5 DMS =4 & #E % DddY B8
B 1995 4F, De-Souza &M A KA 5 DM-
SP BE 3 1Y KK B A (8] 47 1 S, 23 B AR BE P
NN —2E 7= 8 (Alcaligenes faecalis )YM3A T
. 2011 4%, Andrew %5 75 1% B8 B v 5 B A1 43 5
H5 54> DMS P2 A i T BB 3L B ddd Y. 3% 7= Bk 1
M3A figf LL DMSP 1R 45 B2 0 i i , I Al DMSP
AL ISR Bl S E— D R AR R RN R . B
FENEMAIE T dddyY B4t i DMSP 2L i i ,
I AL T 4 M 2% 1w, 5 Ll AL T 4 R T Y
DMSP 24 fi i A I8l 76 KA 58 1, Yoch 52 4%
FEUUSESE T M3A th DMSP R &2 19 3 N 4R1E
(1)DMSP 2 i J A= 75 Ta 1A 20 M 3% 18T ifi AF 48 Jf 5
W5 (2) MR & DMSP A By b [8] 7= 4, 0T Bl ) 4%
Akl 3-FR IR s () MK DMSP ;=4 ) DMS j~
2 DMSP Y175 T, [R) s b 422 57 — 26 vp i) R i
FEYIE S . Andrew 885 R BF 5T T /R ML IA
KPR AE T XL B RS R 1 AR R
WG dddY JF5) 5 A1 DL B B3 00 K I S 56 i
ST DAY (R 1 A4 R . bR T N-K
Uity B 5 KL 5 B AT Y A AR R L i LB
ALERYGERA, Hit, 5 DddP.DddL.DddQ Jr

WAL B9 A= Al i B AN ) DAY 15 5E J2 0 3 55 40 10 5
FHLHHE DMSP 24 g Y4 2 it DMSE - [6] HoAth
ddd 3 H — ¥, dddY L F B J2 i 5 K F 7 5%
(HGT)#E 3R 4 % R 1Y A DGt &R b oA, IR R 7
T B (Alcaligenes) 7 FU R & (Shewanella) .
S B E (Arcobacter) W ELE dddY % % [F) &
VR 3B MR By e BT . X LT
BRAH B Z R4 6 R HRGE X 3 AN R Ak 6L 4B S
TR A B A

TH dddY W24 TE I B R PR B L IX AT R R i
A H T 2 ARV AN A DR A B P v b
DAY R S5 R 2 — o T v 4 AR R 1 2
BN ARZ ., BB P ERE RSN,
Ky Bk b S B 30%, DMSP # fit il
DAY, AT R )2 P ARG D AR 7E A S8R 5%
Hoe T AR R ) 2 F S DMSP 9 3 U7, an ok
Kb 32 AT A R B X S IR B P A
% i DR 21 1 8 A 2 % 3k Ty T AT 9 B AL 4R S A
H A ¢ T 4118 DMS 7= 5t 5 % R 58 . & NERG:
e VR ZI 9 R AE 1T RE 2 56 B i 22 R 1 L IR Ol S [ 40 7
5 R O B AR R R AR AT . DAY &
55 1 AN SURERAE 1) DMSP 2t i, L AE 1995 4E De
Souza J5* gl Xt H AR R 56 R % T 1 BT A1 R T T F
. KT DAAY 52 R AW ST, & 5 1% B
PR A ER B T H AR 25 2 1) o B 1 2 3 o 1 43
Mo AT ) BH A AL LA B 7R DAY o %01 2 i 4%
TEZ4% DMSP B T & #5 1 BARAE .

3.6 dddW #r §#) DMS =4 &2 % DAdW & H

Todd %53 )\ Ruegeria pomeroyi DSS-3 Ttk
HFEB T 6 A~ DMS =AM IR ddd W, 1% 5
KB4k dddP M dddQ ZJ5 »1F Ruegeria pomeroyi
DSS-3 1 Z B EE 3 47" DMS MM, B i
(5% A 5 DAdL, DAdP,DddQ.DddY — &£, ¥ J&
T DMSP % fi i . #1848 24 fit DMSP ., A= BN #5 iR
R DMS, FfE 2011 4E, % 3 W 5t 1 Rinta-
Kanto ZPYYE Ruegeria pomeroyi DSS-3 )£ s
5T & BRAE DMSP 5 5 50 7F T L i 35 3 Sk
FHEE T 37 4%

Xt dddW 75 538 & B, 2 58 R AE R 8 T i
A AR BETN IR RAE A 1 RR BB AT
J& 4N Roseobacter sp. MED193 H1 % BT 1% 35 H 1y
W 5, A RLME N 65%. 16 9 Ab 2 Bk K
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Rhodobacterales bacterium HTCC2083 F1 Citrei-
cella sp. SEA5 W R T 2 55 Z ML EARMK
LR 40V P, Bt Xt dddW 78 GOS Fl % 3
DAL 20 500 PR v 1 o A 5 AT R O, R R LS
ZAPE R R P 8. (H R DAAW 1 2 35 1R )7 3]
SRR LZEASA 1A IZ4E7E R Cupin-pock-
et B IR 45 K, i 45 ¥ A7 7E AR 22 1l 19 0 1k 1o 50
fil4n, DAdQ. DddL 2 />, B AR 3+ T i K/ Fa
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Advances on studies of marine dimethyl sulfide

producing bacteria and its functional genes

LILi WANG Peng PENG Meng-jun LI You-guo

State Key Laboratory of Agricultural Microbiology s Huazhong Agricultural University ,
Wuhan 430070,China

Abstract The volatile dimethyl sulfide (DMS) is the most important biogenic sulfurous compound
transferred from the oceans to the atmosphere. Its oxidation products in the atmosphere can affect envi-
ronment and global climate, thus it becomes the highlight of research on weather variations. Dimethyl-
sulfoniopropionate (DMSP) ,the main precursor of DMS.,is widely distributed in the ocean and produced
in large amounts by ubiquitous marine phytoplankton and a few terrestrial angiosperms. A variety of
DMS-producing microbes were reviewed. Six currently-reported functional genes involved in DMS pro-
duction including dddD,dddL.,dddP,dddQ,dddY and dddW were summarized. Functions and bio-
chemical characteristics of its encoding proteins were described in details. The updated progress on the
studies of ecological distributions of DMS-producing bacteria and functional genes in the mangrove eco-
system China was briefly introduced.

Key words dimethyl sulfide; dimethylsulfoniopropionate (DMSP); DMS-producing bacteria; ddd

genes; mangrove ecosystem
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