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The distribution characteristics of mercury species in the estuaries of the ten
main rivers in China and flux of mercury from rivers to the ocean
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Abstract: In order to understand the distribution and flux of mercury from rivers to the ocean, surface water and sediment samples from the estuaries of
10 major rivers along the Chinese coasts were collected. Water samples were analyzed for the total mercury (THg) and dissolved mercury (DHg) ,
particulate mercury (PHg) , total nitrogen (TN), total phosphorus (TP) , dissolved organic carbon (DOC), and sediments were analyzed for THg and
methyl mercury (MeHg). The amount of mercury input from rivers to the ocean was estimated based on river runoff and Hg data.The results showed that
THg concentrations in river water varied from 2.79 to 145.15 ng- L', DHg concentrations varied from 0.61 to 4.44 ng-L", and the PHg concentration
varied from 1.28 to 143.54 ng* L. The PHg accounted for 41%~99% of THg, and DHg accounted for 1%~35%. The THg and MeHg concentrations in
the surface sediments ranged from 0.02 to 0.3 mg-kg", and from 0.04 to 2.00 pg-kg", respectively. The ratios of MeHg to THgin the sediments were
0.1%~1.2%. Total organic carbon (TOC ) is significantly correlated with THg and MeHg contents in the sediments (p<0.01). The flux of THg input into
the ocean through runoff of ten major rivers is about 10.01~29.92 t*a™, and the Yangtze River is the major contributor accounting for 58%~69%. Based
on our data and the previously published results, the mercury flux from Chinese major rivers is only accounting for 0.2%~15% of the global mercury
flux into the ocean. This suggests that observation-based flux results were more reliable than model-based estimates.
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1 3|35 (Introduction)

T 11 2 il ) T AV P B R SE A, A R Bl T G A Y A AR AR R (H) 1 —Fh 4Bk ik
15, A e RS KM B A% 5 (Lindquist e al., 1991) , BUZ PR BRI 4 . TPk sl (0 FF LR 2 B AE K 4
HERRG A I G WK AE B WS R 4 A AE ORIV b BRI 71% , & RE R AR IR i
R TR A I e K AR AR GRS R T W K AR A S R G IR IE W PR A R I A BR M ER fL 24 A5 2R rp B
A H A

TR R 1 38 B PR KAUTRE (2915 50%) 1) it s A (24 5 37.5% ) F b 3K 1l R 4 A (29 15 12.5%)
(UNEP, 2019). 777 FU5 AR 9K 90% LA L8 30 T 1 5 217 Bl JORE P DTORR T e, T A ik 285 1 D) 2 B 39 9 1) 4
BRA WO &4 (Amos et al., 2014). JT i 771 J& NS0 Sl MK ™ F2 58 19 S 28R, A2 A= TR o AT ()38 8
ERIG AR AN R TR Y 27% 3K A T i A (Liu et al., 2021) , MR M 3G hn 1 U i sl #:0 F 3R B W) &
S JRURS: . PRI, 0T 11 SR A TS A5 A0 A R TR e TR S b WA TP S R 75 Y bl IR BRAGIK I , R (O TR 1
TR LYY I LR ) 1) E B S

F T AT KA TR B A, — IBEASA ng 4, 33k Ry v B YT 37 o A ) L BR AL 2 416 PR AIE 5 R0 TR 3 DA
SRAR AN 7 1 . LA A A e AR 11— B Ao 00T P 88 6 AT 9T YT 11 SR A T 25 B o 1 S B A e =
S BUCAE SRR B 0 3K TR AT 5K 3 e R AT AR A BE(E A 25 ELK, A2 160~ (5500 + 2700) t-a” (AMAP/
UNEP, 2013; Amos et al., 2014; Liu et al., 2016) , S SRAF7E 3 W KRB 22 P . 0 SR 422 B e s (48, Xt
T [ 8 A7 R A [ PR S ZPRE AR AR A i, AR e B 24y o 4 AV T 3 B A T it 85% Y 10 45 BT 37T 1Y)
A FUABFFERTGE, SEI i 2% 2K AR JZ DU R RE 280K & i o b B BEAL S50, 45 A i e v
AV L, U030 e 55 A S0 5000 T ot A B ] = B 3 T ) AV o, A R S o 8 0 0
2 #ELE A% (Materials and methods)

21 WREHER

I E A AR IR 100 2 5%, AT B SR I 8 85% LA b A R BIAT 3t (A VT BT P YL (AG YT | i)
VL VBRSBTS ) BT T, FE AR IR 7K DX AT DS 3k R AE AT TR AR AR
2 RN SR A IS TR 50 (%) ] EE AN T A S 1 [l R, R A B B[R] — SR A A (B 1),

E1 XES=ESHE
Fig. 1 Spatial distribution map of sampling points
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22 HERHRESLE

WK RDURR AL  R S T b 6 H 21 8 A .

FEK T 20 em AL RAEKHFE , FH plONneer65 {54 3 2 S50 % K (T) A (DO) AL iR
H1L£7 (ORP) .pH KL & (SAL).

AT K AR A2 K TR 20 em R A BRK , B 1000 mL 2 A SR 245 AR, FF TN AP 93 5 5 B
600 mL 7371126 A 348 ¥ i e ek 19 200 mLFRF U R, LA 0.4% (VIV) 2036 25 1R B oKk ) e £R R A1 0.5%
(VIV)HFE R 35% 1) BrCl, XUZ PR EELS 2 B, T THg M AE 5 28 0.45 wm Millipore 28 DU SR £ 4 8 B 5L 96 4
K, 43 B3 45 200 mL JEK Rl 38 )5 6 4l K /R A THg A DHg 854825 11, G 3 5K 1000 mL R 47 3
U8, I 87K 200 mL 4312 A 3ANFEFUR SR A, AR B K — ¢ 3], 002 O e 48 25 3O AF , FH T
& DHg. 73 AN 60 mL 3k 8 5 AT G KA 43 311206 A 3 B LB 380, IF A 100 WL ER 1R , %5 3 )5 RGO,
F DOCIAE . FFARAF A 8 AR FRUKFE BB, A F 4%, FFI%E Chl-a F1 TSP.

DU B R A RIS SUTA ) RAE 2 R ST R 2 DU, B SRR SURAE 3 ATHE 24 A 50
mL B0 R A [ B B R CE RAEH 2 ] S =
23 HmilE

TR B 53 AT F8 PR AL 4G B 5K (THg) A f#745 K (DHg) Bk 255K (PHg) BVA(TN) BB (TP) (48 % a
(Chl-a)  EE IF BUKLY) (TSP) FA i A ALER (DOC). B3 /K i 2 B KR (T) . pH IE 2 (DO) VR ALiE
JEHLA (ORP) FNERJEE (SAL) . TR /3 BT 48 i A0 35 THg  H 35K (MeHg) FLEA HLEK (TOC) . THg F1 DHg R H
&R T — R IR T oORIEIA TN E (11 £ 55, 2003) , ZAKEEINA BrCl &AL 5 i He™ , A NH,OH - HCLHE I i
BN K R BRI, RIS IA SnCLEF He IR 5 AL He', 2R ARAE T &E, KRG &E RARIEF2O6M
RALHEA TGN ; PHg B THg #11 DHg 22 2% ; DOC 2 JH 1020A TOC Analyzer(OI, USA) i iR IABEVEIN & ; TSP % H
HHEENE (GB11901-89) . TR Sl 76 I 22 1if i B F Sl ¥ R T, IS S BB A I8 /5 2ot 200 H Jé e 7
THg % JH Milestone DMA-80 B #2215 /Y ( Direct Mercury Analyzer) AT E MeHg K 2B I ZEBL- 7K A0 2,
FARATHE-GC-CVAFS I 7 (fif RZF4F,2004).TOC R R H E 8% TR HP 25 112 (GB9834-88) , TN TP 43l K H
B 2o R 31 i 55 0 3 6 6 B 12 (HJ636-2012 ) Fasd A I B 31 i | B IR B4 9 6 6 B 5 064700 52 (GB11893-
89).Chl-ak H 4 OB (HJ897-2017).

24 [REEH

R AR S5 TN 2R AR A OB vk (IE 411, 2005) , 7E RS KRR s 3 N EFAh 25 (1, 3 MRS 4T,
SRR — U T RS T, s Yere i .

FE I SE < KR R DRAF AN 2 244t AR SR 307 . KA TH I J7 ¥R e IR 1 FR A 0.30 ng - L5 B> R A
JEHY 3ASEATREI E 1 AR IR 221K T 5%. U TH & B0 52 R ) GBW-07305a(GSD-5a) VE bR S %
Yy, N (0.29+0.03) mg kg, MIF3{E H7(0.28+0.01) mg-kg; LAWY MeHg % ] ERM-CC580 1 g b
S LB (75.5024.00) pg-ke', MFE R (75.99+7.15) pg kg, LI LE LT HE .

25 HIBRAESSH

FFH SPSS25 #4748 11437 , Origin1 8 Fl ArcMap10.6 VEIE , ot B K H Excel 2010 #4728 B .
2.6 RBENHTEFE

AR T A BAF9 38 BH 0T 38 SR A AT 1t 7R 0 L 45 TR R 8OK Mk B 55 A8 T i (0 e B (= S0 5
2019), W (1).

F=[C(D)+ C(P)]x(QxK (1)
Ao, oA ST I THe 1938 2 (t-a).C (D) FTC(P) 43 3R ] 7 1 i AH (ng - L) FNFIUREAH (ng - L) 118 55 I vk
£ .Q MIRIK ZAEF A HE R (108 m®-a™) , K W SR 4055 R 40



326 wooos B ¥ % 0%

3 R 5438 (Results and discussion)

3.1 AKERK R SCHFAE

TA] AT AR A AR U R IR R VD AR AN S Sk K BRSO FN L 1 BN T KR
ORP DO .T.pH Fl SAL Z WA AL FRAE . N6 1 0] DLt 6 H A1 8 H ASIH]IH] 11 H13& 7K ORP AR A3 [l 43 1) Ky
91~177 mg- L' F162~145 mg- L, BRI 11 3R J2 /K Ab F R A7 0 A AL IREE , nT RN 2 T 11 7K A4 SR 1 LAk
DO &K A A W A BRACIS A0 BRI PR 7 22—, e IR AT R AE K A AR W A RO B AR AR5 e R .6 H AN [H) ] [
DO ZE LTS FE B K, 1T 8 A AN [RITH] 114 DO ZE AL AR JEAR B I IE 1 B R M3 7K 9 DO e FE 4 5~10 mg- 17,
SR, 6 H ¥ #b /K 19 DO W BEIR 2 1 11.15 mg- L', 7E 2K 2 5 B9 /K AR b, DO =B I Tl 2 e &1k
FH AT RE S N TR AR 0 16 6 A A T B 21, DN ( 7K A Hh DO e B2 T v RS IRE 2T, 2012) . 358 43-70] 11
DO W& FE/N TS mg+ L, 33X 1T B8 iy ] 378 4 326 210307 11 A9 AG AL B0l 11 B 04 N TR BTG 43 A 4G 4, ol 3 4yl
M1 DO FFE.8 H Bk T 6 H MK, BT HIAS A 3Rk T 5 2, IXUR BT, H BRsR , SBUKIERm .
pH A ASBH S5, 0] 11 36 2 /K B .6 ) i K B3 BERE (I T 8 H st /K A ER .

F1 ADKESHSFIIE

Table 1  Distribution characteristics of estuary water quality parameters

6/ 8

oS 2% (E) LHEE(N) ORP/ DO/ . ORP/ DO/ .
(g L) (mgeL) TI°C pH SAL (gL (mge L) T°C pH SAL
VYL 112°26'46"  23°0226" 94 4.97 263 821  0.14%0 131 63 292 785  1.83%
Jeir 112°5225"  23°09'29" 128 4.85 29 7.69  0.10%0 126 4.1 293 742 1.29%o
HJYL O 119°27'15"  25°59'01" 177 4.53 232 656 0.05% 136 4.1 3.1 7.6 3.10%o
ERUT 1200927 30°08'06" 134 7.62 242 774 0.07%o 121 52 306 816  7.12%o
KIT 120°51°51" 31°57'49" 111 5.95 243 742 0.11%0 118 46 305 784  1.86%c
WA 117°40°07"  38°59'49” 102 1115 269  9.03  11.7%o 92 52 2901 875  39.50%c
TER O 118°45'36"  39°44'21" 91 6.79 283 8.1  0.29%c 138 53 252 772 2.84%o
W 118°32'15" 37°36/21" 106 5.2 258 832 0.49%0 138 46 318 790  4.82%
i 121°59'45" 41°10'15" 105 4.58 244 804  0.38%0 145 46 232 7.06  0.83%
MEARIT 124°24'33"  40°08'24" 121 7.20 175 822 0.08%0 136 44 264 758  16.00%0

T YA A TR ) R AN S 7R AR 5 AT O, T EL S AR U B R AR B v A AROR G 2R O T 45 BHERA Y
i Vb i AR A, A AT 90 e SCHR R A 22 U A 1Y) A A T A v e (b AR N RSN K M, 2016—
2020) , -5 HoAty S5 A B A S AHSC R SRR 2.

R2 RETZEARAKDFEE

Table 2 Water-sediment characteristic values of major rivers in China

- AEARIR i/ ARV TSP/ DOC/ TN/ TP/ Chl-a/
10%m? 10 (mg-L7") (mg-L™") (mg-L™") (pg-17") (gL
[iigan 2173 5960 10.67 2.46 1.87 90 8.05
deir 417 538 4.40 2.61 1.45 30 4.19
[EE] 71 573 599 20.40 3.74 1.47 60 0.60
R 221 289 14.80 2.76 0.99 50 1.28
KIL 8931 36800 42.00 3.13 1.29 70 0.76
TRRI 38 2524 37.78 14.14 2.50 30 8.75
3] 46 2270 8.44 8.34 2.12 30 3.01
HH] 336 97800 665.92 6.21 1.84 170 121
L] 31 1420 67.15 16.16 3.78 30 8.76
LLES U 289 113 5.33 5.89 2.63 80 4.02

VI M LRV TARAR it AR V0 1 U T (XIAFR 45, 2015).
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M2 AT UE RV AR AR L i e K, S0 V0T 9 A A% O ek /D . 28T 1 A A v e R TSP T A2 e i, IS 27T
ARSIV i B A, AL VLAY TSP 5 AIK . AL T 0 380 70] V9] DOC $% 51 5 Chl-a ZEVE] 000 FN PG VT i , (HEE I T
B RIK B K TP A B A s, HAB T R AR T 0.1 mg- L, (HIMR T 2 mg- L' A R /K TP BR{E . A
MU E F2 o0 R B T, T BB 48 I A\ R TG sl B2 i A o
3.2 KEMARHAREERN D HFIE
321 KEFRRFESKLENSH 618 H KK THg  DHg HI PHg i 70 A FRAE 40 18] 2 fr s . XF L /D 1 6
HHMM R 208 A AR RS KN, 6 A THg &8 3.16~42.49 ng- L', # ] /KK THg &5 7 75 T KR K
& THg % 1 (1~10 ng- L") (Lépine et al., 1995) , H& il i () K 44 THe 5 1 5 KR IK K THe & A1 24 .DHg
TN 1.47~2.62 ng- L', PHg % 54 1.28~40.93 ng- L' (¥l 2a).8 H THg % &4 2.79~145.15 ng- L', Br 7LV,
VAT AL VAT, AR AT 3 K AR THg 5 AR 1 R AR KA THe % i FR{H 10 ng- L7, R 512 28T | Bye) S 1 4
VLR 5k 25 55 T3 [ A5 0 i A o (G B 3838-2002) AILAE 11— ZS b Fe KSR Mk BE A5 M FR1EL (50 ng - L") .DHg 7 &t
0.61~4.44 ng- L, 16 ] ) DHg & 5 X Lt & B0, FR A/ 11 6 A FIR 5 2 19 8 J1, DHg 7 5 AH 24 , 150 BH [ W X
DHg F 52 AN K PHg & 84 2.18~143.54 ng- L' (8] 2b). %t [ 6 A () PHg &1 K A & W& 19728k, Jrse 1
A H LRI THe B W 85 T R AR KR TH % it L FRAE 10 ng- L, 32 BIFE M A 520 2 5, EZ DL PHe Sl E 1)
AT THg 7% et B 0 = , 106 B 3 T 25 i /K 44 PHg 5 338 o

6 H DHg (5 THg (19 L R 4%~59% , PHg 5 THg 1 LEAGI A 419%~96%.6 F PET. LI LA K 38T 22 LA DHg
A WYL CERIE VL AL VR T 39T LA RS SR VT = L PH o4 3 (18 2¢) 58 J DHg (5 THg 9 LE 451 Ky
19%~35% , PHg i THg [ EL 5 S 65%~99%. % 2] [ RN (4 5% Wi I, 7K 2 7 3 5, + 4530 i #4602 LA PHg b 32 ([&]
2d). R BIZEVE VL YT T DL R S 4T PHg a5 B T 91%~99%. 6 A 18 A ARIE AR & HAE ,
B PRI DA RS SRV THg 15 S AR 5, 332 PR Ry BT i 22 thE 3R D e K o R X, o [ e 1
R, A A R A IR KRR PR IR (Gao et al., 2015) , 530k PHg S 32 A4 #09] THg & 20 2 . R FEHD
VAT I 2137 B B 52 i, 7K Bl 735 , DL PHg ol 32 THeg 5 o1 Bl 22 i 55

B2 KEREESRESERALL

Fig. 2 The content and proportion of different forms of mercury in water bodies
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THg F1 PHg 22 [A] 5 & 2 (19 A 5% (p<0.01) , THg Fil PHg 5 TSP 2 ] 5 . 2 A9 AH 561 (p<0.01) , 3 3 A A
FERV BRI T KRB R & & £ 2 L PHg b 32 H PHg 5 030 i B 72 OB E 7% . THg F11 PHg 5 TP 2 [A]
52 0 3 B A DG (p<0.01) (58 3) . AR IR Fir A AU 58 R B AR 2B 7 A A R IE , SR NS H A T P A 1 2R
T V5 7K ARG 77 A R BB, [ Tl AR O, N R A T R 2F— 25 sk R A A K ¥ 523
2 W AKAR CERTHE, 2020). B B 7K A4 b i ok 25 it AT e -5 A0 AT TS G A 0%, BT T A 88 , 7
KB e AR AR TR 5 G4 FT R /K AR S iy F &R

F®3 KEFRBEREFRMARSE Z B Pearson 1% R E

Table 3 Pearson correlation coefficients between different forms of mercury in estuary surface water and water quality parameters

TN TP THg DHg PHg TSP DOC Chl-a

TN 1

TP -0.139 1

THg -0.012 0.848" 1

DHg -0.307 -0.281 -0.349 1

PHg -0.002 0.848" 1.000" -0.378 1

TSP -0.011 0.835" 0.998" -0.346 0.997" 1

DOC 0.860" -0.270 0.038 -0.038 0.039 0.045 1
Chl-a 0.711° -0.292 -0.281 0.144 -0.283 -0.265 0.638" 1

TE e 78 0.01 G (RUR ), ASRTERE ,*. 75 0.05 Ui (XU ) MR .

322 GAOMBYARESKESESH 6 H M AW LK ZUIHY THe Fl MeHg 14370 R 1E AN E 3 7R . 6

A YUY THg &4 0.02~0.3 mg-kg', MeHg &5 14 0.04~2.00 pg-kg' (K 3a), 8 ALY THg & 1y 0.02~
o o - ko K

0.16 mg-kg", MeHg 7 &ty 0.06~1.56 pg kg’ ( %4 TRMRERAENTOC 2 EH) Pearson 1 R

3b)MeHg le{ THg E]/‘J tlﬁ’fﬁ”g@ﬂ‘j 01%"‘12%6H %D 8 H Table 4 Pearson correlation coefficients between mercury species and

RIZUCR YRR T BRIV L IR0 e AT, LAl T TOC in sediment
W THe & & #0817 E K KUY = H THg Toc MeHg
(0.027 mg-kg™) (K L& 2016) , BEHTHA I 37 THe :
— . TOC 0.857™ 1
_P2ROEE S SEYE ) Sigan!
TF—ERE FZRRIGY: . AR 41 IE IR THe MeHg 0.752" 0.802" |

FMeHg Z[A] 2 i AIAHME: (p<0.01) ,THg FI TOC LA
S MeHg F1TOC Z [AILAF7E & ARG (p<0.01).

TE = 72 0.01 G0 (WU ) , A OCHE .3 .

B3 AORBEMBRUABESKIENSH
Fig. 3 Distribution of different forms of mercury in the surface sediments of the estuary
33 ARMEEBFERONERE
H & 4 Bor, 6 H A H THg i 54 10.01 t-a”, 8 H r A H THg i 14 29.92 t-a™.8 J] THg i 1 K2
JE 6 H TH i 5 (9 347, 3 AT AE I DA S 66 9t ) 18 - 850 SR A i el A2 U 1 bl 26 A SRTIAT , 5 AT TR
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SR B 3G 0 . A, SR i A 2 LUURE Y R 32, DHg Jl i A/ N 2 Ak, 6 H AT THe i & e K, H
UCI BT, T ] Fe AR 5 (VT DHg 3t it die R, HEYCOR PU VL, T eI 1V PHg il e R, LU BT, R
1.8 H VT THg it e K, HAUIE MG SR VT AN B, 103 i {1 . VT DHg 3l f e K, U VUL, A0 §a) R TT )
AR .8 VL PHg i e A, HAUR 2 MG S VLRI B AT, 10 ) S A . by~ 0L 1] ¥ T R 14 i 226 3 BB 1T 3 7Y
N TBEAZ B MIRT 7R AR R JBE A VA TH g il e i K, 32 2R R A Y AR It H 2 A R B9, 7L 9] 4 oK
e dR/0N W DR AT AR I AN

H4 REESTREEERNHZER
Fig. 4 The flux of mercury from rivers of China to the ocean

IR A 1] VA T 53 11 iy 206 308 i 3 3l o AR AR BRI RN S PR UL R A T A 5 R S Rl A Y, S [ A

FE X A ER AT I 11 Y SR B 2% 38 H A 550 200~5500 tea™ , ASBIFZT SN AL B4 A 10~30 t, 23 31 5 BRIl R A
T3 2 11 0.5%~5% F10.2%~15%. Amos 55 (2014 ) 3 1 JE 7] 11 S0 FICHE 19 SCHRES S, 453 Hh 4 Bkinr 3t 20 17
A5 IR SR HE R 5500 t, 31X — 25 F 78378 R T H AW I B AR AL A 45 5, SCrp e B T sk — &5 SR T R 1 L R
T TV YA 3 A B 1) T 5 . 25 b A A A% S5 o L 00 5% S 2 A e ] ] 97 ] YA 9 SR 1040 i 126 SR e N
(Liu et al., 20165 2021). ¥ Fb Fif A H AT 30 1 9 3 5 114 4 225 38 SO0 00 285 S LA R ASS RS 235 1 B s, R e
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TR 16 PP A ) A 106 0 B S S AR 0 A B L S [T 57 385 o T 1] 9P A i 30 ) A S A AR AR RN B S TR
B RAE T3 L 1A [ SCHIR B4 oA e 22 50 dls , A [) SRk PR T ) 20 B 0 A s ad o3 i HBURE K80 JBURE
TN

RS ARG MERRREFREXBEGELETLL

Table 5 Comparison between this study and previous estimates of the flux of mercury from rivers to the ocean

IR Ay AR R/ (tea™) VAR E=BUN
4Bk 1996 970 EHUALAL) Cossa et al., 1996
4Bk 2002 200 FEHUALAL) Mason et al.,2002
4Bk 2007 2000 TEAUALAL) Sunderland et al., 2007
4Bk 2012 380 FEAUAELAL) Mason et al., 2012
43k 2013 430 FEAUALAL) Amos et al., 2013
4Bk 2014 200 TEAUAELAL) (Selin, 2014
N 2014 260 FEAURLAL) Zhang et al., 2014
4Bk 2014 5500 FEAIL Amos et al., 2014
4k 2018 300 FEAURLAL) Outridge et al., 2018
4Bk 2021 1000 FEAIL Liu et al., 2021
GaE| 2012 160 TEAURLAL) Liu et al., 2016
rh 2016 52 SRIEEN Liu et al., 2021
i 2021 10~30 S R AMFFE

4 %518 (Conclusions)

D)+ 45 8 A 327K THg &5 5 4 2.79~145.15 ng- L, DHg % 54 0.61~4.44 ng- L', PHg & 1
9 1.28~143.54 ng- L, AT oK B AR S 0 32, 2015 MR &Y 419%~99% , K 3 AR B A8 T 1165 12
OB, A 2 19%~35% 23 [0 ANEAE S b 6L

2)FR F 2% AR R 2 VIR THe % 7 5 0.02~0.3 mg-ke' , MeHg 7% 4 0.04~2.00 pg-ke',
MeHg%fX T 1.2% , {ATFY) MeHg 5 TOC, THg A7 7E 3 3 I AH G (p<0.01) , BEHI LT BB AH [F] A ok 5, HL7E
UG A7 AR A PLT IR 2ETCHLIK 7] MeHg % A0 1 XUSS: .

3) MR A AR B 53 20 HR A A B, F ] o T A [ R VR R 2% () SR 1 10.01~20.92 t-a”, H B F 2 5
IK BN 3 55 A O R AT R R 5 A TRT e, L ) VP 06 DR e e K, 24 o7 AV 1Y 58 %0~69%..

4 ) F ] 3 BT I 1) VI R ) 32 3 e 2 o A BRIAT I R AU R 1Y 0.2%~15%. ST AN RIWF I S5 AR L
R EIOT 3L 1) VA 5 SR 198 A 225 30 2 198 YO0 R ASE UL 235 R 60 7R A 7 0 0 R A s Aoy 1 A T L, T R 22 R S
285 SRR Ak B30 T 3 ot 1 485 SRR AE [R) — B 9, HA5 R AT &g
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