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ABSTRACT: Mercury (Hg) is a toxic metal that is found in
aquatic food webs and is hazardous to human and wildlife
health. We examined the relationship between Hg deposition,
land coverage by coniferous and deciduous forests, and average
Hg concentrations in largemouth bass (Micropterus salmoides)-
equivalent fish (LMBE) in 14 ecoregions located within all or
part of six states in the South Central U.S. In 11 ecoregions,
the average Hg concentrations in 35.6-cm total length LMBE
were above 300 ng/g, the threshold concentration of Hg
recommended by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
for the issuance of fish consumption advisories. Percent land
coverage by coniferous forests within ecoregions had a
significant linear relationship with average Hg concentrations
in LMBE while percent land coverage by deciduous forests did not. Eighty percent of the variance in average Hg concentrations
in LMBE between ecoregions could be accounted for by estimated Hg deposition after adjusting for the effects of coniferous
forests. Here we show for the first time that fish from ecoregions with high atmospheric Hg pollution and coniferous forest
coverage pose a significant hazard to human health. Our study suggests that models that use Hg deposition to predict Hg
concentrations in fish could be improved by including the effects of coniferous forests on Hg deposition.

■ INTRODUCTION

Mercury (Hg) contamination of the environment is hazardous
to human and wildlife health.1,2 Consumption of methyl
mercury (MeHg)-contaminated fish is the primary source of
MeHg to humans.1,3 Because fish from most water bodies in
the U.S. are not monitored for Hg contamination, it is critical
that we develop the ability to predict regions of the
environment that may have fish with high concentrations of
MeHg.
Most MeHg contamination of fish originates from the

deposition of atmospheric inorganic Hg into water bodies and
their watersheds.4 In aquatic ecosystems, bacteria convert
inorganic Hg (i.e., Hg2+) to MeHg, which readily bioaccumu-
lates in food chains.5 Most of the Hg in fish muscle tissue is
MeHg,6 and a positive relationship between Hg wet deposition
and the concentration of MeHg in fish has now been
established.7

Forests have been hypothesized to be an important factor
controlling Hg deposition because forests have increased Hg

deposition under their canopies compared to open areas.8,9

Atmospheric Hg adheres to components of the forest canopy
(i.e., tree leaves and needles and other material such as bark,
branches, fruits, and reproductive structures) and can be
incorporated into leaves and needles when Hg enters through
the stomata.9 Mercury is then transported to the ground via
throughfall and litterfall.9 Mercury deposition varies by forest
type9,10 and is higher under coniferous than deciduous tree
canopies 9 because of the greater ability of conifers to scavenge
Hg from the atmosphere.9,11 Witt et al. 12 hypothesized that
compared to deciduous forests, conifer-dominated systems may
be at increased risk for Hg-related water quality issues, but this
hypothesis has not been tested.
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Here we examine the relationship between Hg deposition,
forest coverage and Hg contamination of fish in 14 ecoregions
in the South Central U.S. We found that estimated Hg
deposition, adjusted for land coverage by coniferous forests,
explained 80% of variance in average Hg concentration of fish
between ecoregions. Our study is the first to show that
ecoregions with high atmospheric Hg pollution and coniferous
forest coverage pose a significant hazard to human health.

■ METHODS
We focused on Hg contamination of largemouth bass
(Micropterus salmoides) because it is a widely distributed 13

and economically important species of freshwater game fish 14

that is commonly included in databases of contaminants in fish
tissues.15 Adult largemouth bass are piscivorous top predators,
often having high Hg concentrations relative to other fish
species.15,16 We obtained data on largemouth bass from state
and federal agencies and Drenner et al.17 and combined these
data with data on largemouth bass and other species from the
National Descriptive Model of Mercury in Fish (NDMMF)18

to produce a total data set of 40,564 fish samples collected over
the period 1969−2010 from 893 lentic and lotic sites [Figure
S1 of the Supporting Information (SI)] located within 14 U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Level III ecor-
egions. The ecoregions are located within all or part of six states
(Texas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Arkansas, Mississippi, and
Tennessee). Because Hg concentrations in fish vary by species
and length, and samples of the same species and length are
difficult to obtain from site to site, the NDMMF was utilized to
estimate concentration of Hg in 35.6-cm total length (TL)
largemouth bass-equivalent fish (LMBE) samples for each site.
Adult largemouth bass range in size from 12 to 70 cm TL.13 For
this study, we chose a TL of 35.6 cm for length standardization
because (1) creel surveys in Texas from 2005 to 2009 showed
this length is a size of largemouth bass commonly caught by
anglers (unpublished data, Texas Parks and Wildlife Depart-
ment, Bobby Farquhar, Personal Communication) and (2) this
is a size slightly above 30.5 cm, the smallest minimum length
limit commonly used in the U.S. for largemouth bass.19

We used ecoregions as the unit of analysis because they are
well-suited for spatial studies. Ecoregions denote areas of the
environment with similar landscapes,20 and therefore can serve
as a spatial framework for monitoring and management of
ecosystems.21 The 14 USEPA Level III ecoregions 22 examined
in this study contained from 10 to 319 fish sampling sites
(Figure S1 of the SI). The USEPA ecoregion vector data were
converted to a 30 × 30 m raster to overlay and calculate average
mercury in fish, Hg deposition, and forest land cover for each
ecoregion.
Total Hg wet deposition data were developed from the

National Atmospheric Deposition Program’s Mercury Deposi-
tion Network.23 The NADP/MDN performs weekly measure-
ments of Hg concentrations and wet deposition in precip-
itation. All MDN sites are located in open areas away from
forest canopies, and represent wet deposition of Hg in
precipitation, free from throughfall and litterfall Hg additions.
To better relate Hg concentration in multiyear fish tissue data
to Hg wet deposition, a long-term average Hg wet deposition
was developed. The annualized precipitation-weighted average
Hg concentration was calculated over the period 2006−2009
from weekly observations in the NADP/MDN, following the
NADP’s standard algorithm.23 Mercury wet deposition was
represented as a single average value for each ecoregion.

Additional information on calculation of long-term average Hg
wet deposition is in the SI.
To determine coverage by deciduous and coniferous forests,

we used the National Land Cover Database (NLCD) 2006.24,25

The NLCD 2006 is a 16-class land cover classification scheme
that has been applied consistently across the conterminous U.S.
at a spatial resolution of 30 m.25 Deciduous forests are areas
dominated by trees generally greater than 5 m tall, and where
deciduous trees account for more than 20% of total vegetation
cover. More than 75% of the deciduous tree species shed
foliage simultaneously in response to seasonal change. Ever-
green areas were used as a proxy for coniferous forest coverage.
Evergreen areas are dominated by trees generally greater than 5
m tall, and where evergreen trees account for more than 20% of
total vegetation cover. More than 75% of the evergreen tree
species maintain their leaves all year and the canopy is never
without green foliage.25

To further explore the effects of deciduous and coniferous
forests on Hg deposition and Hg concentrations in LMBE, we
compared the ability of Hg wet deposition collected in open
areas to estimated Hg deposition adjusted for coverage by
deciduous or coniferous forests to predict average Hg
concentrations in LMBE within an ecoregion. Mercury wet
deposition in open areas is less than Hg deposition under forest
canopies because forest canopies scavenge Hg from the
atmosphere and Hg is deposited in throughfall and litterfall.9

Although only Hg wet deposition in open areas is routinely
collected in the United States,23 there have been several studies
in Europe, Canada, Norway, and the United States that have
collected Hg deposition under canopies of deciduous and
coniferous forests and compared it to Hg deposition collected
in open areas (reviewed in ref. 9). We used these studies to
compute that the ratio of annual Hg deposition in open areas to
Hg deposition under deciduous and coniferous canopies was
1:3.44:5.07 (open:deciduous:coniferous) (Table S1 of the SI).
We used this ratio to estimate Hg deposition in ecoregions as a
function of deciduous or coniferous forest coverage using the
following equations:
Estimated Hg deposition adjusted for deciduous forest

coverage:

= − ×

+ × ×

estimated Hg deposition

[(1 proportion ) deposition ]

[proportion 3.44 deposition ]

deciduous Hg

deciduous Hg

where proportiondeciduous is proportion of deciduous forest
coverage within an ecoregion, and depositionHg is average Hg
wet deposition from the open area in the ecoregion.23

Estimated Hg deposition adjusted for coniferous forest
coverage:

= − ×

+ × ×

estimated Hg deposition

[(1 proportion ) deposition ]

[proportion 5.07 deposition ]

conifer Hg

conifer Hg

where proportionconifer is proportion of coniferous forest
coverage within an ecoregion, and depositionHg is average Hg
wet deposition from the open area in the ecoregion.23

We tested for ecoregion differences in average Hg
concentrations of largemouth bass in the 14 ecoregions using
univariate ANOVA (SPSS Ver 20.0.0). We inspected the data
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set for normality and found that it was positively skewed. We
log-transformed the data, which made its distribution more
symmetrical and the variance more homogeneous. We detected
a significant difference in average Hg concentrations of LMBE
between ecoregions using non log-transformed and log-
transformed data. Therefore the statistics presented were
computed using non log-transformed data. We examined the
relationship between percent coverage by deciduous or
coniferous forest types and Hg deposition on average Hg
concentrations in LMBE using linear regression. Data used in
all figures are presented in Table S2 of the SI. Statistical
significance was inferred at p < 0.05 for all analyses.

■ RESULTS
We detected statistically significant differences in the average
Hg concentrations in LMBE between ecoregions in the South
Central U.S. (ANOVA, p < 0.001) (Figure 1). Eleven of 14
ecoregions had average Hg concentrations in LMBE above 300
ng/g, the threshold concentration of Hg in fish recommended
by the USEPA for the issuance of fish consumption
advisories.26 Five ecoregions in the eastern part of this area
(Mississippi Valley Loess Plains [MVLP], Southeastern Plains
[SP], Ouachita Mountains [OM], South Central Plains [SCP1]

and Southern Coastal Plain [SCP2]) had average Hg
concentrations in LMBE above 500 ng/g. Thus the South
Central U.S. has levels of Hg contamination in largemouth bass
as high as those observed in the Northeastern U.S. 15 and Great
Lakes region.27

The relationship between forest coverage and average Hg
concentration in LMBE differed between forest types. We did
not detect a significant linear relationship between Hg
concentrations in LMBE and coverage by deciduous forests
(Figure 2A). Coverage by coniferous forests had a significant
linear relationship with average Hg concentrations in LMBE in
the 14 ecoregions (Figure 2B), explaining 73% of the variance.
We compared the ability of Hg wet deposition in open areas

to predict Hg concentrations in LMBE to the ability of
estimated Hg deposition adjusted for coverage by deciduous or
coniferous forests to predict Hg concentrations in LMBE.
Mercury wet deposition in open areas had a significant linear
relationship with average Hg concentrations in LMBE,
explaining 57% of the variance (Figure 3A). We did not detect
a significant linear relationship between Hg concentrations in
LMBE and estimated Hg deposition adjusted for deciduous
forests (Figure 3B). Estimated Hg deposition adjusted for
coniferous forest coverage had a significant linear relationship

Figure 1. Average Hg concentrations in largemouth bass-equivalent fish from 14 ecoregions in the South Central U.S. Arkansas Valley (AV), Boston
Mountains (BM), Central Great Plains (CGP), Cross Timbers (CT), East Central Texas Plains (ECTP), Mississippi Alluvial Plain (MAP),
Mississippi Valley Loess Plains (MVLP), Ozark Highlands (OH), Ouachita Mountains (OM), South Central Plains (SCP1), Southeastern Plains
(SP), Southern Coastal Plain (SCP2), Texas Blackland Prairies (TBP), and Western Gulf Coastal Plain (WGCP).
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with Hg concentrations in LMBE, explaining 80% of the
variance (Figure 3C).

■ DISCUSSION
Atmospheric Hg deposition is the primary source of Hg to
most aquatic systems, 4 but the degree of Hg contamination of
the food web is dependent on the Hg sensitivity of the
landscape.8,28,29 Hg sensitive landscapes are those in which
relatively low levels of atmospheric Hg deposition can cause
significant contamination of fish in upper trophic levels.8,28,29

Hg sensitivity of landscapes is determined in part by land cover
type including forests, wetlands, and agriculture.8,28,29 Other
physicochemical factors such as pH, ecosystem productivity,
dissolved organic carbon, sulfate, and water-level fluctuations
also affect Hg contamination of food chains.8,28,29

Here, we examined the effects of deciduous and coniferous
forest coverage on Hg concentrations in fish in the South
Central U.S. On the basis of studies of Hg deposition under
deciduous and coniferous forests,9 we expected that land
coverage by both types of forests would be correlated with
average Hg concentration in fish, with coniferous forests having
a stronger effect than deciduous forests. We found that
coniferous forest coverage had a significant linear relationship
with Hg in LMBE but deciduous forest coverage did not have a
significant linear relationship with Hg in LMBE.
The spatial patterns of mercury contamination of fish and

forest coverage suggest strong effects of conifers on mercury
contamination of fish. We found that Hg wet deposition
collected in open areas was high (>11 μg/m2/yr) and relatively
similar in nine ecoregions in the eastern part of our study area
(Figure 3A), but Hg concentrations in LMBE varied by almost
2-fold (from 300 to 600 ng/g) across these nine ecoregions
(Figure 1). This spatial variation in Hg contamination of LMBE
was apparently regulated by coniferous forest coverage. For
example, the Mississippi Alluvial Plain (MAP), the ecoregion
that contains the Mississippi River, had low (<2%) coniferous
forest coverage (Figure 2B) and relatively low (301−400 ng/g)

concentrations of Hg in LMBE (Figure 1). Ecoregions to the
west and east of the Mississippi Alluvial Plain (MAP) such as
the South Central Plains (SCP1), Southeastern Plains (SP) and
Southern Coastal Plain (SCP2) had higher (18−31%)
coniferous forest coverage (Figure 2B), relatively high (22−
32 μg/m2/yr) levels of estimated Hg deposition after
adjustment for coniferous forest coverage (Figure 3C), and
high (501−700 ng/g) average Hg concentrations in LMBE
(Figure 1). Our study is the first to show that LMBE from
ecoregions with high atmospheric Hg pollution and coniferous
forest coverage pose a significant hazard to human health.
Largemouth bass-equivalent fish in these ecoregions had
average Hg concentrations two times greater than 300 ng/g,
the threshold concentration of Hg in fish recommended by the
USEPA for the issuance of fish consumption advisories.26

The results of our study are consistent with coniferous
forests having elevated Hg deposition rates compared to
deciduous forests.9 Coniferous forests are better scavengers of
Hg from the atmosphere than deciduous forests due to higher

Figure 2. Percent land coverage of deciduous (A) and coniferous (B)
forests and their relationships with Hg concentrations in largemouth
bass-equivalent fish (LMBE).

Figure 3. (A) Average annual Hg deposition in open areas and its
relationship to average Hg concentrations in largemouth bass-
equivalent fish (LMBE). (B) Estimated annual Hg deposition adjusted
for deciduous forest coverage and its relationship to average Hg
concentrations in LMBE. (C) Estimated annual Hg deposition
adjusted for coniferous forest coverage and its relationship to average
Hg concentrations in LMBE. Fish symbols represent average Hg
concentrations in LMBE from 14 ecoregions in the South Central U.S.
and the colors correspond to Hg concentrations in Figure 1.
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leaf area index (LAI), surface roughness, and density of leaf
hairs.30 Conifers have needles year round, whereas deciduous
trees lose their leaves during the cold season. However, there
may be other factors associated with coniferous forests that also
contribute to elevated Hg in LMBE of the South Central U.S.
For example, forested regions have a prevalence of wetlands
and unproductive surface waters that promote high concen-
trations of Hg in freshwater biota.8 The underlying causal
mechanisms of conifer enhancement of Hg concentrations in
LMBE need to be explored, perhaps with watershed-level
experiments (e.g., ref 31).
The effects of conifers on Hg contamination of fish may

extend into other regions of the U.S. The coniferous forest
coverage in the ecoregions of the South Central U.S. is
dominated by loblolly pine (Pinus taeda).32 Extensive planting
and natural regeneration of cutover forest land and abandoned
farmland made loblolly pine the leading timber species in the
commercial forest land in the Southern U.S., extending from
East Texas to the Atlantic Coast.32 Our study indicates that the
enhancement effect of coniferous forests on Hg deposition will
be dependent on atmospheric Hg pollution levels, and should
be greatest in areas with high Hg wet deposition.
Our study suggests that the amplifying effects of coniferous

forest canopies on Hg deposition 9 may result in increased Hg
contamination of fish, as hypothesized by Witt et al.12

Therefore, models that use Hg deposition to predict Hg
concentrations in fish 33 could be improved by including the
effects of coniferous forest coverage on Hg deposition. The
National Atmospheric Deposition Program has initiated a
litterfall Hg monitoring program to complement the MDN.34

This new program operated in cooperation with the U.S.
Geological Survey, will provide important information about
the role of forests in the Hg cycle and Hg contamination of
food webs.

■ ASSOCIATED CONTENT
*S Supporting Information
Two tables, one figure, and a detailed explanation of the
calculation of long-term average Hg wet deposition. This
material is available free of charge via the Internet at http://
pubs.acs.org.

■ AUTHOR INFORMATION
Corresponding Author
*E-mail: r.drenner@tcu.edu.
Notes
The authors declare no competing financial interest.

■ ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
This research was supported by NextEra Energy Resources
LLC, the Texas Christian University (TCU) Research and
Creative Activities Fund, and the TCU Biology Department
Adkin’s Fund. We thank David Cross and Tamie Morgan for
assistance and Jay Wright, Oklahoma Department of Environ-
mental Quality; Alan Price, Arkansas Department of Environ-
mental Quality; Al Gibson, Mississippi Department of Environ-
mental Quality; Deborah Arnwine, Tennessee Department of
Environment and Conservation; Jason Yarbrough, Tennessee
Valley Authority, and the Louisiana Department of Environ-
mental Quality for data on Hg concentrations in largemouth
bass. Michael Fienen and Sandra Cooper provided helpful
manuscript reviews.

■ REFERENCES
(1) Mergler, D.; Anderson, H. A.; Chan, L. H. M.; Mahaffey, K. R.;
Murray, M.; Sakamoto, M.; Stern, A. H. Methylmercury exposure and
health effects in humans: A worldwide concern. Ambio 2007, 36, 3−
11.
(2) Scheuhammer, A. M.; Meyer, M. W.; Sandheinrich, M. B.;
Murray, M. W. Effects of environmental methylmercury on the health
of wild birds, mammals, and fish. Ambio 2007, 36, 12−18.
(3) NRC Toxicological Effects of Methylmercury; National Academy
Press: Washington D.C., 2000.
(4) Selin, N. E. Global biogeochemical cycling of mercury: A review.
Annu. Rev. Environ. Resourc. 2009, 34, 43−63.
(5) Ullrich, S. M.; Tanton, T. W.; Abdrashitova, S. A. Mercury in the
aquatic environment: A review of factors affecting methylation. Crit.
Rev. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2001, 31, 241−293.
(6) Bloom, N. S. On the chemical form of mercury in edible fish and
marine invertebrate tissue. Can. J. Fish. Aquat. Sci. 1992, 49, 1010−
1017.
(7) Munthe, J.; Bodaly, R. A.; Branfireun, B. A.; Driscoll, C. T.;
Gilmour, C. C.; Harris, R.; Horvat, M.; Lucotte, M.; Malm, O.
Recovery of mercury-contaminated fisheries. Ambio 2007, 36, 33−44.
(8) Driscoll, C. T.; Han, Y.; Chen, C. Y.; Evers, D. C.; Lambert, K. F.;
Holsen, T. M.; Kamman, N. C.; Munson, R. K. Mercury
contamination in forest and freshwater ecosystems in the Northeastern
United States. Bioscience 2007, 57, 17−28.
(9) Graydon, J. A., St.; Louis, V. L.; Hintelmann, H.; Lindberg, S. E.;
Sandilands, K. A.; Rudd, J. W. M.; Kelly, C. A.; Hall, B. D.; Mowat, L.
D. Long-term wet and dry deposition of total and methyl mercury in
the remote boreal ecoregion of Canada. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2008, 42,
8345−8351.
(10) Risch, M. R.; DeWild, J. F.; Krabbenhoft, D. P.; Kolka, R. K.;
Zhang, L. Litterfall mercury dry deposition in the eastern USA.
Environ. Pollut. 2012, 161, 284−290.
(11) Kolka, R. K.; Nater, E. A.; Grigal, D. F.; Verry, E. S. Atmospheric
inputs of mercury and organic carbon into a forested upland/bog
watershed. Water, Air, Soil Pollut. 1999, 113, 273−294.
(12) Witt, E. L.; Kolka, R. K.; Nater, E. A.; Wickman, T. R. Influence
of the forest canopy on total and methyl mercury deposition in the
boreal forest. Water, Air, Soil Pollut. 2009, 199, 3−11.
(13) Lee, D. S. et al., Eds. Atlas of North American Freshwater Fishes,;
North Carolina State Museum of Natural History; Raleigh, NC, 1980.
(14) United States Fish and Wildlife Service 2006 National Survey of
Fishing, Hunting, and Wildlife-Associated Recreation; http://www.
census.gov/prod/2008pubs/fhw06-nat.pdf.
(15) Kamman, N. C.; Burgess, N. M.; Driscoll, C. T.; Simonin, H. A.;
Goodale, W.; Linehan, J.; Estabrook, R.; Hutcheson, M.; Major, A.;
Scheuhammer, A. M.; Scruton, D. A. Mercury in freshwater fish of
northeast North AmericaA geographic perspective based on fish
tissue monitoring databases. Ecotoxicology 2005, 14, 163−180.
(16) Chumchal, M. M.; Hambright, K. D. Ecological factors
regulating mercury contamination of fish from Caddo Lake, Texas,
USA. Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 2009, 28, 962−972.
(17) Drenner, R. W.; Chumchal, M. M.; Wente, S. P.; McGuire, M.;
Drenner, S. M. Landscape-level patterns of mercury contamination of
fish in North Texas. Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 2011, 30, 2041−2045.
(18) Wente, S. P. A statistical model and national data set for
partitioning fish-tissue mercury concentration variation between
spatiotemporal and sample characteristic effects. U.S. Geological Survey
Scientific Investigation Report 2004, 2004−5199.
(19) Wilde, G. R. Largemouth bass fishery responses to length limits.
Fisheries 1997, 22, 14−23.
(20) Bryce, S. A.; Omernik, J. M.; Larsen, D. P. Environmental
review: Ecoregions: A geographic framework to guide risk character-
ization and ecosystem management. Environ. Practice 1999, 1, 141.
(21) McMahon, G.; Gregonis, S. M.; Waltman, S. W.; Omernik, J.
M.; Thorson, T. D.; Freeouf, J. A.; Rorick, A. H.; Keys, J. E.
Developing a spatial framework of common ecological regions for the
conterminous United States. Environ. Manage. 2001, 28, 293−316.

Environmental Science & Technology Article

dx.doi.org/10.1021/es303734n | Environ. Sci. Technol. 2013, 47, 1274−12791278

http://pubs.acs.org
http://pubs.acs.org
mailto:r.drenner@tcu.edu
http://www.census.gov/prod/2008pubs/fhw06-nat.pdf
http://www.census.gov/prod/2008pubs/fhw06-nat.pdf


(22) United States Environmental Protection Agency Level III
Ecoregions of the Conterminous United States; http://www.epa.gov/
wed/pages/ecoregions/level_iii_iv.htm#Level III I.
(23) National Atmospheric Deposition Program (NADP); http://
nadp.isws.illinois.edu/data/mdndata.aspx.
(24) Fry, J. A.; Xian, G.; Jin, S.; Dewitz, J. A.; Homer, C. G.; Yang, L.;
Barnes, C. A.; Herold, N. D.; Wickham, J. D. National land cover
databse for the conterminous United Sates. Photogramm. Eng. Remote
Sens. 2011, 77, 859−864.
(25) Multi-Resolution Land Characteristics Consortium National
Land Cover Data Website; http://www.mrlc.gov/index.php.
(26) USEPA Mercury Update: Impact on Fish Advisories. 2001,
EPA-823-F-01−011.
(27) Monson, B. A.; Staples, D. F.; Bhavsar, S. P.; Holsen, T. M.;
Schrank, C. S.; Moses, S. K.; McGoldrick, D. J.; Backus, S. M.;
Williams, K. A. Spatiotemporal trends of mercury in walleye and
largemouth bass from the Laurentian Great Lakes Region.
Ecotoxicology 2011, 20, 1555−1567.
(28) Wiener, J. G.; Krabbenhoft, D. P.; Heinz, G. H.; Scheuhammer,
A. M. Ecotoxicology of mercury. In Handbook of Ecotoxicology, 2nd ed.;
Hoffman, D. J., Rattner, B. A., Burton Jr., G. A.,Cairns Jr., J., Eds.;
Lewis Publishers: Boca Raton, FL, 2003; pp409−463.
(29) Evers, D. C.; Han, Y.; Driscoll, C. T.; Kamman, N. C.; Goodale,
M. W.; Lambert, K. F.; Holsen, T. M.; Chen, C. Y.; Clair, T. A.; Butler,
T. Biological mercury hotspots in the northeastern United States and
southeastern Canada. Bioscience 2007, 57, 29−43.
(30) Iverfeldt, A. Mercury in forest canopy throughfall water and its
relation to atmospheric deposition. Water, Air, Soil Pollut. 1991, 56,
553−564.
(31) Harris, R. C.; Rudd, J. W. M.; Amyot, M.; Babiarz, C. L.; Beaty,
K. G.; Blanchfield, P. J.; Bodaly, R. A.; Branfireun, B. A.; Gilmour, C.
C.; Graydon, J. A.; Heyes, A.; Hintelmann, H.; Hurley, J. P.; Kelly, C.
A.; Krabbenhoft, D. P.; Lindberg, S. E.; Mason, R. P.; Paterson, M. J.;
Podemski, C. L.; Robinson, A.; Sandilands, K. A.; Southworth, G. R.,
St.; Louis, V. L.; Tate, M. T. Whole-ecosystem study shows rapid fish-
mercury response to changes in mercury deposition. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. 2007, 104, 16586−16591.
(32) Schultz, R. P. Loblolly - the pine for the twenty-first century.
New Forests 1999, 17, 71−88.
(33) Hammerschmidt, C. R.; Fitzgerald, W. F. Methylmercury in
freshwater fish linked to atmospheric mercury deposition. Environ. Sci.
Technol. 2006, 40, 7764−7770.
(34) National Atmospheric Deposition Program Litterfall Mercury
Monitoring Initiative; http://nadp.isws.illinois.edu/newIssues/
litterfall/.

Environmental Science & Technology Article

dx.doi.org/10.1021/es303734n | Environ. Sci. Technol. 2013, 47, 1274−12791279

http://www.epa.gov/wed/pages/ecoregions/level_iii_iv.htm#Level
http://www.epa.gov/wed/pages/ecoregions/level_iii_iv.htm#Level
http://nadp.isws.illinois.edu/data/mdndata.aspx
http://nadp.isws.illinois.edu/data/mdndata.aspx
http://www.mrlc.gov/index.php
http://nadp.isws.illinois.edu/newIssues/litterfall/
http://nadp.isws.illinois.edu/newIssues/litterfall/

