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(emussion)S HHE-SIH &35t 53 o] Qlth(Possant et al., 2000).
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" ° Site 3 Site 2 Site 34 Input! input2
Site 1 down, Site 2 muddle, Site 3 upper, Site 4° site
Junction of two mputs JInput 1° Dongbuk Stream, Site 1: down, Site 2 muddle, Site 3 upper,
I”?“t 2 * Bosung River Site 4 Junction of two mputs Input 1
Fig. 1. Juam reservorr lake and Dongbuk Stream, Input 2 Bosung River
sampling locations Fig. 2. The distribution profile of the

Net DGM concentration

Table 1. The results of dissolved gaseous mercury {DGM) concentration and other parameters

in Juam reservorr lake

Net
Water T Cond NOs UvV-A uv-B DGOc ORP
Date Time Site DGM [SD| =n © oH (mg/L) | (¥ em™ | (@ cm D | (mg/ld | (mV) weather
{pgiLl)a (s}

828 1500 1 130 |29 2 256 | 67 71 23 1148 130 93 - clear
8/2% 940 1 147 147} 2 251 69 71 20 821 97 90 - fog
8729 1330 1 106 23 2 276 7 714 20 1917 232 91 - clear
8/29 1800 1 1% 371 2 276 69 705 19 238 14 90 - clear
8/31 2100 2 103 28 2 - - - 18 - - - - clear
831 926 3 82 06 2 259 84 759 14 559 72 95 - cloudy
8/31 1315 3 104 74 2 268 82 7%3 14 1189 195 96 - clear
8/30 1330 4 a2 26 2 258 87 785 12 232 41 106 - any
8/36 1726 4 100 24 2 257 9 732 13 135 11 162 - ramy
8/36 1406 § Input 2 89 42 2 257 a4 777 12 192 22 165 - ramy
/31 1437 | Input 2 g7 00 1 264 67 739 11 1183 1% 101 - clear
8/31 1350 | Input 1 125 85} 2 268 89 792 13 956 171 99 - clear
10/06 1200 2 34 02 2 211 69 775 - 1064 130 78 1682 clear
10/06 1500 2 34 07 2 217 66 983 - 1021 97 76 1752 clear
10/06 18.00 2 ot 10l 2 215 72 859 - 9 0 9.2 1902 clear
10/06 2100 2 24 04 2 213 72 816 - 0 ¢ 73 152 clear
10/07 600 2 20 00 1 21 62 826 - 1 0 75 1692 clear
10/07 906 2 16 06 2 212 68 871 - 53 3 77 181 ramy
1007 1200 2 15 12 2 212 70 716 - 9% 15 76 1873 ramy
10/07 1500 2 12 09 2 212 61 74 - 43 5 75 189 raimny
10/07 1800 2 13 07| 2 209 69 706 - 9 0 83 1894 ramny
10/08 900 2 11 10 2 208 70 746 - 493 41 77 189 cloudy
10/08 1200 2 13 01 2 204 71 743 - 1206 105 77 193 cloudy
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2. FUSL} =2 SH0M EFEIIAN +2(DGM) sZQ| H|a

Dill(Dill et al, 2005)9] ZAto] Lpehd 29| 7+ 349 o}23 DGM =9 wms 23k
zotm o] 23 $(n=23) DGM| B# FE= 110 + 21 pg L'O8 29 3438 + 16 pg
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F2 F 9%(8 pg)7t F7H3EA TH(Fig. 3).
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