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Characteristics of the Concentration Distribution of
Atmospheric Mercury Species(TGM, RGM, and Hgp)
at An-dong Lake, Korea
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Table 1. Concentrations of TGM, RGM and Hgp.
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Mercury Sampling sites TGM(ng/m’) RGM(pg/m) Her(pg/m’)
mean max mean max mean max
SHE Al dIHE(EAAA) 2.92 448 2.88 5.38 3.32 4.79
B3 =YW 3.33 5.36 2.76 4.44 6.83 10.07
B3t AAkA 2.88 3.72 3.96 8.15 8.01 12.79
StEA H5H 1.99 2.58 1.95 4.09 9.60 9.87
A A4 1.87 2.26 2.83 6.37 6.64 11.96
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Fig. 2. Time series of TGM, RGM and Hg, concentrations.
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