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Evaluation of Mercury Concentration in Yangtze River Estuary

WU Jun-jie (Shanghai Chengtou Raw Water Co. Lid, Shanghai 200125)

Abstract In order to detect the mercury pollution of surface water in Yangtze River Estuary, the mercury concentrations of samples, collected
from January to December in 2013, were determined by atomic fluorescence spectrophotometry ( AFS) , and the mercury contamination was e-
valuated by single factor evaluation. The results showed that the mercury contends were varied from 0.05 to 0. 16 pg/L, and the average was
0.09 pg/L, the mercury concentration distribution displayed the characters as following: it had different value between months, and showed
high concentration in spring and summer, low concentration in autumn and winter. Single factor evaluation indicated mercury pollution in water
of Yangtze River Estuary was higher than clean level, and even 5 months’ researched pollution states according to surface water Il kind stand-

ard (0.01 pg/L), this phenomenon showed there exist potential health risk mercury pollution in water of Yangtze River Estuary.
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