
Tel/us (1985), 37B, 136-159 

Atmospheric mercury-a review* 

By OLIVER LINDQVIST, Department of Inorganic Chemistry, Chalmers University of Technology and 
the University of Gothenburg, S-412 96 Gothenburg, Sweden and HENNING ROD HE, Department of 

Meteorology,•• University of Stockholm, S-106 91 Stockholm, Sweden 

(Manuscript received August 13, 1984: in final form March 20. 1985) 

ABSTRACT 

An attempt is made to assess present knowledge about atmospheric mercury: its occurrence in 
air and precipitation, chemical transformations taking place in the atmosphere, and mercury 
fluxes to and from the Earth's surface. Tentative budgets are estimated for mercury in the global 
atmosphere and in the atmosphere over Europe and Sweden. 

Major features revealed by this include the following: 
For the global atmosphere, current anthropogenic emissions are comparable to emissions by 

natural processes (pre-industrial). The present background fluxes are probably significantly 
augmented by anthropogenic emissions during the industrial era. 

A dominant fraction (~80%) of the total mercury in the atmosphere consists of a volatile 
gaseous mercury form, presumably elemental mercury. Hg0

• This mercury has an atmospheric 
residence time of at least a few months, maybe even one or two years. and is uniformly 
distributed throughout the troposphere (1-2 ng m- 3). 

The volatile mercury vapour (Hg0 ) is oxidized in the atmosphere to unknown forms that are 
soluble and can be scavenged by precipitation or dry deposited at the surface. The oxidation 
process is not known but photochemical oxidants (including ozone) are likely to be important. 
The atmospheric residence time of the water soluble (non-volatile) mercury is in the range of a 
few days to a few weeks, corresponding to a characteristic transport distance of up to a few 
thousand kilometers. 

Even if a dominant fraction of the mercury emitted from an individual source, such as a 
chlor-alkali plant, is dispersed regionally or globally. a small fraction ( < 10 % ) is deposited 
locally. Increases by a factor of 10 to 100, above background deposition rates, have been 
measured within the nearest km of such plants. At a distance of 10-50 km, the deposition 
normally approaches the background value. Around a large Swedish smelter, mercury levels in 
lake sediments are significantly augmented even beyond 50 km from the plant. 

The contribution to current mercury deposition in Sweden from anthropogenic mercury 
emissions in other European countries is most likely larger than the contributions from current 
Swedish emissions. 

Measurements of mercury in lake sediments and peat bogs show that in southern Scandinavia. 
the rate of mercury deposition has increased by a factor of about 5 during the last hundred years. 
The increase in northern Scandinavia is significantly less. at most a factor of two. These 
increases are caused, most likely, by anthropogenic emissions into the atmosphere mainly within 
the European region. 

1. Introduction 

Many of the environmental aspects of mercury 
have been reviewed in the monograph of Nriagu 
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( 1979). During recent years, new analytical tech
niques have become available and the under
standing of mercury chemistry and biochemistry in 
natural systems has also improved. The aim of the 
present review is to evaluate data on the oc
currence of mercury in air and precipitation, on 
relevant transformation processes that may take 
place in the atmosphere, and on mercury emissions 
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from and deposition to the earth’s surface. Regional 
and global budgets are also assessed. This study 
was undertaken as part of a more comprehensive 
investigation of mercury in the environment, 
reported elsewhere by Lindqvist et al. (1984). 

Mercury can exist in a large number of different 
physical and chemical forms with a wide range 
of properties, which is of fundamental importance 
for its environmental behaviour. Conversion be- 
tween these different forms provides the basis for 
mercury’s complex distribution pattern, for local 
and global cycles, and for its biological enrichment 
and effects. The three most important chemical 
forms known to occur in the environment are: 
elemental mercury (HgO), which has a high vapour 
pressure and a relatively low solubility in water; 
divalent inorganic mercury (Hg2+) which has a 
strong affinity for many inorganic and organic 
ligands, especially those containing sulfur: and 
methyl mercury (CH,Hg+), which is resistant to 
environmental degradation, rapidly enriched by 
but only slowly destroyed by living organisms, 
and capable of passing through important 
biological barriers such as blood/brain barriers and 
the placenta. 

Mercury participates in a number of complex 
and interwoven environmental cycles that involve 
conversion between the different forms. Two of the 
most important of these cycles are the atmospheric 
cycle and the aquatic-biological cycle. The at- 
mospheric cycle is derived from conversion in soil 
and water of divalent inorganic mercury, Hg(II), 
to gaseous elemental mercury (HgO) and/or 
(CH,),Hg, and subsequent atmospheric re-oxida- 
tion of elemental mercury to water-soluble forms, 
which are then deposited. The atmospheric cycle 
entails a retention in the atmosphere for long 
periods, and consequently, transport over very long 
distances. 

Major features of the aquatic-biological cycle of 
mercury are the formation of methyl mercury, its 
enrichment in organisms and nutritional chains, 
and finally, destruction (demethylation) of methyl 
mercury. Although methyl mercury is the domi- 
nant form of mercury in higher organisms, it 
represents only a very small amount of the total 
mercury in an aquatic ecosystem and in the atmos- 
phere. The rates of formation and destruction of 
methyl mercury are therefore of prime importance 
for the amount of mercury which can be enriched 
by aquatic organisms and thus for the concentra- 
tion of mercury in these organisms. 

2. Sampling, storage and analytical 
procedures 

Techniques for sampling, storing, and deter- 
mining low concentrations of mercury (<0.1 pg 
kg-I), normally occurring in ambient air and 
natural waters, have only recently become avail- 
able and are still under development (Lindqvist et 
al., 1984). A number of different techniques for 
determining total mercury may be used depending 
on the nature of the sample (National Academy of 
Sciences, 1978; Schroeder, 1979, 1982). A fre- 
quently applied and sensitive method for deter- 
mining elemental mercury in environmental sam- 
ples is the cold-vapor atomic-absorption technique 
(CVAA) (cf. Olafsson, 1982). Techniques with 
even lower detection limits than CVAA, are various 
types of atomic emission spectrometry (AES) 
(Braman and Johnsson, 1974; Schroeder, 1982). 
The detection limit for plasma-AES is better than 
0.005 ng (Iverfeldt, 1984). 

With low background concentrations (0.5-5 ng 
m-,) of gaseous mercury in ambient air, ac- 
cumulative sampling is necessary. After a particle 
filter, various gas collection methods have been 
applied, mainly involving acidic oxidative solutions 
or adsorption on gold and silver (Schroeder, 1982). 
At present, gold traps are most widely used for 
sampling of total gaseous mercury in air. allowing 
safe storage for up to a week or longer. 

Due to the high affinity of mercury for gold, 
certain adsorbed mercury compounds may be 
stripped to HgO and amalgamated with the gold 
(Jagner, personal communication, 1982). The 
trapping kinetics appear to be different for differ- 
ent mercury compounds, being slower for oxidized 
forms than for HgO, which may lead to break- 
through at high gas velocities through the gold trap 
(Slemr et al., 1979; Iverfeldt and Lindqvist, 1982). 

Water samples are generally reduced to Hgo by 
SnCI, or NaBH, and transferred to the gas phase 
for analysis. In rainwater samples, the low mer- 
cury concentrations are sensitive to storage errors 
(Lindqvist et al., 1984). Therefore, the analysis has 
to be performed as soon as possible after sampling, 
or alternatively, the mercury content may be 
immediately transferred to gold traps. When water 
samples have to be conserved for longer periods, an 
accepted method is to add concentrated HNO, and 
seal the sample in Pyrex or quartz glass. Parallel 
storage of blanks is essential (Slemr et al., 1981; 
Olafsson, 1982; Seritti et al., 1982). 
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Particulate Hg Gaseous/ Aqueous Hg 

Reactive Non- react ive Volatile Water soluble 

(R) (N R) (v) I 

Reactive Non-reactive 
(R) (N R) 

Fig. 1 .  Classification of mercury compounds according to appearance in nature, but also with respect to possible 
separation with available sampling and analytical methods. 

Since it is generally not possible to achieve 
complete speciation of the different mercury forms 
in natural systems, the classification in Fig. 1 has 
been found useful. 

The volatile mercury compounds are those 
having a relatively high Henry's law constant (cf. 
Table 5 ) ,  i.e. Hgo and (CH,),Hg, while examples of 
less volatile, water-soluble compounds are 
CH,HgCI and HgCI,. In the future, other com- 
pounds of intermediate volatility may be found to 
be important. The volatile fraction in water samples 
has to be bubbled immediately into gold traps. 

Particulate mercury is normally collected on 
filters. The chemical form of the particulate 
mercury in air is not known. During sampling, 
some of the particulate mercury initially trapped on 
the filter may be transferred to the subsequent 
sampler, causing analytical problems. 

Separation of different compounds of gaseous 
atmospheric mercury is difficult and methods are 
still being developed. In general, attempts to utilize 
chromatographic properties of commercially avail- 
able polymers, or the different affinity of mercury 
compounds for silver and gold, have not yet been 
successful. The obvious way to separate water 
soluble and volatile mercury compounds in air (i.e., 
to connect a wash bottle with pure water before the 
gold traps) has been utilized in some recent 
measurements (Brosset, 1985: Iverfeldt, 1984). 

solution or freshly prepared NaBH, (Oda and 
Ingle, 1981; Brosset, 1982; Iverfeldt, 1984). 

(b) Reactive compounds are reduced to HgO as 
in (a), while non-reactive compounds are trans- 
formed to reactive forms after treatment with 
concentrated HNO, (cf., Kaiser et al., 1978; Slemr 
et al., 1981; Olafsson, 1982; Seritti et al., 1982: 
Fitzgerald et al., 1983). 

Two additional treatments, to ensure the release 
of non-reactive mercury in water or solid samples, 
are UV irradiation (Olafsson, 1983) or ultra-sonic 
shocking (Brosset, 1985). 

3. Occurrence of mercury in nature 

The methods generally used to enrich air and 
water concentrations before analysis make it 
difficult or impossible to maintain and determine 
the original chemical composition of the mercury 
compounds sampled. Most data available are thus 
unspeciated, i.e., given as total mercury con- 
centrations. As described in Fig. 1, it is possible to 
separate volatile (V) and water-soluble or par- 
ticle-born reactive (R) or non-reactive (NR) com- 
pounds, but only a few measurements with these 
forms separated have been published. 

Components of probable importance in air and 
natural water systems are: 

The classification into reactive and non-reactive V: HgO, (CH,),Hg: 
compounds in particulate or aqueous samples may 
be defined in different ways according to the 
analytical treatment (cf. Fig. I). 

(a) Reactive compounds are reduced to Hgo by 
SnCI, in acid solution, while non-reactive com- 
pounds are reduced to Hgo by NaBH, in alkaline 

R: Hg2+, HgX,, HgX; and HgXi- with X = 
OH-, CI- and Br-; HgO on aerosol particles; 
Hg2+ complexes with organic acids; 

NR: CH,Hg+, CH,HgCl; CH,HgOH and other 
organomercuric compounds, Hg(CN),; HgS 
and Hg2+ bound to sulfur in humic matter. 
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It is generally assumed that the main volatile 
form in air is elemental mercury, but dimethyl 
mercury may also occur (Slemr et al., 1981). 

Uncharged complexes, such as HgCI,, 
CH,]HgOH etc., occur in the gaseous phase, but are 
also relatively stable in fresh water, i.e., in pre- 
cipitation, lakes, and rivers. HgCIi- is the dominat- 
ing form in sea water (cf. Table 6). 

Mercury bound to particles in the aquatic 
systems is most probably bound to sulphur. 
During degradation of humic matter, mercury may 
be released to the aqueous phase with water-soluble 
humic or fulvic acids. 

3.1. Air 
A wide range of concentrations of total mercury 

in air has been reported in the literature. In view of 
the difficulties in obtaining reliable data, we have 
chosen to consider only some of the most recent 
data. These observations are summarized in Table 
1. Fig. 2 shows the latitudinal distribution of total 

gaseous mercury in surface air over the Atlantic 
(Slemr et al., 1985). These data indicate the 
existence of a background level of about 2 ng m-3 
in the lower troposphere of the northern herni- 
sphere and just over 1 ng m-3 in the southern 
hemisphere, at least in an oceanic environment. The 
few measurements in the upper troposphere of the 
northern hemisphere give only slightly lower 
concentrations (mainly between 1 and 2 ng mg-I). 
At remote locations in Europe, like the rural parts 
of southern Sweden and Italy, concentrations most 
often lie in the range 2 to 3 ng m-3 in summer and 3 
to 4 ng m-3 in winter (Brosset, 1981b; Ferrara et 
al., 1982). In urban air, the concentrations can be 
still higher. In the plume of a coal-fired power plant, 
Lindberg (1980) measured concentrations of total 
gaseous mercury in excess of 1000 ng m-3 within a 
few km from the source (5-10 pg m-3 are normal 
concentrations in the flue gas). 

Few reliable speciation measurements have been 
made of the gaseous mercury found in the 

Table 1. Measured concentrations of total (gaseous) Hg in air 

Location 
Sampling Range Mean 

Season time (ng/m3) (ndm’) Ref. 

S. Sweden, rural 
S. Sweden, 1-3 km height 
Remote land areas 
Hokkaido, Japan 
Mainz, FRG 
Atlantic Ocean 
Atlantic Ocean 
Tropical pacific 
N. Atlantic 
Long Island Sound, USA 
Upper troposphere 
Florida, rural 
Italy, over sea 
Italy, rural area 
Italy, urban area 
Italy, “mineralized area” 
Italy, industrial area 
Canada, rural area 
Canada, suburban area 
S. Sweden, urban 

Oct. 

April- Aug. 
July 

Aug. & Nov. 

All year 24 h 2-6 
Mar.-July 30 min 1.6-3.1 

2-9 
0.7-6.2 

20 min 
2 - 4  h 1 - 1  1 

1-3 
0.8-3.2 
1-1.9 
1.6-7.2 
0.6-2.6 

30 min 3-300 
0.9-3.6 
1.2-4.1 
2.2-3 1.5 
8.2-86.3 
12.1-35.5 

Summer - 1 0 h  

May-June 30 min 0.8- 13.2 

3.3 
2.1 

9.9 
2.8 
2 in N.H. 
1.7 
1.6 
2.9 
1 in S.H. 

2.1 
3.2 
10.1 
12.4 
22.2 
3 
8 
4.0 

a 
a 
b 

d 
e 
f 
g 
g 
g 
e 
h 

C 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

k 

(a) Brosset (198 I b) (g) 
(b) Matheson (1979) (h) 
(c) Matsunaga and Goto (1976) (i) 
(d) Slemr et al. (1979) (i) 
(e) Seiler et al. (1980) (k) 
( f )  Slemr et al. (1985) 

Fitzgerald et al. (1983) 
Johnson and Braman (1974) 
Ferrara et al. (1982) 
Schroeder (1981) 
Iverfeldt (1984) 
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L AT I TU D I N A L D I ST R I BUT 10 N 
RELATIVE TO ITCZ 
ATLANTIC OCEAN 

WALTHER HERWIG 1977 

o WALTHER HERWIG 1978 

A METEOR 1979 

METEOR 1980 

S 40 O 20° ITCZ 20° LO0 N 
LATITUDE RELATIVE TO ITCZ 

Fig. 2. Latitudinal distribution of total gaseous mercury in surface air over the Atlantic (Slemr et al., 1985). The 
mid-point represents the position of the Intertropical Convergence Zone (ITCZ): the northern hemisphere is to the 
right. 

atmosphere. Generally, elemental mercury seems to 
be the dominant form. However, Slemr et al. (198 1) 
found dimethyl mercury to make up over 30% of 
the total gaseous mercury over the European 
con tin en t. 

The corresponding figure for oceanic air was 
about 5 %. Later measurements by the same group 
(Slemr et al., 1985) indicate that the above figures 
may have been too high. They also found that 
monomethyl mercury could make up several YO of 
the total gaseous mercury, particularly in con- 
tinental air. 

Brosset (198 1 b) distinguished between a water- 
soluble fraction and a non-soluble fraction, pre- 
sumably metallic mercury, Hgo (although, for 
example, dimethyl mercury might also contribute). 
For rural air in southern Sweden, Brosset (1981b) 
found the soluble fraction to make up on the 
average 5-10% of the total gaseous mercury in 
winter. The fraction was smaller in summer. 

Mercury associated with aerosol particles nor- 
mally makes up only a small fraction of the total 

airborne mercury. However, the r6le of the par- 
ticulate mercury in the atmospheric part of the 
mercury cycle is important, since its residence time 
is considerably shorter than that of the gaseous mer- 
cury. Average concentrations of particulate mercury 
at remote locations are normally below 0.1 ng m-3 
(cf. review by Matheson (1979); Millward and 
Griffin (1980)). Fitzgerald et al. (1983) measured 
concentrations as low as about 0.001 ng m-3 in 
oceanic air and around 0.01 to 0.06 ng m-3 (average 
0.02) at  Long Island Sound in northeastern USA. 

3.2. Precipitation 
Since deposition by precipitation is a major 

removal process for atmospheric mercury and is 
relatively easily estimated from measurements, it is 
worthwhile to review carefully the available data on 
mercury in precipitation. In Table 2 we have 
summarized the pertinent data. The lowest con- 
centrations in rain water (around 1 ng L-') have 
been reported from a coastal site in Japan and from 
Samoa Island. Most other values lie in the range 
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Table 2. Measured concentrations of Hg in precipitation and in ice cores 

Location 
Precip. Range Mean 

Season type (ng/l) (ng/l) Ref. 

May-Aug. 
Dec. 
Dec.-March 
Sept.-Nov. 

March 

Onsala. Sweden Aug rain 10-75 20 a 
Gothenburg. Sweden Nov. rain 10-25 b 
Vemdalen. Fredrika Nov. snow -1  b 
Sweden (2  samples) 
Onsala, Sweden Nov. rain 21-52 37 b 
Rural sites. Denmark Whole year rain 5-300 8 0  C 

Licerpool, UK rain 6-30 17 d 
Gottingen. FRG 23-15 f 
Italy, polluted early rain 30-85 66 g 
Italy, polluted late rain 10-26 18 g 
Italy, remote rain - 20 g 
Hokkaido, Japan 

(coastal site) rain 0.7- I .5 -1.0 h 
(coastal site) rain 1.0-1.5 - 1.0 h 
(coastal site) snow 0.6-3.4 -1.0 h 

Southern New England rain 2-2 1 10 I 

(coastal site) 
Northern New England rain 6 0  j 

(mountain site) 
Canada, several sites snow 20-200 k 
Quebec. Canada rain and snow 20- 100 I 
North Sea rain 17-58 30  m 
North Pacific Ocean rain 10-50 n 
Tropical Pacific July rain 1.7-2.3 2.0 0 

Samoa Island Nov. rain 0.8 I 

Alaska snow (5-26 P 
Greenland icecores 7-13 9 
Greenland icecores 2-17 - 10 r 

(a) Brosset (1981b) 
(b) Brosset (1982) (k) Quoted in Matheson (1979) 
(c) Anonymous (1979) (I) Tomlinson et al. (1980) 
(d) Airey (1982) (m) Cambray et al. (1979) 
( f )  Ruppert (1975) (n) Nishimura (1979) 
(9) Ferrara et al. (1982) (0) Fitzgerald et al. (1983) 
(h) Matsunaga and Goto (1976) (p) Weiss et al. (1975) 
(i) Fogg and Fitzgerald (1979) (4) Appelqvist et al. (1978) 
(j) Schlesinger et al. (1974) (r) Boutron and Delmas (1980) (review) 

5-100 ng L-I. Some of the snow samples con- 
tained very low concentrations. The Greenland ice 
core samples have concentrations around 10 ng 
L-I. These values represent total deposition, i.e.. 
with dry deposition included. It is important to 
point out that some earlier measurements from 
Greenland ice cores gave significantly higher 
concentrations (pre-industrial averages of about 60 
ng I,-'), but that these high values later proved to 
be wrong (Appelquist et al., 1978). Most of the 
estimates of fluxes through the atmosphere made 

during the middle and late 1970s have been based 
on these erroneously high Greenland data, and 
therefore must be modified. 

It is of interest to compare concentrations of 
mercury in rainwater with those in air for those few 
studies where both have been measured. We define 
a washout ratio Was  

W = C(rain)/C(air) 

with the concentrations expressed in ng m-3 in both 
air and rainwater. The washout ratio is thus a 
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Table 3. Rough estimates of mercury washout 
ratios (concentration in rainwater divided by con- 
centration in air) 

1 2 3 
Hg,,,. rain Hg, ',,. rain Hg,,,. rain 

Hg,,,, air Hg,,,, air Hg,,,,. air Location Ref. 

- 104 - 10' - rural Sweden a - 104 - - rural Italy b - 103 - - urbanUK c 

- - - 106 tropical Pacific e 

- - - 

-3.10' - ~ urbanJapan d 

(a) Brosset (1981b) 
(b) Ferrara et al. (1982) 
(c) Airey (1982) 
(d) Matsunaga and Goto (1976) 
(e) Fitzgerald et al. (1983) 

measure of removal efficiency of mercury by 
precipitation. For a gaseous compound, W cor- 
responds to the solubility, at least to the extent that 
equilibrium can be assumed to exist between 
raindrops and the surrounding air. 

Table 3 shows very rough estimates of washout 
ratios defined in 3 different ways. The values in 
column 1 are considerably lower than those for 
other metals that occur mainly in accumulation 
mode particulate matter. For Pb and V, for 
example, Slinn et al. (1978) give values of 6 x lo4 
and 16 x lo4, respectively. If only the water-soluble 
mercury fraction is considered for the gas phase, 
the washout ratio is closer to that of these other 
metals. Because of the many different mercury 
forms that may exist in the atmosphere and the 
large differences in their solubilities (cf. Table 5). it 
is dimcult to draw any firm conclusions regarding 
atmospheric mercury speciation from the washout 
ratios presented in Table 3. It is likely that both 
particulate mercury and water-soluble gaseous 
forms contribute significantly to the mercury 
content in precipitation. 

3.3 Natural waters 
Fitzgerald (1979) reviewed concentration 

measurements of mercury in natural waters per- 
formed during the period 1971-1978. The wide 
variation (&loo0 ng L-I), with location, depth, 
and analytical laboratory, causes difficulties in 
defining an average value useful for budget calcula- 

tions. Previous intercalibrations of mercury in sea- 
water have demonstrated the analytical problems. 
In the ICES study (Olafsson, 1982), 32 laboratories 
obtained values within the range 0.7-94 ng L-I, 
which shows that it is necessary to be very careful 
when using literature data of mercury concen- 
trations. 

I t  is important to distinguish between dissolved 
mercury and mercury bound to suspended matter, 
especially in polluted waters. Seritti et al. (1982) 
found ranges of 0.3-80 ng L-' on the particles and 
1.7-12.2 ng L-' in the dissolved phase along the 
Italian coast. 

Recent measurements of mercury in aquatic 
systems have given lower values than previously 
assumed (Table 4). The following concentration 
ranges may be considered representative for dis- 
solved mercury: 

open ocean 0.5-3 ng L-I; 
coastal sea water 2-15 ng L-I: 
rivers and lakes 1-3 ng L-I. 

Local variations from these values are of course 
considerable, especially in coastal seawater and in 
lakes and rivers where mercury associated with 
suspended matter may also contribute to the total 
load. Generally, there are increased levels of 
mercury if the waters contain elevated amounts of 
organic matter like humic acids. 

The relatively low background levels given for 
lakes and rivers compared to coastal sea water are 
consistent with the fact that Hg(I1) is not stabilized 
as HgC1:- in fresh water as it is in seawater. Of the 
total concentration of 2-3 ng L-' in the North 
Atlantic, Olafsson (1983) found that more than 
80% occurred as reactive Hg, i.e. mainly as 
inorganic Hg(I1) compounds. 

Only a few measurements of volatile mercury 
have been made in aquatic systems: Iverfeldt 
(1984) found 0.2-3.0 ng L-' in the oxic surface 
water of a Norwegian fjord, and Brosset (1985) 
found approximately 0.02-0.1 ng L-' in lakes in 
southern Sweden. The higher values are found in 
productive zones. 

4. Transformation processes 

The biogeochemical cycle of mercury depends 
not only on concentrations in different reservoirs 
but also on thermodynamic properties of the 
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Table 4. Measured concentrations of dissolved mercury in marine and fresh waters (ng L-' )  

Location 
Rivers 

Ocean Coastal and lakes Ref. 
~~~ ~~ 

Norwegian fjord 
Norwegian fjord, anoxic deep water 
South Baltic and Kattegat 
The Sound, SW/Den. 
Mediterranean. Tyrrhenian coast 
North sea 
North Atlantic 0-2900 m 
North Atlantic 
Pacific ocean 
River, eastern Sweden 
Lakes, southern Sweden 

3 
7-15 
9 
10-15 
2-12' 

1-3 3-10 
0 . 5 4 . 5 2  
1.2-3.2 
0.3 4 . 7 '  

2-6 
1-3 

a 
a 
b 
b 

d 
e 
f 
f 
g 
g 

C 

(a) lverfeldt (1984) 
(b) Pedersen and Larsen (1977) 
(c) Seritti et al. (1982) 
(d) Portrnan and Topping (1983) 

IO.3-80 ng L-' were found on suspended particles. 
' Not dependent on depth. 

(e) Olafsson (1983) 
(f)  Fitzgerald et al. (1983) 
(9) Brosset (1985) 

Reactive mercury in surface water. 

mercury compounds present. Vapor pressures, 
solubilities, solution equilibria, and air-water dis- 
tribution (Henry's law) constants of mercury 
compounds occurring in nature are necessary 
information for interpretation of the pathways of 
mercury. Also, kinetic data for the chemical 
reactions involved are needed for correct estimates 
of the fluxes. In this section, we discuss mercury 
speciation, distribution equilibria, and redox reac- 
tions. Despite interest in environmental aspects of 
mercury in recent years, such fundamental data are 
partly still not available. 

4.1.  Airlwater distribution equilibria 
Some of the mercury bound in soil and water 

may slowly be transformed to volatile species that 
are emitted (or re-emitted) to the atmosphere. This 
emission from continents and oceans is probably 
mainly due to elemental mercury, HgO, and 
dimethyl mercury, (CH,),Hg, both of which can be 
formed by biochemical processes. 

Elemental mercury and dimethyl mercury are 
defined as volatile from their relatively high 
airlwater distribution constant, both being -0.3 
(dimensionless, cf. Table 5) .  This magnitude of the 
constant means that an air concentration of 1 ng 
rn-, of either compound is in equilibrium with only 
-0.003 ng L-' in the water phase (cf. Fig. 3). The 

few measurements of volatile mercury that have 
been made in aquatic systems have given values in 
the range 0.02-3.0 ng L-I. This indicates that these 
compounds are emitted to the atmosphere. 

It is generally assumed that most of the gaseous 
mercury in the atmosphere is elemental mercury. It 
is not known which of the two mentioned volatile 
compounds dominates the evasion process; com- 
pounds other than Hgo and (CH,),Hg may also 
contribute. Measurements over the European con- 
tinent and over the Atlantic have indicated that an 
appreciable amount of dimethyl mercury is emitted, 
but that a relatively fast degradation to elemental 
mercury takes place in air (Seiler. personal com- 
munication, 1983). Niki et al. (1983) have studied 
the reaction between O H  radicals and (CH,),Hg 
and determined the reaction rate constant to 
k = 2 x lo-" cm3 molecule-' s-I. For typical 
concentrations of O H  radicals ( 10s-106 molecules 
cm-'), this corresponds to an atmospheric lifetime 
of (CH,),Hg of at most a few days. 

A number of mercury compounds of probable 
importance in the environment are defined as 
water-soluble due to their relatively low air/water 
distribution constants. Table 5 shows compounds 
for which such constants have been determined 
experimentally. Distribution constants can also be 
calculated from thermodynamic data, e.g. subli- 
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Table 5 .  Experimenta1l.v-determined distribution constants for  some compounds of relevance for  the 
mercury cycle 

Compound H = {HgX(g)J/{HgX(aq)J (v/v) Temp ("C) CI ionic strength (M) Ref. 

0.29 
0.3 I 
0.15 
1.9 x lo-' 
1.6 x lo-> 
0.9 x lo-! 
3.2 x 
1.6 x 
2.9 x lo-@ 
1.2 x 10-8 

~ 

20 
25 
0 
25 
15 
10 
25 
10 
25 
10 

~ ~~ 

0 
0 
0 
0.7 
1 .o 
0.2 x 10 ' 
0.2 x 10 ' 
0.2 x 10 
0.2 x 10 ' 
0.2 x 10 ' 

~ 

a 
b 

b 
C 

C 

C 

d 
d 
d 
d 

(a) Sanemasa (1975) 
(b) Talmi and Mesmer (1975) 
(c) Iverfeldt and Lindqvist (1982) 
(d) lverfeldt and Lindqvist (1980) 

I- I 
1 0 2  

rn 
'E 

P 
m 1  

$ 1 0 2  

$16' 

1 
v 

0 

lo6 10' lo2 1 lo2 

CONC IN WATER ng iig I-' 

Fig. 3. Equilibrium concentrations in air of some 
mercury compounds as a function of corresponding 
concentrations in the water phase obtained from experi- 
mentally determined air/water constants at 25 "C (cf. 
Table 5 ) .  The curves for Hgo and (CH,), Hg coincide. 

mation, solvation and complexation energies in 
a Born-Haber cycle. However, such calculated data 
may suffer from uncertainties, adding to significant 
errors in the interpretation of fluxes. Therefore, 
experimentally determined air/water distribution 
constants should be used when available (cf. also 
Graedel et al., 1982). 

Of compounds not listed in Table 5 ,  it seems 
most important to determine the distribution 
constant for Hg(CN),. as a stable molecular 

compound of possible importance for the mercury 
cycle. Investigations of CH,HgOH have resulted 
in H values around lo-' (Iverfeldt and Persson, 
1985). 

It is important to note that only uncharged 
species are responsible for the distribution equili- 
bria between air and water. When applying 
distribution or  Henry's law constants to natural 
systems. it is therefore necessary to take the 
relevant complex equilibria into account when 
estimating the concentrations of exchangeable 
molecules in the aqueous system. 

Hg speciation in waters of different ionic 
strength and pH. based on well-established stability 
constants. is given in Table 6. and also illustrated in 
Fig. 4 as a function of pH. redox potential. and 
chloride concentration. Similar and more extensive 
calculations can be found elsewhere (cf. Lerman. 
1979: Stumm and Morgan. 1981). 

Accurate calculations of mass transfers between 
air and water droplets in the atmosphere require 
not only thermodynamic distribution constants. but 
also. surface-layer diffusion and mass-transfer 
constants for the gas and aqueous phases (Liss and 
Slater, 1974: Stumm and Morgan. 1981). especi- 
ally for the rapidly changing concentrations that 
may occur in and around falling rain drops. 
However. the experimentally determined air/water 
distribution constants are in most cases sufficient to 
determine the direction of fluxes between the gas 
and, water phases. I f  the Hg species are well-mixed 
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Table 6.  % of dflerent inorganic and monomethyl mercury species in natural waters (from Dyrssen and 
Wedborg, 1980) 

Fresh water {CI I = 0.2 m M  
Sea water 

Compound {Cl)  = 0.7 M p H = 4  p H = 5  p H = 6  p H = 7  p H = 8  

Inorganic 
HgCI:- 
HgC1,Brz- 
HgCI; 
HgCI,Br ~ 

HgClBr 
HgOHCl 
HgClt 

HgCI, 

Hg(OH)z 

Monomethyl 
CH,HgCI 
CH,HgOH 
CH,HgBr 
CH,Hgt 

65.8 
12.3 
12.0 
4.3 
3.0 
1. I 
0.2 

92.2 
5. I 
2.7 

- 

- 

0.2 

99.6 

0.1 
0.2 

- 

- 

97.8 
0. I 

2. I 
- 

- 

0.2 

98.8 

0.9 
0.2 
0.002 

97.1 
0.8 

2.1 
- 

- 

0.1 

91.1 

8.5 
0.2 
0.2 

- 

89.8 
8.4 

1.9 
- 

- 

- 

0. I 

34.1 

49.4 
0. I 

16.4 

- 

- 

33.5 
65.8 

0.7 
- 

6.2 

93.7 
- 

1.9 
98.1 

0.04 

Fig. 4. (a) Predominance diagram for soluble mercury species in water containing 10 M CI and 10 M SO: or 
equivalent total sulphur. The vertical axis represents oxidation potential ( E ) .  The diagram refers to 25 OC and I atm 
pressure (from Benes and Havlik (1979) and Hem (1970)). (b) Stability ranges from chloro- and hydroxo-complexes 
of divalent mercury in aqueous solution (from Benes and Havlik (1979) and Lockwood and Chen (1973)). The 
vertical axis represents the negative logarithm of the chloride concentration. 
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in the atmosphere, it is usually adequate to assume 
that equilibrium conditions in raindrops have been 
achieved. Fig. 3 can thus be used for simple model 
calculations. 

Most of the mercury in the oceans is probably 
present as inorganic mercury. If one assumes 2 ng 
L-' of inorganic mercury in the normal oceanic 
background, this would correspond to 0.06 ng L-' 
of HgCl, (Table 6), which would be in equilibrium 
with only -2 x lop6 ng m-3 of HgCI, in air 
(smaller for Hg(OH), and HgOHCl). 

The average concentration of non-reactive mer- 
cury in ocean water may be estimated to be 0.2-0.4 
ng L-'. How much of this that is monomethylated 
mercury is not known. An assumption of 0.1 ng 
L-' monomethyl mercury (probably too high) 
would correspond to 2 x ng m-3 of CH,HgCI 
in air. 

Air concentrations of the inorganic compounds 
HgCI,, Hg(OH), or HgOHCl greater than 
ng m-3 will thus give a flux from the atmosphere to 
the ocean, while the corresponding value for 
mono-methyl mercury is ng m-3. The few 
measurements of the water-soluble fraction of 
mercury in background air indicate concentrations 
of 0.05 - 0.2 ng m-3 of such compounds (Brosset, 
1984). This means either that there is a flux of 
water-soluble compounds from the atmosphere to 
the ocean, or that some other water-soluble 
mercury form with a higher air/water distribution 
constant is of importance. This compound could be 

At present, it is not possible to decide if the 
emission of volatile mercury from the oceans to the 
atmosphere dominates over the wet and dry 
deposition of water soluble mercury to the oceans. 

Typical concentration values for mercury in 
precipitation in relatively remote parts of Europe 
are 3 ng L-' as reactive and 10 ng L-' as 
non-reactive mercury, while higher values are 
found in industrialized areas (Ferrara et al., 1982; 
Brosset, 1985). The composition of the non-reactive 
part is not known, but it has been shown that it is 
not monomethyl mercury (Brosset, 1984). 

Assuming that HgCI, is representative for 
reactive mercury in rainwater of normal acidity (cf. 
Table 6). the equilibrium air concentration of 
reactive, water-soluble mercury is not more than - ng m-3. This is far below the -0.1 ng m-3 of 
water-soluble mercury found in air (Brosset, 1985). 
and leads us to the conclusion that most of the 

Hg(CN),. 

water-soluble mercury in air is non-reactive with an 
air/water overall distribution constant of - It 
may be gaseous or associated with small particles 
(-0.1 ,urn). 

Transfer of insoluble compounds or charged 
complexes from water to airborne particles or vice 
versa may also occur. Mechanisms responsible for 
the formation of mercury containing aerosol may 
be atmospheric oxidation of Hgo to Hg(II), 
evaporation of cloud drops and, probably less 
important, of sea spray droplets. Charged com- 
plexes in air have to be bound to aerosol particles 
until degassed as neutralized species, redissolved, 
or deposited. Only a small fraction of the at- 
mospheric mercury has been found in the aerosol 
particles (cf. Section 3). However, with respect to 
the sampling difficulties, one should not rule out the 
possibility that more of the airborne water-soluble 
mercury is associated with small particles. In an 
aquatic system, one is more likely to find insoluble 
mercury compounds bound to organic material or 
HgS on particles. 

4.2.  Redox chemistry 
The redox stabilities of mercury compounds in 

natural systems have been reviewed by Benes and 
Havlik (1979). Two of their diagrams are re- 
produced in Fig. 4. They show that the oxidized 
forms are stabilized in oxygenated water and in air, 
in which the oxidation potential E > 0.5 V. 

Elemental mercury occurring in air or dissolved 
in oxygenated surface water is thus thermo- 
dynamically unstable with respect to oxidized 
species. However. possible oxidation processes 
seem to be relatively slow, so that HgO formed in 
water under reducing conditions or in biological 
processes may pass unchanged through the oxidiz- 
ing surface water to the atmosphere (cf. Iverfeldt, 
1984). Furthermore, Hgo in the atmosphere has a 
rather long life-time. 0.3-2 years (cf. Section 5), 
also indicating that atmospheric oxidation pro- 
cesses are slow. 

It is also possible that mercuric compounds can 
be reduced by photochemical reactions in the 
atmosphere. Dimethyl mercury, primarily formed 
in biochemical processes and emitted to the 
atmosphere, may, for example, be photolysed to 
Hgo and CH, radicals. The photochemical sen- 
sitivity of this and other divalent mercury com- 
pounds under atmospheric conditions may be of 
importance for the mercury cycle. 
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A probable pathway of the mercury cycle, 
recently proposed by Brosset (198 la), is that Hgo is 
mobilized to the atmosphere where it is subjected to 
atmospheric oxidation processes that yield water- 
soluble forms subsequently scavenged by wet or 
dry deposition. Brosset also proposed that in 
industrialized areas, other anthropogenic air pol- 
lutants could significantly influence the formation 
rate of oxidized Hg species. 

The atmospheric oxidation processes are not yet 
fully understood. The ratio Q = Hg(II)/Hg(tot) has 
been found to be approximately 0.1 in indus- 
trialized areas, and correlations between concen- 
trations of atmospheric oxidants and Q are pre- 
sently being investigated (Brosset, 1985). 

Early laboratory studies (P'yankov. 1949) have 
shown that Hgo is oxidized by ozone in dry air. 
High concentrations of mercury (7.9 pg m-3) and 
ozone (3 ppm) were used. Applying P'yankov's 
rate constant to ambient concentrations of 1 ng 
m-3 of Hgo and 25 ppbv of ozone would result in a 
Hgo half-life of approximately 0.6 years. This is in 
agreement with the average residence time esti- 
mated in Section 5. However, the oxidation 
products are not known and the significance of the 

\ 
1 OX I DATION) 

homogeneous Hgo oxidation with ozone is not yet 
clear. 

Homogeneous gas phase oxidation has also been 
compared with the oxidation rate in a water phase 
in equilibrium with a gas phase containing 5 0 0  ng 
Hgo m-3 and 100-200 ppbv ozone (Iverfeldt, 
1984). The reaction was found to be much faster 
with the water phase present and to be first-order 
both with respect to ozone and HgO. Elevated 
reaction rates were also obtained in humid air (7 1 % 
RH at 2OoC), but whether the reaction occurs 
mainly in the water film adsorbed on the reactor 
walls or as a gas-phase reaction is not yet resolved. 

The oxidation rate constant from the water- 
phase experiments, extrapolated to ambient con- 
centrations in a cloud (i.e. 1 ng Hgo m-3, 25 ppbv 
0, and 1 g H,O(aq) m-3) gives a half-life for HgO of 
approximately 5 days within the cloud. Taking into 
account the frequency of occurrence of clouds, the 
corresponding werall half-life would be about two 
months, roughly consistent with the estimate of 
average residence time given in Section 6. 

Since the presence of water seems to accelerate 
the Hgo oxidation, it is likely that the oxidation 
mechanism involves a Hg-H,O, complex, and 

Fig. 5. Schematic representation of transfers and transformations affecting the atmospheric part of the mercury cycle. 
DMHg represents (CH,),Hg. 
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thus, that the primary oxidation product is 

The influence of sunlight, temperature, relative 
humidity and other pollutants on the homogeneous 
and heterogeneous reaction kinetics of the mercury 
compounds in ambient air needs further investi- 
gations. Some of the transformation and transfer 
processes discussed above are summarized 
schematically in Fig. 5. 

5. Emission processes 

Hg(OH),. 

It is very probable that past anthropogenic 
emissions of mercury have significantly increased 
its present circulation through soils, water and air. 
It is therefore misleading to refer to present-day 
fluxes (other than direct anthropogenic emissions) 
as “natural”, even though they may be largely 
controlled by natural biological processes. We 
prefer to avoid the word “natural” and rather use 
the terms “pre-industrial”, “present”, and “present 
background”. With this terminology, the “present” 
fluxes through the atmosphere can be viewed as the 
sum of direct anthropogenic emissions and the 
“present background” fluxes. The present back- 
ground fluxes may be substantially larger than the 
“pre-industrial” fluxes through the atmosphere, the 
difference representing fluxes resulting from “old” 
anthropogenic emissions. 

5.1.  Present anthropogenic emissions 

Present anthropogenic activities giving rise to 
mercury mobilization and transfer of mercury to 
land, water and air include: 

mining and smelting (in particular, zinc and 
copper smelting): 

burning of fossil fuels (mainly coal); 
industrial production processes (in particular, 

the mercury-cell chlor-alkali process for pro- 
duction of chlorine and caustic soda); 

agriculture (pesticides); 
consumption-related discharges (including waste 

In Table 7 ,  we summarize some recent estimates 
of anthropogenic emissions for different parts of the 
world. The number of significant figures in these 
numbers does not represent the certainty by which 
the numbers are known. For example, the estimate 
of global emissions by Mackenzie and Wollast 
(1977) gives a value of about 10,000 ton a-’ for air 
and 9000 ton a-I for land, i.e. much higher values 
than cited in Table 7 .  

A distribution of the global anthropogenic 
atmospheric emissions, between different countries 
and continents ascribes about 30% to Europe 
(without USSR), 20% to USA, and 20% to USSR 
(Watson, 1979). 

The historical development of anthropogenic 

incineration). 

Table 7. Present-day anthropogenic emissions of total mercury to air, water and land (ton a - - ‘ )  

Sweden’ USA2 Global* 

Air Water Land Air Water Land Air Water Land lotal 

Mining and 1.2 0.5 
smelting 

Industrial 1.5 0.3 
processes 

70 3 4 

40 20 3 10 
2400 

Fossil fuel 0.4 0.0 120 0 10 
combustion 

450 

Consumption 1.0 0.2 240 60 750 4650 
~ ~ ~~~~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

~ 

Total 4. I I .o 470 80 1070 2400 300 4800 7500 
Sweden3 4.8 2.5 28 

’ For the year 1977/78 (SNV, 1981). 
* For the year 1975 (Watson, 1979). Figures rounded off. 

Total for the year (Project KHM. 1983). 
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emissions has been discussed by Andren and 
Nriagu (1979). They estimate that emissions have 
increased by a factor 2 or 3 between 1900 and the 
1970s and that the accumulated deposition by the 
late 1970s corresponds to about 75 years of 
emissions at the rate prevailing at that time. 

All of the above emission estimates refer to total 
mercury. Very little information is available about 
the forms of mercury compounds in anthropogenic 
emissions to the environment. It has generally been 
assumed that much of the mercury in emissions to 
air is in the elemental state. Most mercury releases 
to water are in the inorganic divalent form and to 
land in any or several of these chemical forms. A 
few measurements of mercury in the plumes from 
coal-fired power plants have indicated that be- 
tween 50% and 70% occurred in a water-soluble 
form, most of the remainder probably being 
metallic mercury vapour (Bergstrom, 1983a,b). An 

important fraction may also be associated with 
particulate matter. 

5.2. Emissions to the atmosphere by biological and 

The following natural processes contribute to 
the flux of mercury and its compounds to the 
atmosphere: 

volcanic emissions; 
windblown dust from dry continental areas; 
emission of gaseous mercury from soils and 

emission of gaseous mercury from the ocean and 

Very little is known about the magnitude of these 
fluxes or about the species involved. The volcanic 
emissions are probably negligible compared to the 
others (Mackenzie and Wollast, 1977; Buat- 
Menard and Arnold, 1978; Cadle, 1980). The flux 

natural physico-chemical processes 

vegetation; 

other water bodies. 

Table 8. Previous estimates of pre-industrial emissions of Hg to the atmosphere (ton Hg a-I); see text for 
comments 

Continents Ocean 
to to 
atmosphere Method of estimate atmosphere Method of estimate Ref. 

8,300 Based on “old” ice 16.700 
core data (a) 

Based on “old” ice 
core data (a) 

This flux was assumed 
to have increased 
to 23,300 by now 

b. c 

8.300 As above 2 1 .000 Present day flux 
Estimated essen- 

tially as above 

d 

~ -~ ~ 

17,800 Vg=O.Icms-’  2,900 
estimated from 
“old” ice core 
data (e) 

Degassing data from 
USEPA (1975) 

~~ 

Same as for f 
continents to 
atmosphere 

800 Based on “new” ice 1,700 Same as for h 
core data (g) continents to 

atmosphere 

(a) Weiss et al. ( 1  97 1) 
(b) Carrels et al. (1975) 
(c) Mackenzie and Wollast (1977) 
(d) Lantzy and Mackenzie (1979) 

(e) Weiss et al. (1975) 
(f) Andren and Nriagu ( 1  979) 
(9) Appelquist et al. (1978) 
(h) Millward (1982) 

~ 
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associated with dust particles has been estimated ng L-I over continents and 1-10 ng L-l over 
by Lantzy and Mackenzie (1979) to be about 25 oceans. For Europe, we use 10-60 ng L-’ and for 
ton per year, also a negligible amount. Sweden 5-30 ng L-I. The total wet deposition is 

Some attempts have been made to measure soil obtained by multiplying these concentration values 
degassing rates (McCarthy et al., 1969), but most I by the appropriate average amounts of preci- 
estimates of the global evasion rates rely on indirect 
arguments, based on deposition rates estimated 
from concentration of mercury in rainwater and 
ice-core samples (see e.g. Lantzy and MacKenzie 
(1979); Andren and Nriagu (1979); Millward 
(1982)). These and previous estimates of global 
“pre-industrial” rates of emissions to the atmos- 
phere range from about 2,500 to almost 30,000 ton 
per year (cf. Table 8). These estimates are 
extremely uncertain. With the exception of Mill- 
ward’s (1982) estimate, they are based on ice-core 
data that are likely to be incorrect (i.e. too high, cf., 
Appelqvist et al., 1978). Furthermore, it is very 
uncertain to what extent the Greenland ice-core 
data can be taken to represent global deposition 
rates. The estimates of “pre-industrial” emissions 
are discussed further in Section 6. 

6. Mercury budgets 

In this section we summarize some of the 
information contained in the earlier chapters and 
attempt to make budget estimates of mercury and 
its compounds, i.e., systematic comparisons of 
fluxes and reservoir contents. The aim of these 
calculations is to compare anthropogenic and 
pre-industrial fluxes in some reservoirs of different 
sizes and to obtain some insight into transport 
patterns and possible areas of influence of specific 
mercury sources. 

6.1. Estimates of emission and deposition 
Anthropogenic emissions for the European 

atmosphere are taken from Watson (1979). Pre- 
industrial emissions into the atmosphere are as- 
sumed to be uniformly distributed over all con- 
tinents and oceans. Deposition from the atmos- 
phere to land or sea surfaces can take place either 
by precipitation (“wet” deposition) or by direct 
uptake at the surface (“dry” deposition). Only the 
former can be directly estimated from available 
environmental measurements, i.e. concentration of 
mercury in precipitation samples. 

From the (incomplete) data presented in Table 2, 
we estimate global averages of the concentration of 
mercury in precipitation to be in the range of 5-30 

pitation. 
Little direct information is available concerning 

rates of dry deposition of mercury species. It is true 
that Greenland ice-core samples represent total 
deposition (i.e. wet + dry), but it is not possible to 
apportion the values between wet and dry de- 
position. It is also very uncertain how repre- 
sentative a snow surface is for dry deposition 
compared to other types of surfaces, like water, 
soil, and vegetation. 

Peat-bog records of mercury accumulation can 
also be considered as a measure of total net 
deposition. Data from Danish peat bogs reported 
by Pheiffer Madsen ( 198 1) suggest a rate of total 
deposition during the 1970s of 30-200 pg m-2 ax1. 
With present mercury concentrations in rainwater 
in this region of some 50 ng L-I (cf. above), only 
about half of the estimated deposition can be 
attributed to wet deposition, thus indicating a 
significant contribution from dry deposition. 

The measurements by Brosset (1981b, 1984) of 
the water-soluble fraction of atmospheric mercury 
make it possible to make some rough estimates of 
dry deposition using the deposition velocity con- 
cept (cf. Garland, 1978). We assume that the 
insoluble gaseous forms-mainly Hgo-have a 
negligible deposition velocity, but that the soluble 
forms and that the fraction bound to particles have 
a deposition velocity in the range 0.1-0.5 cm s-I. In 
our budget estimates, we take Brosset’s measure- 
ments of the soluble fraction (0.1-0.3 ng m 3 )  to be 
representative of the European atmosphere. For the 
global atmosphere, we estimate the concentration 
of soluble mercury to be <O. I ng m-3, 

A further considerable difficulty arises, when 
trying to estimate deposition rates of a volatile and 
biochemically active element like mercury, since a 
fraction of the deposited amounts may be re- 
emitted to the atmosphere (within a relatively short 
period of time) before it is actually incorporated 
into soil, water, or vegetation. Several laboratory 
experiments suggest that a significant fraction of 
oxidized mercury added to e.g., a soil sample is 
quickly reduced and volatilized (Anderson, 1979). 
Such a re-emission probably also takes place in the 
environment, although no unambiguous data on 
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this phenomenon seem to exist. It is probable that 
the character of the surface, for example, its 
acid/base status, influences the rate of re-emission. 
Therefore, the relatively high net deposition rates 
inferred from the Danish peat-bog data need not be 
representative for other, less acidic surfaces. 

6.2. Atmospheric transport and transformation 
We first try to estimate the average residence 

time of total mercury in the atmosphere. This can 
be done in several different ways. 

A comparison between the total content in the 
atmosphere and the f lux through this reservoir. 
With an average tropospheric concentration of 2 ng 
Hg m-3 in the northern hemisphere and 1 ng m-3 in 
the southern hemisphere, the total amount of 
mercury in the atmosphere is about 6 x lo9 g. The 
global rate of deposition is taken to be (2-17) x lo9 
g a-' (cf. Table 10). Dividing the total atmospheric 
mercury burden by the total flux gives a turn-over 
time in the range of 0.4-3 years. If only the 
water-soluble fraction is considered, the turn-over 
time is reduced by at least an order of magnitude to 
a value less than a few weeks. For a reservoir in 
steady state, the turn-over time defined as above 
can be shown to equal the average residence time of 
the element in the reservoir (Bolin and Rodhe, 
1973). 

Spatial variability in concentration. We use the 
residence time variability relation derived by Junge 
(1973) and elaborated on by Hamrud (1983) 
together with the concentration data reported by 
Seiler (personal communication, 1983), cf. Fig. 2. If 
all mercury is assumed to originate from direct 
anthropogenic emission, the observed latitudinal 
distribution would imply an average residence time 
of 2--4 years. If, instead, the oceans are assumed to 
constitute a uniform source for atmospheric mer- 
cury, the observed variability in concentration 
implies a residence time less than or about equal to 
0.4 years. Since it is very likely that the anthropo- 
genic emission at least plays an important r6le. 
these estimates are consistent with the range 
derived in the previous paragraph. Similar esti- 
mates of residence time, using Junge's relation, 
have been made by Slemr et al. (1981) and 
Fitzgerald et a]. (1983). The results were 0.9 years 
and 0.5 years, respectively. 

The rate of decrease of the concentration with 
altitude. Data from Sweden by Brosset (1982) 
indicate a decrease in concentration of total 

mercury by about a factor of two between the 
earth's surface and a height of 3 km. In a 
horizontally homogeneous situation, such a de- 
crease would correspond to a residence time of at 
most a month or so. Considerably longer residence 
times are implied by data from the upper tropo- 
sphere (Seiler et al., 1980), where concentrations as 
high as 1 to 3 ng kg--' were measured. This 
indicates that the mercury has a residence time of 
at least a month. 

Directional dependence of surface air concen- 
trations. Daily measurements of total mercury in 
surface air at several sites in southern Sweden 
(Brosset, 1981b) show a much smaller directional 
dependence compared to pollutants such as SO,, 
SO:-, Pb, V, etc. Since it is extremely unlikely that 
the sources of the concentration of total mercury 
affecting this region are more homogeneously 
distributed in the region than those of the other 
pollutants, one is led to the conclusion that the 
residence time of mercury is much longer than that 
of the other pollutants. This would allow the bulk of 
the mercury to become reasonably well mixed over 
at least much of the northern hemisphere. The 
directional dependence of the concentration of the 
water soluble fraction in Sweden is more in 
agreement with that of the other pollutants, with 
higher concentrations occurring in air coming from 
the industrial regions on the European continent 
(Brosset, 198 lb). This, again, indicates a shorter 
residence time for these mercury forms than for the 
bulk of the volatile part. 

The picture that emerges is one where the 
dominant volatile fraction (HgO) has an average 
residence time in the atmosphere of at least a few 
months, maybe even a year or two, so that it is 
rather uniformly mixed throughout the tropo- 
sphere of the northern hemisphere. Because of 
higher (present and past) anthropogenic emissions 
in the northern hemisphere, the concentration in 
this hemisphere is higher than in the southern 
hemisphere by about a factor two (cf. Fig. 2). 
Dimethyl mercury (which may constitute a small 
but significant part of the volatile fraction) may well 
have a much shorter residence time, cf. Section 5 .  

The water-soluble fraction and the fraction 
associated with particulate matter are much more 
readily scavenged and have a residence time of 
perhaps a few days to a few weeks. Their dispersion 
characteristics probably resemble those of pol- 
lutants occurring as soluble gases or associated 
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with submicrometer-sized aerosol particles (e.g. 
SO:- and Pb). This would imply characteristic 
transport scales of several hundred to a few 
thousand km for the soluble fraction. Since much of 
the mercury that is emitted from the earth’s surface 
is in the volatile form (probably mainly Hgo) and 
since both dry and wet deposition processes seem 
to be inefficient in the removal of such mercury 
from the atmosphere, we are led to postulate the 
existence of some process that transforms (oxi- 
dizes) this mercury to water-soluble forms. Thus, 
even if most of the mercury in the atmosphere (in 
particular the insoluble fraction) is transported over 
long distances, a significantly augmented deposi- 
tion may well occur close to large point sources. 
This question is further discussed in Subsection 6.3. 

6.3. Deposition around point sources 
The conclusion that most of the atmospheric 

mercury has a long residence t i m e - o f  the order of 
months-and consequently is dispersed globally 
does not exclude the possibility that a significant 
fraction of what is emitted at a particular source is 
deposited in its vicinity. Actually, several studies of 
mercury deposition around chlor-alkali plants and 
other sources clearly show that the deposition is 
augmented well above the background within 5 to 
10 km from the plants, cf. Table 9. Deposition 
rates-measured as bulk precipitation or as uptake 
by plants-10 to 100 times higher than the 
background have been reported within a 1 km 
radius of the plant. At a distance of 10-50 km, the 
deposition rate normally approaches the back- 
ground value. At the Ronnskar smelter in northern 
Sweden, mercury levels in lake sediments are 
clearly augmented, even beyond 50 km. 

The amount of mercury deposited locally still 
represents only a small fraction of the emissions. 
As can be seen from Table 9, at most 10-20% of 
the emissions can be accounted for by the 
measured deposition within the nearest 10 km. A 
dominant fraction is thus carried farther, con- 
tributing to the regional and even global back- 
ground concentration. Model calculations, also 
presented in Table 9, indicate that if all mercury is 
emitted in a form that is readily absorbed (and 
retained) by the surface, the deposition within 10 
km could theoretically approach 40% for a 
low-level source such as a chlor-alkali plant. For an 
elevated source, the corresponding figure is about 
20%. 

From a comparison between the model cal- 
culations and the measured deposition rates, we are 
led to the conclusion that the surface absorption in 
reality is limited. This is naturally so if a large 
fraction of the emitted mercury occurs as volatile 
HgO. Re-emission of the deposited mercury would 
also contribute to a smaller net deposition. On the 
other hand, the comparison between observations 
and model calculations also indicates that a finite, 
and probably significant, fraction of the mercury 
from chlor-alkali plants is emitted in a form that is 
readily deposited. In order to permit more reliable 
model calculations, it is necessary to acquire a 
better understanding of the chemical forms of 
mercury emitted from different sources and of the 
surface absorption of these different forms. 

It cannot be ruled out that a fraction of the 
emissions, at least under certain conditions, consists 
of monomethyl mercury and that this may give rise 
to a local deposition that is very significant from a 
biological point of view. Since the background 
deposition rate of monomethyl mercury may well 
be relatively low (no information is available), the 
local augmentation above the background could be 
much higher than the values for total mercury given 
in Table 9. A search for monomethyl mercury in 
emissions from different sources is clearly war- 
ranted. 

6.4.  A budget for the global atmosphere 
From the data presented in the previous sec- 

tions, we have estimated the global fluxes and their 
uncertainty ranges as given in Table 10. It is seen 
that present anthropogenic emissions represent at 
least lo%, and probably about 3096, of the present 
global deposition. Compared to the pre-industrial 
fluxes, the present anthropogenic emission rep- 
resents at least 20%. Although the sources of the 
present background emissions have not been well 
identified, measurements of mercury concentra- 
tions in the atmosphere indicate that the continents 
are more likely to be important sources than the sea 
(Slemr et al., 198 1). 

The relative importance of man’s contribution 
within certain regions can also be judged from 
historical deposition records. The Danish peat bog 
data (Pheiffer Madsen, 1981) indicate an increase 
in deposition rate in that region by at least a factor 
of 5 between the 18th century and the present time 
(cf. Fig. 6). The most recent ice-core data from 
Greenland (Appelquist et al., 1978) show no clear 
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Table 9. Measurements and calculations of mercury deposition rates near point sources 

Peak value Accumulated 
divided by deposition (within 

Measurement/ background distance d i n  km) 
Source calculation (at distance d i n  km) as  % of emission Ref. 

A. Measurements 
5 chlor-alkali 

plants (Sweden) 
2 chlor-alkali 

plants (Sweden) 
chlor-alkali 

plant (Sweden) 
chlor-alkali 

plant (Sweden) 
chior-alkali 

plant (Thailand) 
chlor-alkali 

plant (Finland) 

3 chlor-alkali 

chlor -alkali 

chlor-alkali 

smelter 

smelter 

coal-tired 

coal-fired 

plants (Finland) 

plant (Finland) 

plant (Finland) 

Ronnskar (Sweden) 

Ronnskar (Sweden) 

power plant (USA) 

power plant (USA) 

B. Model calculations 
chlor-alkali plant 
incineration 

plant (stack 
height 53 m) 

surface source 
hypothetical 

hypothetical 
elevated source 
(75 m) 

snow 

bulk precipitation 

mosses 

sediments 

plant leaves 

moss bags 

natural mosses 

lichens 

pine needles 

fungi 

sediments 

fish (pike) 

soil 

soil 

fish 

dry deposition 
dry deposition 
wet deposition 
total deposition 
dry deposition 
wet deposition 
total deposition 

dry deposition 
wet depsotion 
total deposition 

5-50 (0.5) 

-lO0(0.1) 
-2  (1) 

-10 (1) 
- 1  (10) 
-2(20) 

-40 (0.5) 

-60 (1) 

- 1 5  (1) 
-2  (10) 

-2 (10) - 100 (0.1) 

<20 ( I )  

20-300 (0.1) 

-10 (10) 
-2  (50) 
-4 (10 
-2 (50) 
-2 (1) 

-1.5 (10) 

(5) 

(40. (1) 
0.4* (10) 

<4* (1) 
0.2. (10) 

2-20' (5) a 

1 (2.5) b 

1-6 (5) C 

1-12 (15) 
d 

e 

f 

1 

m 

m 

< 22 (2.5) 
- 3  (10) - 1 (10) 
- 4  (10) 
< 3 5  (10) 
< 5 (10) 
< 4 0  (10) 

< 15 (10) 0 

< 5 (10) 
< 2 0  (10) 

b 
n 

0 

(a) Jerneltiv and Wallin (1973) 
(b) Hogstrom et al. (1979) 
(c) Wallin (1974) 
(d) Bjorklund and Norling (1980) 
(e) Suckcharoen (1980) 
(f) Lodenius and Tulosalo (1983) 
(9) Lodenius (1981) 
(h) Lodenius and Laaksovirta (1979) 

* For a source strength of 100 kg per year. 
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(i) Lodenius and Herranen (1981) 
6) Lithner (1978) 
(k) Lithner and Dietrichson (1981) 
(I) Crockett and Kinnison (1979) 
(m) Anderson and Smith (1977) 
(n) Lockeretz ( 1  974) 
(0) Persson C. Swedish Meteorological Hydrological Institute, pers. 

comm. (1983) 

' The upper limit probably too high. 
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Table 10. Estimates offluxes of mercury to and from the global atmosphere (lo9 g Hg a-')  

Process 
Range of 

Flux uncertainty Method of estimate 
~ 

Present anthropogenic 
emissions 

Present background 
emissions 

Total present emissions 
Wet deposition 
Dry deposition 

Total present deposition 

Pre-industrial deposition 
(and emission) 

2.5 2-10 Watson (1979). Mackenzie and Wollast (1977) 

5.5 < I5 by balance 

8 2-17 assuming balance between emission and deposition 
4 2-10 from estimates of Hg concentration in rainwater 
4 ( 7  Average concentration of soluble mercury (0.1 ng m-'; 

8 2-17 

2-10 

deposition velocity (0.5 cm s - '  

Data from Danish peat bogs and Greenland ice cores 

trend but also do not disprove the existence of such 
a trend. In view of the sparsity of data, we have not 
attempted to make a separate budget for soluble 
mercury or specific chemical forms of mercury. 

6.5. Budgets for  the European and Swedish 
atmospheres 

Because of the relatively long residence time of 
mercury in the atmosphere, mercury emitted within 
a limited area such as Europe is not deposited only 
within this area. Similarly, a large fraction of what 
is deposited in Europe originates from emissions 
outside the area. It is nevertheless of interest to 
compare the magnitudes of emissions and depo- 
sition rates for a few areas where some data exist 
and where the anthropogenic proportion is likely to 
be more dominant than for the global averages 
discussed above. Estimates of mercury fluxes in 
Europe (outside USSR) and Sweden are presented 
in Table 11. Although the uncertainty ranges are 
large, it seems very likely that Europe is a net 
exporter of mercury through the atmosphere. It is 
also clear that man has had a very significant 
influence on the total deposition in these regions. 
Such an impact is indicated not only by the Danish 
peat bog records (Pheiffer Madsen, 1981). but also 
by data from sediment cores in freshwater lakes in 
Sweden (Johansson, 1984; Lindqvist et al., 1984). 
According to these latter data, the mercury load on 
forest lakes in in southern and central Sweden 
increased by about a factor of 5 during the 20th 
century. The increase in northern Sweden is 
substantially , e x  at most a factor of 2 in the far 
north. Thus, it seems very likely that the present 

deposition in central Europe and southern parts of 
Scandinavia is about 5 times higher than the 
pre-industrial deposition. 

In  the Swedish mercury budget, it is hardly 
possible t o  say whether the present anthropogenic 
emissions are larger or smaller than the present 
background emissions. Nor is it possible to say 
with certainty how much larger the present total 
deposition is than the pre-industrial deposition. 

The fact that the range given for the total present 
emission agrees quite well with the total present 
deposition, has no particular significance. As a 
matter of fact, because of the relatively long 
residence time of the airborne mercury, a large 
fraction of the mercury from Swedish emissions 
will be deposited outside the country. Similarly, 
much of the mercury deposited in Sweden will have 
originated from emissions outside the country. 

One may make a rough estimate of the con- 
tribution of present Swedish anthropogenic emis- 
sions to the present deposition within the country 
by assuming that half of the mercury from 
anthropogenic emissions occurs as a water-soluble 
form and that this fraction has a residence time 
similar to that of anthropogenic sulphur. Cal- 
culations of sulphur transport indicate that about 
25 % of the sulphur emitted in Sweden is deposited 
within the country (OECD, 1977). Thus, at most 
one unit ( lo6 g) of mercury out of the 5 emitted in 
Sweden is likely to be deposited within Sweden. In a 
similar way, we estimate that about 1'70 of mercury 
emitted in Europe (outside Sweden) in a water- 
soluble form is deposited in Sweden. According to 
the emission figures given in Table 11, this would 
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Fig. 6. Accumulation rates of mercury in 2 ombrotropic peat bogs in Denmark (Pheiffer Madsen, 1981). There are 
good reasons to conclude that these figures represent rates of deposition from the atmosphere. Reprinted with 
permission from Nature. vol. 293. p. 127. Copyright 0 1981 Macmillan Journals Limited. 

Table 11 .  Mercury budgets for atmospheres of Europe (outside USSR) and Sweden in the late 1970s 
(106g a-1) 

Process 

Flux 

Europe Sweden Method of estimate 

Present anthropogenic 
emissions 

Present background 
emissions 

Total present emission 
Wet deposition 
Dry deposition 

Total present deposition 

500(300-1000) 5 For Europe: Pacyna (1983) and Watson (1979), 
for Sweden: Project KHM (1983) 

50(<150) 5 (< 15) Uniform scaling from global figure in 
Table 10 

550 (30CL1200) 10 (5-20) 
100 (50-200) 5 (2-10) Rainwater concentration as given in text 
100 ((150) 5 (2-10) Average concentration of soluble mercury 

~ 0 . 2  ng m ': deposition velocity 
<0.5 c m s  I 

200 (50-350) 10 (4-20) 

Pre-industrial deposition 50-100 ( 5  For Europe: 10-2Opg m ' a-'. from Danish 
peat bog records. Pheiffer Madsen (198 I) .  
less for Sweden 

Values in brackets represent range of uncertainty. 

correspond to between 1.5 and 5 units assuming long-range mercury transport is supported by 
that half of the emission is in a water-soluble form. Brosset's (198 1 b) observation of a clear cor- 
It seems clear that for the mercury deposition in relation between the concentration of total gaseous 
Sweden as a whole, the emissions on the European mercury (with a background value subtracted) in 
continent are more important than those within southern Sweden and transport directions from the 
Sweden. This conclusion about the importance of south (southeast to southwest). Earlier indications 
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of the existence of long-range transport of mercury 
to Scandinavia were reviewed by Johnels et al. 
(1979). 

In the vicinity of individual Swedish sources, 
the indigenous contribution is relatively more im- 
portant. Some decades ago, when the Swedish 
anthropogenic mercury emissions (mainly from 
chlor-alkali plants) were substantially larger, the 
deposition in Sweden may have been more sig- 
nificantly influenced by domestic sources. 

7. Concluding remarks 

This study has shown that there are still very 
substantial gaps in our knowledge about the 
environmental cycle of mercury in general and 
about its atmospheric part in particular. Among the 
questions that need to be resolved are: 

How important are methylated mercury com- 
pounds in the mercury cycle? 

What are the water soluble forms of mercury in 
rainwater? 

What emission and transformation processes 
represent the sources of these soluble mercury 
compounds. 

To what degree has man influenced such 
emission and transformation processes? 

How large are the present fluxes of mercury 
through the atmosphere? 

To what degree are old anthropogenic emissions 
still contributing to these fluxes? 

The analytical tools needed to address these 
questions rationally are now becoming available, 
and systematic measurement programmes and 
laboratory studies should be undertaken to clarify 
the biogeochemical mercury cycle. A better under- 
standing of this cycle is a prerequisite for a rational 
environmental policy related to mercury pollution. 

8. Acknowledgement 

We are much indebted to Arne Jernelov and 
Kjell Johansson who were co-authors of the report 
on which this review is based and to the partici- 
pants in the Lerum workshop, 2 1-23 November 
1983, on “Mercury in the environment”, who gave 
very valuable input to that report (Lindqvist et al., 
1984). Many thanks are also due to Eva Lundqvist, 
Ann Stromberg and Gunnel Thorsell for typing and 
technical editing of the manuscript. 

REFERENCES 

Airey. D. 1982. Contributions from coal and industrial 
materials to mercury in air, rainwater and snow. The 
Sci. Total Environ. 25, 19-40. 

Anderson. A. 1979. Mercury in soils. In The Bio- 
geochemistry of mercury in the environment (ed. J. 0. 
Nriagu). Elsevier/North-Holland Biomedical Press, 

Anderson, W. L. and Smith, K. E. 1977. Dynamics of 
mercury at coal-fired power plant and adjacent 
cooling lake. Environ. Sci. 11, 75-80. 

Andren, A. W. and Nriagu, J. 0. 1979. The global cycle 
of mercury. In The biogeochemistry of mercury in the 
environment (ed. J. 0. Nriagu). Elsevier/North- 
Holland Biomedical Press. 

Anonymous, 1979. Mercury in sludge in relation to 
agriculture (in Danish with English summary). 
Report, February 1979, Isotopcentralen/ATV. Skel- 
baecksgade 2. DK- 1717, Copenhagen, Denmark. 

Appelquist, H., Ottar Jensen, K., Sevel, T. and Hammer, 
C. 1978. Mercury in Greenland ice sheets. Nature 
273,657-659. 

79-106. 

Benes, P. and Havlik. B. 1979. Speciation of mercury in 
natural waters. In The biogeochemistry of mercury in 
the environment (ed. J. 0. Nriagu). Elsevier/North- 
Holland Biomedical Press, 175-202. 

Bergstrom, J. 1983a. Emissions from coal and oil 
combustion (in Swedish). Project Coal. Health and 
Environment. Report KHM 56. April 1983. The 
Swedish State Power Board, S-16287 Viillingby. 
Sweden. 

Bergstrom, J. 1983b. Flue gas clean-up of mercury in 
electrofilters and in scrubbers (in Swedish). Report 
KHM 89, April 1983. The Swedish State Power 
Board, S- 16287 Vallingby, Sweden. 

Bjorklund. I .  and Norling, L. 1980. Environmental 
effects of mercury deposition in lakes in western 
Sweden (in Swedish with English Summary). Report 
PM 1090, Swedish Environmental Protection Board, 
Box 1302, S-17125 Solna, Sweden. 

Bolin, B. and Rodhe, H. 1973. A note on the concepts of 
age distribution and transit time in natural reservoirs. 
Tellus 25, 58-62. 

Tellus 37B (1985). 3 



ATMOSPHERIC MERCURY-A REVIEW 157 

Boutron, C. and Delmas, R. 1980. Historical records of 
global atmospheric pollution revealed in polar ice 
sheets. Ambio 9,210-215. 

Braman, R. S. & Johnson, D. L. 1974. Selective 
absorption tubes and emission technique for 
determination of ambient forms of mercury in 
air. Environ. Sci. Technol. 8,996-1003. 

Brosset, C. 1981a. The mercury cycle. Water, Air and 
Soil Pollut. 16,253-255. 

Brosset, C .  1981b. Measurements of mercury in air and 
in natural waters (in Swedish with English Summary). 
Project Coal, Health and Environment. Report KHM 
05, April 1983, The Swedish State Power Board, 
S-16287 Vallingby, Sweden. 

Brosset, C. 1982. Total airborne mercury and its possible 
origin. Water, Air and Soil Pollut. 17, 37-50. 

Brosset, C. 1984. Investigations of mercury in air and 
natural waters during 1983 (in Swedish). Report EM 
1327. Swedish Air and Water Research Laboratories, 
Box 5207, S-40220 Gothenburg, Sweden. 

Brosset, C. 1985. In: Sweden observed airborne mer- 
cury species, their origin. transport and interaction 
with natural waters (in Swedish with English Sum- 
mary). Report IVL B778, Swedish Air and Water 
Research Laboratories, Box 5207, S-40220 Gothen- 
burg, Sweden. 

Buat-Menard, P. and Arnold, M. 1978. The heavy metal 
chemistry of atmospheric particulate matter emitted 
by Mount Etna Volcano. Geophys. Res. Lett. 5. 

Cadle, R. D. 1980. A comparison of volcanic with other 
fluxes of atmospheric trace constituents. Rev. Geo- 
phys. Space Phys. 18,746-752. 

Cambray, R. S., Jeffries, D. F. and Topping, G. 1979. 
The atmospheric input of trace elements to the North 
Sea. Mar. Sci. Commun. 5,  175-194. 

Crockett, A. B. and Kinnison. R. R. 1979. Mercury 
residues in soil around large coal-fired power plant. 
Environ. Sci. Technol. I3, 712-7 15. 

Dyrssen, D. and Wedborg, M. 1980. Major and minor 
elements, chemical speciation in estuarine waters. In 
Chemistry and biogeochemistry of estuaries (eds. E. 
Olausson and I. Cato), John Wiley, Chichester. 

Ferrara, R., Petrosino, A., Maserti. E., Seritti, A. and 
Barghigiani, C. 1982. The biogeochemical cycle of 
mercury in the Mediterranean. Part 2: Mercury in the 
atmosphere, aerosol and in rainwater of a northern 
Tyrrhenian area. Environ. Technol. Lett 3,449-456. 

Fitzgerald, W. F. 1979. Distribution in natural waters. In 
The Biogeochemistry of mercury in the enoironment 
(ed. J. 0. Nriagu). Elsevier/North-Holland Bio- 
medical Press, 16 1-170. 

Fitzgerald, W. F.. Gill, G.  A. and Hewitt, A. D. 1983. 
Air-sea exchange of mercury. In Trace metals in sea 
water (ed. Wong et al.). Plenum Publ. Co. 

Fogg. T. R. and Fitzgerald, W. F. 1979. Mercury in 
southern New England coastal rains. J .  Geophys. Res. 

Garland. J. A. 1978. Dry and wet removal of sulphur 

245-248 

84,6987-6989. 

from the atmosphere. Atmos. Environ. 12, 349-362. 
Garrels, R. M., Mackenzie, F. T. and Hunt, C. 1975. 

Chemical cycles and the global environment: as- 
sessing human influences. William Kaufmann, Los 
Angeles. 

Graedel, T. E., Ayers, G. P., Duce, R. A,, Georgii, H. 
W., Klockow, D. G. A., Morgan, J., Rodhe, H., 
Schneider, B.. Slinn, W. G. N. and Zafiriou, 0. C. 
1982. Aqueous chemistry in the atmosphere, group 
report. In Atmospheric chemistry (ed. E. D. Goldberg). 
Dahlem Konferenzen, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 93- 
118. 

Hamrud, M. 1983. Residence time and spatial vari- 
ability for gases in the atmosphere. Tellus 35B. 

Hem, J. D. 1970. Chemical behavior of mercury in 
aqueous media. In Mercury in the environment. 
Geological Survey Professional Paper 7 13. US 
Government Printing Office, Washington, DC, 19- 
24. 

Hogstrom, U.. Enger. L. and Svedung, I. 1979. A study 
of atmospheric mercury dispersion. Armos. Environ. 
I3.465-476. 

Iverfeldt, A. and Lindqvist, 0. 1980. Determination of 
distribution equilibria between water and air (in 
(Swedish with English Summary). Report no 415, 
Project Coal, Health and Environment. The Swedish 
State Power Board. S-16287 Vdlingby, Sweden. 

Iverfeldt, A. and Lindqvist, 0. 1982. Distribution 
equilibrium of methyl mercury chloride between water 
and air. Atmos. Entiiron. 16, 29 17-2925. 

Iverfeldt, A. and Lindqvist. 0. 1984. The transfer of 
mercury at the air/water interface. Proc. Int. Symp. 
Gas Transfer at Water Surfaces. Reidel Publishing 

Iverfeldt, A. 1984. Ph.D. Thesis, Structural, thermo- 
dynamic and kinetic studies of mercury compounds; 
applications within the environmental mercury cycle. 
Chalmers University of Technology and University of 
Gothenburg, Gothenburg, 1984. 

Iverfeldt, A. and Persson, I. 1985. The solvation 
thermodynamics of methyl-mercury (11) species 
derived from measurements of the heat of solution 
and the Henry’s law constant. To appear in Inorg. 
Chim. Acta. 

Jernelov, A. and Wallin, T. 1973. Air-borne mercury 
fall-out on snow around five Swedish chlor-alkali 
plants. Atmos. Environ. 7, 209-214. 

Johansson, K. 1984. Mercury in sediment in Swedish 
forest lakes. Verh. Internat. Verein, Limnol. 22, 

Johnels, A., Tyler, G. and Westermark. T. 1979. A 
history of mercury levels in Swedish fauna. Ambio 8. 
160-168. 

Johnson, D. L. and Braman, R. S. 1974. Distribution of 
atmospheric mercury species near ground. Envir. Sci. 
Technol. 8, 1003-1009. 

Junge, C. E. 1974. Residence time and variability of 
tropospheric trace gases. Tellus 26,477-488. 

295-303. 

CO., 533-538. 

2359-2363. 

Tellus 37B (1985). 3 



158 0. LINDQVIST AND H. RODHE 

Kaiser, G., Gotz, D. Tolg, G., Knapp, G., Marchin, B. 
and Spitzy, H. 1978. Investigations of systematic 
errors in the determination of total mercury in the 
range below 10% in inorganic and organic matrices 
with two independent methods (in German). Analyt. 
Chem. 291,278-291. 

Lantzy, R. J. and Mackenzie, F. T. 1979. Atmospheric 
trace metals: global cycles and assessment of man’s 
impact. Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 43, 5 11-525. 

Lerman, A. 1979. Geochemical processes in water and 
sediment environments. John Wiley. New York, 

Lindberg, S. E. 1980. Mercury partitioning in a power 
plant plume and its influence on atmospheric removal 
mechanisms. Aimos. Environ. 14. 227-23 1 .  

indqvist, 0.. Jernelov, A.. Johansson, K. and Rodhe. H. 
1984. Mercury in the Swedish environment. Global 
and local sources. Report PM 1816. National Swedish 
Environmental Protection Board, Solna. Sweden. 

iss, P. S. and Slater, P. G. 1974. Fluxes of gases across 
the air-sea interface. Nature 247, 18 1 - 1  84. 

Lithner, G. 1978. Investigation of lakes in the neigh- 
borhood of SkelleRei, part (2). Sediments as indicator 
of airborne heavy metals (in Swedish with English 
Summary). Report PM 1016, National Swedish 
Environmental Protection Board, Solna. Sweden. 

Lithner, G. and Dietrichson, W. 198 1. The occurrence of 
Hg. Cd and other metals in fish and acidification 
effects in lakes around Ronnskar (in Swedish). Report. 
Swedish National Environmental Protection Board, 
Solna, Sweden. 

Lockeretz, W. 1974. Deposition of airborne mercury 
near point sources. Water, Air and Soil Pollui. 3, 

Lockwood, R. A. and Chen, K. Y. 1973. Adsorption of 
Hg(1l) by hydrous manganese oxides. Envir. Sci. 
Technol. 7, 1028-1034. 

Lodenius. M. and Laaksovirta, K. 1979. Mercury 
content of hypogymnia physodes and pine needles 
affected by a chlor-alkali works at Kuusankoski. SE 
Finland. Ann. Boi. Fennici 16. 7-10. 

Lodenius, M. 1981. Regional distribution of mercury in 
hypogymnia physodes in Finland. Ambio 10. 183- 
184. 

Lodenius, M. and Herranen, M. 1981. Influence of a 
chlor-alkali plant on the mercury contents of fungi. 
Chemisphere 10. 313-318. 

Lodenius. M. and Tulisalo, 1983. Environmental mer- 
cury contamination around a chlor-alkali plant. Bull. 
Enciron. Coniam. Toxicol. 32. 439-444. 

Mackenzie. F. T. and Wollast, R. 1977. Sedimentary 
cycling models of global processes. In The sea (ed. 
Goldberg et al.). J. Wiley and Sons. New York. 

Matheson, D. H. 1979. Mercury in the atmosphere and 
in precipitation. In  The biogeochemistry of mercur.v in 
the environment (ed. J. 0. Nriagu). Elsevier/North- 
Holland Biomedical Press, 113-129. 

Matsunaga. K. and Goto. T. 1976. Mercury in the air 
and precipitation. Geochem. J .  10. 107-109. 

166-179. 

179-193. 

McCarthy, J. R., Vaughn, W. W., Learned, R. E. and 
Meuschke, J. L. 1969. Mercury in soilgas and air-a 
potential tool in mineral exploration. US Geol. Surv. 
Circ. 609, Washington, D.C. 

Millward, G.  E. 1982. Non-steady state simulations of 
the global mercury cycle. J .  Geophys. Res. 87, 

Millward, G.  E. and Griffin, J. H. 1980. Concentrations 
of particulate mercury in the Atlantic marine atmos- 
phere. Sci. Total Environ. 16, 239-248. 

National Academy of Sciences. 1978. An assessment of 
mercury in the environment. Report. Nat. Acad. Sci.. 
Washington D.C. 

Niki, H.. Maker, P. D., Savage. C. M. and Breitenbach. 
L. P. 1983. A long-path Fourier transform study of 
the kinetics and mechanism for the HO-radical 
initiated oxidation of dimethyl mercury. J .  Ph.vs. 
Chem. 87.4978-498 I .  

Nishimura. M. 1979. Determination of mercury in the 
aquatic environment and its global movements. ACS/ 
CSJ Chemical Congress INOR 175. Honolulu, 
Hawaii. 

Nriagu, J. 0. 1979. The biogeochemistn) of mercury in 
ihe environrneni. Elsevier/North-Holland Biomedical 
Press. 

Oda, C. E. and Ingle. J. D.. Jr. 1981. Speciation of 
mercury by cold vapor atomic absorption spectro- 
metry with selective reduction. Analvt. Chem. 53. 

OECD. 1977. The OECD programme on long-range 
transport of air pollutants: measurements and findings. 
Organization for Economic Cooperation and Develop- 
ment, Paris. 

Olafsson, J. 1982. An international intercalibration for 
mercury in seawater. Mar. Chem. I / .  129-142. 

Olafsson, J. 1983. Mercury concentrations in the north 
Atlantic in relation to cadmium, aluminium and 
oceanographic parameters. In  Trace metals in sea 
waier (eds. Wong, Boyle. Bruland. Burton and 
Goldberg). Plenum Press. New York. 

Pacyna. J. M. 1982. Trace element emission from 
anthropogenic sources in Europe. Technical Report 
10182. Norwegian Institute for Air Research, N-2000 
Lillestrom, Norway. 

Pedersen. K. and Larsen. B. 1977. Mercury in the sound. 
ICES C.M. 1977/E: 54. International Council for the 
Exploration of the Sea, Charlottenlund Slot, DK 2920, 
Charlottenlund. Denmark. 

Pheiffer Madsen. P. I98 1. Peat bog records of atmos- 
pheric mercury deposition. Nature 293. 127-129. 

Portmann. J. E. and Topping, G. 1983. The UK 
approach to studies of sea water quality in coastal. 
shelf and open ocean water. 1st Int. Symp. on 
Integrated Global Ocean Monitoring, Tallin, USSR. 
3-8 Oct 1983. 

Project K. H. M. 1983. Coal, health and environment (in 
Swedish). Final Report. April 1983. The Swedish State 
Power Board, S- 16287 Vallingby. Sweden. 

P’yankov. V. A. 1949. Kinetics of the reaction between 

889 1-8897. 

2305-2309. 

Tellus 3 7 8  (1985). 3 



ATMOSPHERIC MERCURY-A REVIEW 159 

mercury vapor and ozone. Zhur. Obshcher Khim. (J .  
Gen. Chem.)  19.224-229. 

Ruppert. M. 1975. Geochemical investigation on atmos- 
pheric precipitation in a medium-sized city 
(Gottingen. F.R.G.). Water. Air and Soil Pollut. 4. 
447-460. 

Sanemasa. I .  1975. The solubility of elemental mercuiy 
vapor in water. Bull. Chem. Soc. Japan 48. 1795- 
1798. 

Schlesinger. W. H.. Reiners. W. A. and Knopman. D. S.  
1974. Heavy metal concentration. New Hampshire. 
USA. Enriron. Pollut. 6. 39-47. 

Schroeder. W. H. 1979. Sampling and analytical meth- 
odology for mercury and its compounds in air. A 
selective. coded bibliography. Report ARQA-64-79. 
Atm. Env.  Service, 4905 Dufferin Street. Ontario 
M3H 5T4. Canada. 

Schroeder. W. H.  1981. Recent developments in the 
measurements of atmospheric mercury. Can. Res. 14. 
33-4 1. 

Schroeder. W. H. 1982. Sampling and analysis of 
mercury and its compounds in the atmosphere. Encir. 
Sci. Technol. 16. 394A-400A. 

Seiler. W.. Eberling. C. and Slemr. F. 1980. Global 
distribution of gaseous mercury in the troposphere. 
Pageoph. 118.963-973. 

Seritti. A,. Petrosino. A,. Morelli. E.. Ferrara. R. and 
Bnrghigiani. C. 1982. The biogeochemical cycle of 
mercury in the Mediterranean. Part I :  Particulate and 
dissolved forms of mercury in the northern Tyrrhenian 
Sea. Enciron. Technol. Lett. 3. 25 1-256. 

Slemr. F.. Seiler. W.. Eberling. C. and Roggendorf. P. 
1979. The determination of total gaseous mercury in 
air at background levels. Anal. chim. Acta 110. 35-47. 

Slemr. F.. Seiler. W. and Schuster. G.  1981. Latitudinal 
distribution of mercury over the Atlantic Ocean. J .  
Geophys. Res. 86. 1159-1 166. 

Slemr. F.. Schuster, G. and Seiler. W. 1985. Distribu- 
tion, speciation, and budget of atmospheric mercury. 
To appear in J .  Atmos. Chem. 

Slinn. W. G.  N.. Hasse. L.. Hicks. B. B.. Hogan. A. W.. 

Lal. D.. Liss. P. S.. Munnich. K. 0.. Sehmel. G.  A. 
and Vittorio. 0. 1978. Some aspects of the transfer of 
atmospheric trace constituents past the air-sea inter- 
face. Atmos. Enciron. 12. 2055-2087. 

SNV. 1981. Emissions of heavy metals in Sweden (in 
Swedish). Report PM 1390. Swedish Environmental 
Protection Board. Box 1302. S- I71 25 Solna. Sweden. 

Stumm, W. and Morgan. J .  J. 1981. Aquatic chemistrv. 
2nd edition. John Wiley. New York. 386-388. 

Suckcharoen. S. 1980. Mercury contamination of terre- 
strial vegetation near a caustic soda factory in Thai- 
land. Bull. Enciron. Contam. Toxicol. 24,463-466. 

Talmi, Y. and Mesmer. R. E. 1975. Studies on 
vaporization and halogen decomposition of methyl 
mercury compounds using G C  with a microwave 
detector. Waler Res. 9. 547-552. 

Tomlinsson. G. H.. Brouzes. R. J. P.. McLean, R. A. N. 
and Kadlecek. J. 1980. The r6le of clouds in 
atmospheric transport of mercury and other pollu- 
tants. I .  The link between acid precipitation. poorly 
buffered waters. mercury and fish. Proc. Int. Conf. 
Ecol. Impact Acid Precip.. Sandefjord. Norway, 1980. 

USEPA 1975. Materials balance and technology assess- 
ment of mercury and its compounds on national and 
regional bases. US Environmental Protection Agency 
Final Report EPA-560/3-75-007. US Environmental 
Protection Agency. Washington DC. USA. 

Wallin, T. 1974. Deposition of airborne mercury around 
Swedish chlor-alkali plants surveyed by analyses of 
snow and moss. Report B 19 I .  Swedish Water and Air 
Pollution Research Laboratory, Gothenburg, Sweden. 

Watson. W. D. 1979. Economic considerations in 
controlling mercury pollution. In The hiogeochemistry 
of mercury in the environment (ed. J. 0. Nriagu). 
Elsevier/North-Holland Biomedical Press. 

Weiss, H. V.. Koide, M. and Goldberg. E. D. 1971. 
Mercury in a Greenland ice sheet: evidence of recent 
input by man. Science 174.692-694. 

Weiss. H., Bertine. K.. Koide. M. and Goldberg. E. D. 
1975. The chemical composition of a Greenland 
glacier. Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 39. 1-10, 

Tellus 3 7 8  (198S), 3 




