21, 274 n ”5'#11 b vhdkE (GLETppm)

TR BE K (kiG] x | 4 | 6| 7 | o
e —vw e S it = o ) I AR U
A Kok BRET (08 pb) poit| oot |ao2e| e eik|aeis
B:HMt A RRLR & ( a-H?pp-J 0.8/2| pgot7|0.0/% (a0tT 0823 4020
G RIEART (YN 12, HH 8018 g VW oot laord o803 ) p0r? 0,006
J'lD : 8 beo W oy leert |sosleezd 0.6/

(pp™)

aos 4 AL THEREMM (A5 ph) im0,
B: MHM¥ %’ﬁ"(ﬂ.fﬁ"ﬂm}ﬂm

; G0 R{RIes-(TH 1L, M eers A
voaN R )T

52 X SN :

% 402

& L

a0/ 4

L] L ]

4 L . ¥ o | L
z Ao 4 ¥ 0 4r¥ekrie)

B2, HShteus f oL ALERYEK

% CONCLUSION

It was found by these experiments on environmental methylmercury accumy-
lation in marine fish that mercury in the suspendad solids and bottom sedi-
ments did not accumulate in the.fish, that .the accumulation via the food

- chain was unexpectedly low, and that dissolved methylmercury in sea water was
the critical agent for methyImercury accumulation. .




