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Executive Summary

We reportresults of an intensive assessment of selected bioaccumulative contaminants in aquatic
food webs and ecosystems in six national park units within the Great Lakes Inventory and
Monitoring Network. The park units included in our study were Grand Portagendbionument
(GRPO), Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore (INDU), Isle Royale National Park (ISRO), Pictured
Rocks National Lakeshore (PIRO), Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore (SLBE), and
Voyageurs National Park (VOYA). The principal objectives of thigert were (1) to assess spatial
patterns in contamination of aquatic ecosystems and biota in the six park units, (2) to identify park
units and water bodies where bioaccumulative contaminants may pose a risk to o@anisms
particularly piscivores atop adi@food webs, and (3) to provide data for assessing temporal trends

in contamination of fish and aquatic food webs in parks of the Great Lakes Network. The
contaminants analyzed were total mercury, methylmercury, total lead, the insecticide DDT and its
metabolites DDE and DDD, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs, 72 congeners), perfluorochemicals
(PFCs, nine analytes), and polybrominated diphenyl ethers (PBDEs, 9 to 17 congeners). A total of 23
water bodies were studied, including three streams at GRPOsttegat INDU (Great Marsh, Long

Lake and Middle Lagoon), four lakes at ISRO, five lakes at PIRO, four lakes at SLBE, and four lakes
at VOYA.

This study followed a pilot study that quantified bioaccumulative contaminants in adult predatory
fish, prey fishand larval dragonflies sampled in 20@809 from the six park units (Wiener et al.

2013). Subsequent funding from the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative was used to expand the
sampling and analyses of mercury in the six park units during 201Q to inclide water, surficial
sediment, soil, seston, and zooplankton, and to continue sampling and analyses of larval dragonflies,
prey fish, and adult predatory fish. Adult predatory fish were also analyzed for selected
bioaccumulative organic contaminants (DIPICBs, PBDEs, PFCs) and total lead; for these

analytes, we analyzed axial muscle tissue from fish collected during 2008 and whokdody

samples from fish collected during 202012.

The accumulation of mercury (as methylmercury) in aquatic food weblsandaried greatly

among the 23 water bodies studied, both within and among the six park units. Moreover, fish in some
park units have bioaccumulated mercury to toxicologically significant levels. Mercury concentrations
in axial muscle tissue (skinlesidts) of adult predatory fish from several water bodies substantially
exceeded 300 ng/g (parts per billion) wet weight, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) tissue residue criterion for methylmercury, which was established to protect theoheal
humans who eat noncommercial fish. Concentrations of mercury in axial fillets of one or more
individual predatory fish from five park unidsincluding fish from four lakes at VOYA, four lakes at
PIRO, four lakes at ISRO, and four lakes at SBEB&ceedd the USEPA tissue residue criterion.

None of the individual fish from streams at GRPO and only one fish from INDU exceeded the
USEPA tissue residue criteriodMleanconcentrations of mercury in axial fillets of predatory fish
exceeded the USEPA criteriamfour lakes at VOYA, three lakes at PIRO, two lakes at ISRO, and
two lakes at SLBE.
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In some predatory fish, concentrations of mercury in axial muscle tissue exceeded 500 ng/g wet
weight, a benchmark concentration associated with altered biochemicalsesyadsmmage to cells

and tissues, and diminished reproduction in fish. Concentrations in axial muscle tissue of one or more
individual predatory fish from a total of 16 water bodies in four park units (ISRO, PIRO, SLBE, and
VOYA) exceeded this benchmatideanconcentrations exceeded this benchmark level in predatory

fish from a total okightwater bodies from four park units, including falur lakes at VOYA two

lakes at PIROgnelake at ISRO, andnelake at SLBE. At INDU, mercury levels in whole prey fish

and in axial muscle of adult fish from three water bodies (Great Marsh, Long Lake, and Middle
Lagoon) were generally lower than those in fish from the other park units.

Concentrations of mercury imhole prey fish from some water bodies were considered high enough
to adversely affect piscivorous fish or figlating wildlife. The fraction of small whole prey fish

(<100 mm in total length) exceeding the screetavgl dietary benchmark of 30 ng/g weeight for
belted kingfisher, an avian piscivore that is highly sensitive to methylmercury, ranged from 39% at
INDU to 93% at VOYA. The estimated dietary threshold (100 ng Hg/g wet weight) for adverse
impacts on behavior of adult common loons, an icopecies that is moderately sensitive to
methylmercury, was exceeded in 27% of the whole prey fish at ISRO, 31% of the prey fish at PIRO,
and 43% at VOYA. No longjved, piscivorous fish were obtained for analysis from the small stream
systems at GRPO, yanall prey fish in these streams are accumulating mercury to concentrations
that could adversely affect species of piscivorous wildlife, such as the belted kingfisher and mink,
that are highly sensitive to methylmercury.

Concentrations of total mercury angethylmercury were measured in multiple components of the
lower food web (soil, sediment, filtered and unfiltered water, seston, and zooplankton). Mercury
levels in both soil and sediment were strongly correlated with organic matter content at all study
sites. Mercury concentrations in soil and sediment from the GRPO streams wethrierto four-

fold higher per unit of organic matter than those in other sampled water bodies and in values reported
for other regional streams, leading us to hypothesetetie GRPO sites were contaminated with
mercury from vermillion used in the fur trade. The GRPO streams also had the highest percent
methylmercury and methylmercury concentrations in water, with concentrations at the high end of
values reported for streavater across the western Great Lakes region. We conclude that GRPO is a
highly mercurysensitive landscape with high rates of methylmercury production. In lentic
waterbodies sampled in the other five park units, the percent of total mercury present as
methylmercury increased from <10% in soil, sediment, and water to an average of 43% in bulk
zooplankton, indicative of methylmercury biomagnification through the food web.

Methylmercury concentrations in bulk zooplankton were strongly related to concergnatwater,
suggesting bottorup control of methylmercury bioaccumulation in aquatic food webs. The trophic
transfer of methylmercury through components of the lower food web varied little across the six park
units, based on comparison of bioaccumulatamtors for methylmercury, providing further

evidence of bottorup control. Thus, factors that increase methylmercury production and transport in
water and sediment will strongly influence mercury levels in fish and piscivorous wildlife. Such
factors inclae low pH, high dissolved sulfate, high dissolved organic carbon (DOC), low biotic
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productivity, and high wetland and forest cover in the watershed. Lakes showed a general increase in
methylmercury in water and zooplankton from southeast (INDU and SLBtrtbwest (VOYA),
corresponding to increased wetland and forest cover in watersheds, as well as somewhat lower pH,
higher DOC, and lower productivity in water bodies. Spatial patterns of methylmercury

contamination across the park units did not paradiétepns of regional mercury emission or

atmospheric deposition, underscoring the importance of factors that control landscape sensitivity to
anthropogenic mercury and its microbial conversion to methylmercury.

Whole larval dragonflies were judged to befukbiosentinels of methylmercury in aquatic food

webs in the western Great Lakes region. Mean concentrations of methylmercury in three regionally
widespread families of dragonfly (Aeshnidae, Corduliidae, and Gomphidae) were highest at GRPO,
PIRO, and VOYA and generally reflected mercury levels in coexisting fish across the water bodies
studied. Most of the mercury in dragonflies was methylmercury, with mean percent methylmercury
in larvae from individual park units ranging from 69% to 93%.

Our findings br mercury support results of prior studies showing that the northern Great Lakes
region is a mercurgensitive area. Atmospheric deposition is the dominant modern pathway for entry
of mercury into national park units in this region, anesa geologic gurces of mercury are

generally very small. The high methylmercury levels in biota inhabiting several water bodies indicate
that a toxicologically significant fraction of the inorganic mercury entering the park units in wet and
dry atmospheric depositios being microbially methylated, bioaccumulated as methylmercury, and
biomagnified to potentially harmful concentrations in aquatic food webs.

In marked contrast to the results for mercury, the concentrations of legacy contaminants (DDT and
metabolites, PC8 and total lead) and emerging contaminants (PBDEs and PFCs) in the axial muscle
(skinless fillets) of fish collected during 200809 from five park units (GRPO, ISRO, PIRO,

SLBE, VOYA) were low or below limits of detection. The concentrations of medsegacy and
emerging organic contaminants in axial fillets of fish from the five park units during 2008 and 2009
were below levels considered harmful to the health ofdefing humans. Concentrations of lead and
organic contaminants in whole fish colled during 20102012 from GRPO, ISRO, PIRO, SLBE,
andVOYA were also low or below limits of detection. Concentrations of organic contaminants in
whole fish at these five park units did not exceed scredairel benchmark values associated with
adverse e#cts on piscivorous birds and mammals and probably do not pose significant risks to the
health of piscivorous wildlife.

At INDU, the concentrations of legacy contaminants and emerging contaminants in whole fish from
Great Marsh and Long Lake were belowitsrof detection or less than reported benchmark levels
associated with adverse effects on piscivorous birds and mammals.

At Middle Lagoon, however, concentrations of DDT and metabolites, PCBs, and total lead were
elevated in whole fish. Maximum concentrations of DDE, total PCBs, and total lead were 570, 446,
and 304 ng/g wet weight in gizzard shad from the lagoon. Conderdrats of t ot all DDT
defined as the sum of concentrations of DDT, DDE, and DDD) exceeded scremihigenchmark
concentrations associated with altered health and reproduction in fish, belted kingfisher, and
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American mink, indicating that fish andspivorous wildlife may be at risk from these legacy
contaminants in Middle Lagoon. Fillets of fish from INDU were not analyzed for organic
contaminants and lead, and an assessment of potential risk to human consumers will require further
sampling of fish fom the lagoon and subsequent analyses of edible fillets.
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Introduction

Concentrations of certain bioaccumulative contaminants in fish are elevated across parts of the
Laurentian Great Lakes region, exceeding state and federal guidelines establsbé&zttdhe

health of humans who eat wild fish (Great Lakes Fish Advisory Workgroup 2007, Evers et al.
2011b). The National Park Service manages nine park units across the western Great Lakes region,
and the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring NetworkK®) evaluates conditions within these
national park units. Trophic bioaccumulation has been identified as one of the Vital Signs to be
examined in parks within the Great Lakes Network (Route and Elias 2007), with emphasis on
assessing contaminants thatdrbagnify in food webs, are highly toxic, and constitute a threat to
organisms (humans or wildlife) in upper trophic levels (Route et al. 2011).

The Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network includes nine national park units: Apostle

Islands National Lag&shore (APIS), Grand Portage National Monument (GRPO), Indiana Dunes
National Lakeshore (INDU), Isle Royale National Park (ISRO), Mississippi National River and
Recreation Area (MISS), Pictured Rocks National Lakeshore (PIRO), Sleeping Bear Dunes National
Lakeshore (SLBE), St. Croix National Scenic Riverway (SACN), and Voyageurs National Park
(VOYA) (Figure 1). These park units contain abundant and diverse aquatic resources, including more
than 130 inland lakes, more than 30CFkahwetlands, intermittentiseams, about,200 km of

perennial streams, large river systems, vernal poolsheahorareas in Lakes Michigan and

Superior (Lafrancois and Glase 2005).

The present assessment focused on bioaccumulative contaminants in aquatic ecosystems and food
webg including fistd in six of the nine park units in the Great Lakes Network: Grand Portage
National Monument, Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore, Isle Royale National Park, Pictured Rocks
National Lakeshore, Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore, and Vioy&ggional Park.
Bioaccumulative contaminants at the other three park units (APIS, MISS, and SACN) are being
assessed by sampling and analyses of feathers and blood from nestling baltHahgketjs
leucocephalugRoute et al. 2011, 2014a, 2014b)lI€ctively, these studies provide an extensive
assessment of bioaccumulative contaminants in biota across the nine park units in the Great Lakes
Network.

The present study followedtao-year pilot study that quantified bioaccumulative contaminants in
selected aquatic biosentinel organisms, including adult predatory fish, prey fish, and larval
dragonflies, which were sampled in 202809 from selected water bodies in the six park units

(Wiener et al. 2013). During 2002012, funding from the Great Lakes Reation Initiative was

used to expand the sampling and mercury analysis of aquatic systems in the six park units to include
water, surficial sediment, soil, seston, and zooplankton, as well as larval dragonflies, prey fish, and
adult predatory fish. We pert findings from analyses of these ecosystem and food web components
and assess the mercury contamination and sensitivity of studied aquatic systems, the exposure of
biota to methylmercury, and the potential ecotoxicological significance of methylmgleany and
selected organic contaminants in the six park units.



Figure 1. Map of the western Great Lakes region, showing the nine national park units in the Great Lakes
Inventory and Monitoring Network. The six park units included in this study are shown in red. The map
was modified from an earlier version created by the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network.




The present study addresses three principal objectives: (1) to assess spatial patterns in contamination
of aquatic systems and biota in the six park units, (2) to identify park units and water bodies where
bioaccumuditive contaminants may pose a risk to organésiparticularly piscivored atop aquatic

food webs, and (3) to provide data for assessing temporal trends in contamination of fish and aquatic
food webs in parks of the Great Lakes Network.

Contaminants Analyzed in this Study

It would be prohibitively expensive to monitor the many hundreds of contaminants that are present
within water and park units of the Great Lakes regidrerefore Route et al. (2009) applied the
following four criteria to identify, prioritie, and select specific pollutants for investigation in the

nine park units within the Great Lakes Network:

(1) Contaminants that persist in the environment and bioaccumulate in fish and wildlife;

(2) Contaminants that have either caused a park water body tadaedsspolluted under section
303(d) of the U.S. Clean Water Act or that have promptiegshaconsumptioradvisory;

(3) Contaminants that are listed as a Level | Substance in the Great Lakes Binational Toxics
Strategy, Appendix I; a Level | Substance is defias a substance that has been associated
with or has the potential to cause deleterious environmental impacts in the Great Lakes
Basin; and

(4) Contaminants identified by state and federal authorities as new and emerging chemicals of
concern.

Based on thesgriteria, the following contaminants were selected for analysis in this study.

Mercury (Hg), including total mercury (THg) and methylmercury (MeHg)
Lead (Pb)
DDT (dichlorodiphenyttrichloroethane), including its metabolites,
DDE (dichlorediphenytdichloroethylene) and
DDD (dichlora-diphenytdichloroethane)
PCBs (polychlorinated biphenyls; total concentration and 72 congeners)
PFCs (perfluorochemicals; total concentration aime& analytes)
PBDE (polybrominated diphenyl ettseitotal concentration and 9 to 17 congeners)

Mercury

Atmospheric transport and deposition are the primary pathways for entry of mercury into most
watersheds and surface waters in the western Great Lakes region (Wiener et al. 2006, Evers et al.
2011b, Drewick et al. 2012, Lepak et al. 2015), and analyses of sediment cores from inland lakes
have shown that most (circa 70%) of this atmospheric mercury is from anthropogenic sources (Swain
et al. 1992, Wiener et al. 2006, Drevnick et al. 2012). In additigmwing body of evidence

indicates that atmospheric deposition is the primary source of mercury accumulating as
methylmercury in lacustrine food webs and fish (Wiener et al. 2006, Orihel et al. 2007, Munthe et al.
2007, Harris et al. 2007, Evers et al. 20lLepak et al. 2015).
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Spatial patterns in wet deposition of mercury across the Great Lakes region during@@2nd in

dry deposition (litterfall) during 2062009 were influenced by regional emissions from

anthropogenic sources (Risch et al. 201242p). Mean annual inputs of mercury in wet and dry
deposition were greatest in areas with the greatest emissions from anthropogenic sources (Indiana,
Ohio, lllinois, eastern and northwestern Pennsylvania, southern Michigan, and southeastern
Wisconsin) andowest in areas with few anthropogenic sources (northern Wisconsin, Minnesota,
northern Michigan, and Ontario). In 2005, c@iedd power plants accounted for an estimated 57% of
total anthropogenic emissions of mercury to the atmosphere in the Greatreglan (Evers et al.
2011b).

The microbial production of methylmercury strongly affects its concentrations in water and aquatic
biota, including fish (Bodaly et al. 1993, Paterson et al. 1998). Landscape factors, including wetland
density (Hurley et al1995, Chasar et al. 2009) and coniferous forest cover (Drenner et al. 2013,
EaglesSmith et al. 2013), also affect methylmercury levels in water and fish. Thus, both water
bodies and landscapes can differ greatly in their sensitivity to mercury loading#ie atmosphere.

In mercurysensitive ecosystems, inorganic mercury is more efficiently converted to methylmercury,
and seemingly small inputs of inorganic mercury can cause significant methylmercury contamination
of fish and wildlife (Wiener et al. 2003

Mercury is a highly toxic metal that has no known essential biological function. Toxicological
concerns about mercury pollution of aquatic systems focus appropriately on methylmercury, which
can biomagnify to high, sometimes harmful, concentrationsgaresms in upper trophic levels

(Wiener et al. 2003, Scheuhammer et al. 2007, Sandheinrich and Wiener 2011). Although most of the
mercury in atmospheric deposition exists as inorganic forms, nearly all of the mercury accumulated
by fish and other top pratbrs is methylmercury (Grieb et al. 1990, Bloom 1992, Hammerschmidt et
al. 1999, Van Walleghem et al. 2007), an organic compound produced by anaerobic bacteria that are
present in wetlands, sediment, and anoxic bottom waters (Benoit et al. 2003, Cal@ni20#3,

Gilmour et al. 2013, Parks et al. 2013). In fish, methylmercury readily crosses internal and external
biological membranes (Pickhardt et al. 2006), is eliminated very slowly relative to its rate of uptake
(Trudel and Rasmussen 19%&n Walleglkem et al. 2007, 2013), and accumulates to concentrations
that vastly exceed those in surface water (Wiener et al. 2003). Concentrations of methylmercury in
piscivorous fish commonly exceed those in the water in which they reside by a fact®ta@0or

more (Wiener et al. 2003).

Aquatic food webs are the principal pathways for exposure of humans and wildlife to methylmercury
(Mergler et al. 200;7'Scheuhammer et al. 2007, 20McKelvey and Oken 201 Driscoll et al.

2013). Methylmercury is highly neuxaxic, adversely affecting both the adult and developing brain
(Clarkson and Magos 2006, McKelvey and Oken 2012). In birds and mammals, methylmercury from
reproducing females readily passes to the developing egg or embryo, life stages that are much more
sansitive than the adult to methylmercury exposure (Wiener et al. 2003, Heinz et al. 2009b).
Methylmercury is an endocrine disrupter and impairs reproduction partly by disruption of the
hypothalamiepituitary-gonadal axis (Colborn et al. 1993, Tan et al. B0Recent studies have also
shown that exposure of fish to environmentally realistic concentrations of methylmercury can



adversely affect gene expression, metabolism, reproduction, and health (Crump and Trudeau 2009,
Sandheinrich and Wiener 2011, Scheutramet al. 2012).

Concentrations of mercury in predatory fish from many water bodies in the Great Lakes region
exceed state and provincial guidelines for fish consumption (Evers et al. 2011a, 2011b) as well as the
U.S. Environmental Protection AgendySERA) Fish Tissue Residue Criterion for Methylmercury,
which was established to protect human health (Borum et al. 2001). Most states in the Great Lakes
region have issued statewide guidelines advising that women of childbearing age and children limit
their consumption of fish, and many states have issued advisories for specific water bodies (USEPA
2011). In the Canadian province of Ontario, 88% offiste consumptioradvisories issued for sport

fish in inland waters are due to mercury (Ontario Ministry mfiEbonment 2013). Thus, much of the
Great Lakes region can be considered a mersemngitive landscape in which atmospheric deposition
of mercury has led to high concentrations of methylmercury in predatory fish (Wiener et al. 2003,
Evers et al. 2011b).

Lead

Lead is a highly toxic metal that has no known essential biological function. Lead affects all systems
in the body, and exposure to lead causes multiple sublethal effects in fish, birds, and mammals
(Pattee and Pain 2003, Franson and Pain 2011, Ma.ZlXid nost sensitive toxicological endpoint

for lead is neurotoxicity caused by exposure during early developmental life stages.

Anthropogenic emissions and usage of lead have greatly increased its abundance in the environment
(Pattee and Pain 2003). Madtthe anthropogenic lead deposited from the atmosphere onto national
park units of the Great Lak&etwork was probably from vehicular emissions from combustion of
leaded gasoline (e.g., Pattee and Pain 2003, Dunlap et al. 2008). Starting in the Oarlglk9P

lead was blended with gasoline to boost octane levels (Nriagu 1990). In 1973, the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) implemented regulations to reduce the amount of lead in
gasoline. The standards issued in 1973 required a graduatioaduem about 0.68 g Pb/L to 0.026

g Pb/L of gasoline by 1986. By 1995, leaded fuel accounted for only 0.6% of total gasoline sales in
the United States. The sale of leaded fuel feraad use in automobiles was banned entirely

effective January 1996.

Since the phaseut of leaded gasoline in the United States and elsewhere, concentrations of lead

have decreased in nearly all environmental media examined, including air, water, surficial sediment,
soils, fish, piscivorous wildlife, and humans (Trefryaet1985, Schmitt et al. 1999, Renberg et al.

2000, Lind et al. 2006, Mahler et al. 2006, Stromberg et al. 2008, Wiener and Sandheinrich 2010,
Chadwick et al. 2011). Lead in recent atmospheric deposition in the Great Lakes region appears to be
derived fromcoal combustion and industrial processing of lead ore, based on the isotopic

composition of metals in wet deposition during 208307 (Sherman et al. 2015).

The uptake, elimination, and distribution of lead in fish have been critically reviewed by $pry an
Wiener (1991). Unlike methylmercury, inorganic Pb(ll) does not biomagnify in aquatic food webs,
and the concentrations of lead within a fish population do not typically increase with increasing body
size or age. Lead accumulates chiefly in the bonegscaills, kidney, and liver of fish, and its
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depuration is slow. Lead does not accumulate appreciably in the skeletal muscle tissue of fish, and
consumption of fish is generally not considered a significant pathway for human exposure to lead. As
in birdsand mammals, the toxicity of lead to fish is systemic, and chronic toxicity increases with
increasing concentration of lead in the tissues (Hodson et al. 1982, Hodson 1986).

Wildlife can be exposed to toxic levels of lead by ingestion of spent lead anonudreim hunting

or by ingestion of lead weights or jigs used in recreational fishing (Scheuhammer and Norris 1996,
Franson and Pain 2011). The ingestion of lead shot, weights, or jigs is the primary cause of elevated
lead exposure and poisoning in manjaawspecies, including common loomayvia immey, bald

eagles, golden eagleAduila chrysaetgs and several species of ducks and geese (reviewed by
Sanderson and Bellrose 1986, Scheuhammer and Norris 1996, Franson and Pain 2011, Franson and
Russell 2014Russell and Franson 2014). The use of lead shot for waterfowl hunting was banned in
the United States in 1991, and subsequent declines in both the ingestion of lead shot by waterfowl
and the associated mortality of waterfowl caused by lead poisonindeamelocumented (e.g.,
Anderson et al. 2000). However, spent lead shot deposited onto surface waters remaiteranlong
threat to birds supported by the benthic food web, given that lead pellets can persist in surficial
sediments for several decades (Bget al. 2014). Moreover, the ingestion of grossly contaminated
sediment can expose foraging waterfowl to lethal amounts of lead (Henny 2003).

Elevated exposure to lead from ingestion of #eaded ammunition also occurs in scavenging birds,
such as theald eagle and the endangered California con@gmnogyps californiangsthat feed on
carcasses or discarded viscera from animals shot with lead ammunition (reviewed by Johnson et al.
2013). Moreover, recent studies indicate that many lead poisonibgfliand golden eagles are

caused by the ingestion of lead shot and bullet fragments present in unretrieved carcasses or
discarded viscera from animals other than waterfowl (Redig et al, Rd@3ell and Franson 2014).

DDT

DDT is an organochlorine compid that was discovered in 1939 to have insecticidal properties.

DDT was used to control disease vectors and agricultural pests during and after World War 11, and its
usein the United States peaked in 1959 (Blus 2003). In subsequent years and decadily a ste
increasing body of evidence revealed the devastating adverse effects of DDT and its metabolite DDE
on nontarget organisms, which caused the decline and extirpation of many bird populations and led
to the banning of most uses of DDT in the Unitede&téan 1972 (Blus 2003, 2011). Fish kills were

also documented in many waters shortly after spraying of DDT (Beckvar and Lotufo 2011). After the
ban, the concentrations of total DDT, DDE, and DDD in freshwater fish sampled from major rivers
across the Unitd States declined significantly (Schmitt et al. 1999), anegfi&ging birds, such as

osprey Pandion haliaetusand bald eagles, began to recover as their dietary exposures to DDT and
DDE decreased (Grier 1982, Blus 2003, Henny et al. 2009). In Northidanthe concentrations of

DDE in eggs and carcasses of birds have continued to decline during recent decades (Mora et al.
2016). During 19922010, the concentrations of total DDT (the sum of DDT, DDE, and DDD) in
atmospheric samples and predatory figimfithree Great Lakes (Erie, Michigan, and Superior)
decreased at similar rates, with halving times for total DDT ranging from 8.4 to 10 years in the
atmosphere and from 6.2 to 13 years in fish (Salamova et al. 2013).



DDT and its metabolites or breakdowrogucts, DDE and DDD, persist in the environment,
bioaccumulate and are slowly eliminated in exposed organisms, and biomagnify in food webs to high
concentrations in upper trophic levels (Kidd et al. 2001, Blus 2003, Houde et al. 2008, Henny et al.
2009, Bekvar and Lotufo 2011). The effects of DDE on the reproduction ofdinsduding the

thinning of eggshelts have been extensively documented (Wiemeyer et al.; Ba84derman et al.

1995 Henny et al. 200Blus 2003, 20110dsj6 and Sondell 2014ora et al. 2016).

The reproductive impacts of exposure to DDT and its metabolites were particularly severe on
populations of fiskeating birds, such as the bald eagle. The popukigia effects of DDT and its
metabolites on bald eagles and their resgao the DDT ban are illustrated by regional trends in the
abundance and productivity of nesting bald eagles in the Upper Mississippi River National Wildlife
and Fish Refuge (Refuge), based on monitoring of eagles by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Seevice. T
Refuge extends along almost 500 km of the upper Mississippi River channel and covers about 80,000
ha of the river floodplain in Minnesota, Wisconsin, lowa, and lllinois. The number of nesting bald
eagles on the Refuge declined precipitously during tidetorlate 1950s, yearghen the use dDT

in the United Statewas at its peakBy 1972, the Refuge contained only one active bald eagle nest
(Wiener et al. 1998). After the DDT ban, the number of active bald eagle nests on the Refuge
increased from asgle nest in 1972 tninenests in 1986, 62 in 1996, and 167 in 2005. Moreover,
the annual production of bald eagles on the Refuge increadetd¥om 1986 to 2005 (U.S. Fish

and Wildlife Service 2006). The numbers of other piscivorous birds, incltisgéndoublecrested
cormorant Phalacrocorax auritusand American white pelicafélecanus erythrorhynchpsave

also increased substantially on the Refuge since the DDT ban (Wiener et al. 1998), paralleling
national population trends for these speciesefG982, Bowerman et al. 1995).

Statistical analyses of compiled, published data for bald eagle nestlings from the south shore of Lake
Superior, an area with a muttecadal record of measurement, showed that DDE levels in blood
plasma of nestlingdeclined significantly during 1982008, with an average annual decrease of

3.0% (Dykstra et al. 2010). DDE remained detectable in blood plasma from all bald eagle nestlings
sampled during 200@009 from three areas in the Upper Midwest, including thensshdre of Lake
Superior (including Apostle Islands National Lakeshore), Mississippi National River and Recreation
Area, and St. Croix National Scenic Riverway (Route et al. 2011).

PCBs

Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) are a group of synthetic organmicaks consisting of 209

potential compounds or congeners (Rice et al. 2003). Commercial distribution of PCBs, which were
used in hydraulic fluids, electrical transformers, and capacitors, began in the late 1920s.
Environmental contamination by PCBs wasedged in the mid 1930s and peaked in the early 1970s
(Hansen 1987, Rice et al. 2003). The manufacture and use of PCBs were banned in the United States
in 1977, after it was determined that these compounds adversely affect wildlife, domestic animals,

and humans (Rice et al. 2003).

Concern about environmental contamination by PCBs stems largely from the potential adverse
effects of exposure on human health (Kimbrough 1987, Rice et al. 2003, Carpenter 2006). PCBs are
classified as probable human carcinogenthe USEPA. In laboratory test animals, PCBs cause a
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number of adverse health effects on the reproductive, immune, nervous, and endocrine systems
(Hansen 1987, Kimbrough 1987, Rice et al. 2003, Basu et al. 2007).

PCBs are transported in aquatic systentsiathe atmosphere, resist degradation in the

environment, bioaccumulate in exposed organisms, and biomagnify in aquatic food webs, which are
important pathways for dietary exposure of fish, wildlife, and humans to PCBs (Rice et al. 2003,
Houde et al. 208). In the United States, PCBs rank second nationally to mercury among
bioaccumulative contaminants in the numberfsbf consumptioradvisories that have been posted

for rivers and lakes (USEPA 2011). In the Great Lakes region, fish consumption adJisseel on

levels of PCBs in fish are in place for all of the Great Lakes and major rivers, and for some
contaminated sites (USEPA 2007a, 2011).

Trend analyses have shown that regulatory actions taken to reduce emissions of PCBs have been
effective in redaing PCB levels in environmental media, including fish (Salamova et al. 2013,
Rasmussen et al. 2014) and bald eagles (Dykstra et al. 2010). Analyses of data frmmmong
atmospheric monitoring of PCBs in the Arctic, Europe, and North America show tiwgntmations

of PCBs in the atmosphere are generally decreasing, with 247 (74%) of 332 time series showing
decreasing trends of PCBs in the atmosphere and 24 time series (7%) showing increasing trends
(Kong et al. 2014). In Lake Michigan, PCB levels imskn fillets of coho salmongncorhynchus
kisutch and chinook salmorQncorhynchus tshawytschdecreased rapidly during 1975 to the mid
1980s, and declined more slowly during the +h880s to 2010 (Rasmussen et al. 2014).

Atmospheric deposition is an iragant pathway for entry of PCBs into the Great Lakes and inland
waters, and emissions from urban areas appear to be the principal sources of the deposited PCBs
(Sofuoglu et al. 2013, Melymuk et al. 2014). In the Great Lakes, temporal trends in cormenuhti

PCBs in predatory fish closely parallel those in the atmosphere (Salamova et al. 2013). Duiing 1992
2010, the concentrations of total PCB (estimated as the sum of measured congeners) in atmospheric
samples and lake trousdlvelinus namaycuyfrom Lakes Michigan and Superior decreased at

similar rates, with halving times for total PCBs ranging from about 12 to 13 years in the atmosphere
and from about 10 to 14 years in fish (Salamova et al. 2013).

The American minkNeovison visopformerly Mustelavisor), a carnivorous mammal that is

distributed throughout the Great Lakes region and across much of North America, is highly sensitive
to PCB exposure (Leonards et al. 1995, Basu et al. 2007, Bursian et al. 2013). Declines in wild
populations and in rahed mink have been documendesome occurring in apparent response to

PCB contamination of their aquatic food resources (Basu et al. 2007). On the Upper Mississippi
River National Wildlife and Fish Refuge, for example, populations of American mink declined
precipitously during 1959965 (Wiener and Sandheinrich 2010). Wiener et al. (1998) concluded

that contamination of the riverine food web with PCBs was the probable cause of the decline in mink
populations. The timing of the decline of mink on the Refugeaided with the period of most

severe PCB contamination of the river, whereas the partial recovery of mink populations that began
in the late 1970s coincided with a period of declining PCB levels in riverine fishes. For comparison,
mink populations in ta adjoining states of lowa, Minnesota, and Wisconsin were relatively stable



during this same overall period and did not exhibit the pattern of decline and partial recovery seen in
mink populations on the Refuge (Wiener et al. 1998).

PFCs

Perfluorochemical§PFCs) are a family of stable, fluorinated organic compounds manufactured since
1949 for use in a variety of industrial applications and consumer products, including polyurethane
production, water and stain repellants,-fighting foams, lubricants, arglirfactants (Prevedouros et

al. 2006, Paul et al. 2009, Lindstrom et al. 2011). Sources of PFCs to the environment include
manufacturing plants, sewage treatment plants, landfills, and households (Ahrens and Bundschuh
2014).

Perfluoroalkyl compounds wittong carbon chains, including perfluorooctane sulfonate (PFOS) and
perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA), are persistent in the environment and bioaccumulate in exposed
organisms (Conder et al. 2Q@8oude et al. 2006, 2011), including fish (Holzer et al. 201jij &t

al. 2015). Longchain PFCs biomagnify in aquatic food webs (Xu et al. 2014) and accumulate in the
axial muscle tissue of fish (Delinsky et al. 2009, Pan et al. 2014, Fujii et al. 2015). Thus,
consumption of contaminated fish can be an importathiyaat for exposure of piscivorous wildlife

and humans to longhain PFCs (e.g., Zhou et al. 2014, Fuijii et al. 2015).

Estimated global production and emissions of perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride (F@S#t
fluorochemicals (including PFOS) increased saibi$ally during 19702000 and subsequently

declined rapidly after the voluntarily phasat by the 3M Company, the major global producer

during 20002002(Paul et al. 2009, Ahrens and Bundschuh 2014). Emissions of PFOA to the
environment are also expedt® decrease in response to commitments by major industrial producers
to reduce production and emissions of PFOA by 99% by 2015 (Ahrens and Bundschuh 2014).
However, sort-chain perfluorinated compounds continue to be produced.

During the 1970s to 2000puncentrations of PFCs in biota increased rapidly in response to increasing
production and releases to the environment, with doubling times ranging from 6 to 10 years (Paul et
al. 2009). Since the reduction in emissions by 3M, temporal trends in PFCs amdisvildlife have

been variable, with some studies reporting decreasing concentrations, some reporting increases, and
some reporting no change (e.g., Paul et al. 2009, Gewurtz et al. 2012, Roos et al. 2013, Route et al.
2014b, Ullah et al. 2014). In sométhese studies, trends in concentrations have varied among
analytes (Gewurtz et al. 2012, Route et al. 2014b).

PFCs have been distributed globally by leagge physical transport in fresh waters, the oceans, and
the atmosphere (Paul et al. 2009, Ahrand Bundschuh 2014). Thus, some of these compounds are
now analytically detectable in water, fish, and wildlife across geographically widespread locations,
including very remote sites (Giesy and Kannan 2001, Smithwick et al. 2006, Tao et al. 2006, Calafat
et al. 2007, Dreyer et al. 2009, Houde et al. 2011, Lindstrom et al. 2011, Letcher et al. 2015, Lucia et
al. 2015).

PFOS is the dominant perfluorinated compound accumulated in fish and wildlife, generally
accounting for 60% to 90% or more of total PF&s{ of all congeners) in the tissues analyzed. This



pattern has been documented in the western Great Lakes region apddiaidwestern United

States (Ye et al. 200®elinsky et al. 2009, 201Custer et al. 203Route et al. 2014k etcher et

al. 205), as well as other sites around the globe (Houde et al. 2011, Roos et al. 2013, Fang et al.
2014, Pan et al. 2014, Zhou et al. 2014). PFOS was the primary perfluorinated compound present in
homogenates of whole fish sampled in 2005 from three largesiiivéine Upper Midwest,

accounting for 73% of total PFCs in fish from the Ohio and Missouri rivers and for 91% of total
PFCs in fish from the upper Mississippi River (Ye et al. 2008). In Minnesota, PFOS was also the
most prevalent of 10 PFCs determinedlim-on fillets of three species of panfish sampled in 2007
from 59 lakes and from eight sites on the Mississippi River (Delinsky et al. 2010). Concentrations of
PFOS in Minnesota fishes were highest in samples from riverine and lacustrine sites within or
downstream from the Minneapcl@&. Paul metropolitan area. In contrast, concentrations of PFOS
were lowd often below the limit of quantificatiénin fish from rural Minnesota lakes or from

reaches of the Mississippi River upstream from the metropolitar{esiasky et al. 2010). In the

Great Lakesegion, the states of Minnesota, Illinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin have issued fish
consumption advisories for areas of the Mississippi River and other water bodies that contain fish
contaminated by PFOS. TheHisonsumption advice issued for PFOS byS3tstes of Minnesota,
Wisconsin, and lllinois was based on a reference dose developed by the Minnesota Department of
Health fttp://www.health.state.mn.us/divs/eh/risk/guidance/gw/pfo$.pdf

In bald eagles, PFOS was the most abundant of 16 PFCs determined in the blood plasma of nestling
eaglets sampled during 20@®11 from six areas in the Upper Midwest, including samples from

three néional park units (APIS, SACN, and MISS) (Route et al. 2014b). PFOS accounted for 67% of
the total PFC present in plasma of eaglets, and perfluorodecanesulfonate (PFDS) accounted for 23%.
Concentrations of PFOS, PFDS, and total PFCs were highest in dagtetsests located in more

urban and industrial areas (Route et al. 2014b).

The toxicity of PFCs to fish and wildlife is not well characterized, but these compounds can cause
alterations in mammalian development and thyroid hormone production, liver damag
immunosuppression, and cancer (Lau et al. 2007). The reproductive success of tree swallows
(Tachycineta bicolgrnesting at PF&€ontaminated sites in the Minneapeit Paul metropolitan

area was diminished by ovoexposure to PFCs (Custer et al. 2014); in that study, the percent of

eggs hatching at highly contaminated sites was substantially less than that at both reference areas and
the national average (Custer et al. 2014). In general, the toxicological efferig-term exposure

to PFCs in fish and wildlife have been little studied, and effects ofdgel exposure are poorly

understood (Ji et al. 2008, Custer et al. 2014, Letcher et al. 2015, Lucia et al. 2015).

PBDEs

Polybrominated diphenyl ethers (PBDEsg a class of persistent, halogenated flame retardants first
used in the 1970s in plastics, polyurethane foams, furniture, textiles, and automobiles (Abassi et al.
2015). PBDEs are released to the environment during product use and disposal (Vondegheide e
2008, Abassi et al. 2015) and can enter aquatic systems via multiple pathways, including effluents
from wastewater treatment plants, runoff and stream flow from nonpoint sources, and atmospheric
deposition (Breivik et al. 2006, Hale et al. 2006, Sehgl. 2006, Streets et al. 2006, Zou et al. 2007,
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Melymuk et al. 2014). Concentrations of PBDEs in the environment have increased substantially
since their production and usage as flame retardants intensified in the 1980s (Rayne et al. 2003,
Batterman eal. 2007, Gauthier et al. 2008).

PBDEs are lipophilic, and some congeners readily biomagnify in food webs (Law et al. 2006, Wu et
al. 2009, Airaksinen et al. 2015, Péfazentetaja et al. 2015). Thus, fishes with high lipid content
generally contain higér concentrations of total PBDESs than fishes with low lipid content (Williams
and Schrank 2015). Consumption of fish can be a significant pathway for exposure of wildlife and
humans to PBDEs (Route et al. 2014a, Airaksinen et al. 2015, Lyche et al.M0i&)jver, the
environmental ubiquity of PBDEs is illustrated by their presence in wildlife inhabiting remote sites,
such as the higArctic (Lucia et al. 2015). The principal PBDE congeners detected in wildlife
sampled from the United States and Canadangdly include BDE47, BDE99, BDE100, BDE

153, BDE154, and BDE 209 (Chen et al. 2013, Eng et al. 2014, Gilchrist et al. 2014, Route et al.
2014a, Spears and Isanhart 2014, REremtetaja et al. 2015, Williams and Schrank 2015).
Concentrations are geradly highest in wildlife sampled near known sources of PBDESs, such as
wastewater treatment plants, landfills, and metropolitan areas (Chen et al. 2013, Gilchrist et al. 2014,
Route et al. 2014a, Spears and Isanhart 2014).

From the early 2000s through 2QX®ncerns about increasing human exposure and health effects led
to a series of bans and voluntary phase outs in the production and marketing of new products
containing penta octa, and dec8DEs in the European Union, the United States, and Canada
(reviewed by Abassi et al. 2015, Lyche et al. 2015). The bans and restrictions on PBDEs do not
affect preexisting stocks of PBDEontaining products that either remain in use or have entered the
waste phase, and such products can be expected to be a cgraowice of biotic exposure to these
compounds (Abbasi et al. 2015). Landfills used for disposal of municipal solid waste, for example,
are significant sources of PBDEs and other flame retardants that were used in consumer products.
Concentrations of PBDHB eggs of European starlingSt(rnus vulgariy a terrestrial omnivorous

bird, that feed and nest near landfills are orders of magnitude higher than PBDE levels in eggs from
starlings nesting in urban industrial and rural environments (Chen et al. 20th8Jigh pentéBDE,
octaBDE, and dec88DE have been phased out of production, the remaining large quantities of
consumer products containing these compounds continue to release PBDEs into the environment.
The congener composition of PBDEs in sport fsskampled from Lake Michigan, Lake Superior,

and inland waters in Wisconsin during 208012 indicates that PBDEs in these fishes were derived
largely from commercial mixtures used in household products (Williams and Schrank 2015).

Responses of PBDEs inglatmosphere have varied among monitoring sites since the relevant
commercial penteand octaBDEs were banned in North America and the European Union. At two
atmospheric monitoring stations in Sweden and Finland where BDBDE99, and BDEL0OO were
regdarly detected during 2002012, the concentrations of PBDEs decreased rapidly, with half

times ranging from 3.0 to 7.3 years (Kong et al. 2014). In contrast, concentrations of PBDEs in air
and precipitation sampled every 12 days during PR0%1 at five htegrated Atmospheric

Deposition Network sites (U.S.) near the Great Lakes varied among monitoring locations and among
congeners (Ma et al. 2013). Trend analysis of 14 PBDE congeners in wet deposition, sampled
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monthly at nine sites in the Canadian Gredtdsabetween 2004 and 2010, showed that two

congeners (BDEL54 and BDE 209) had consistent temporal trends at three or more sites (Robson et
al. 2013); BDE154 had increasing concentrations over time, whereasZ&IBEhad decreasing
concentrations.

The effets of lowlevel exposure to PBDEs on wildlife have received little study, making it difficult
to evaluate effects of these compounds on wildlife (Spears and Isanhart 2014, Lucia et al. 2015).
Total concentrations of PBDEs were generally low yet variedlgréange 2.0307 ng/g wet

weight) in eggs of European starlings sampled from nest boxes at an agricultural site in British
Columbia (Canada), but reproductive success and measures of condition in the mothers or other
offspring from the sampled nests wer@elated to total PBDEs in eggs (Eng et al. 2014).

Williams and Schrank (2015) assessed the need for fish consumption advisories for PBDEs based on
reference doses (RfDs) for four congeners (BOEBDE99, BDE153, and BDE 209) determined

in sport fishe sampled during 2002012 from Lake Michigan, Lake Superior, and 19 inland water
bodies in Wisconsin. They found that an@ce serving of fillets from most locations would not
exceed the RfDs for BDB7, except for lake trout from the Great Lakes amacéanmon carp from
Badfish Creek (Dane County), the Milwaukee River Estuary, and the Sheboygan River. Fe@BDE
only siscowet lake trout from Lake Superior exceeded the RfD, whereas the RfDs fdri3ad
BDE-209 were not exceeded for any fish at agation. Although some fish from a few locations
exceeded the RfD for individual congeners, the PBDE levels in most fish were not high enough to
trigger exceptions to Wisconsin statewide fish consumption advice already in place for PCBs and
mercury (Williams and Schrank 2015).
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Study Areas

We studied a total of 23 water bodies at the six national park Maitenal Park Serviceitlogists

and managerateach park unit provided substantial information and input on the selection of study
sites at individual park units. To the extent feasible, we included water bodies for which water
guality was being monitored by the NPS Great Lakes Inventory and Mogitdatwork.

The 23 study sites included three streams at GRPO, three aquatic systems at INDU (Great Marsh,
Long Lake, and Middle Lagoon), four lakes at ISRO, five lakes at PIRO, four lakes at SLBE, and
four lakes at VOYA (Table 1)Eachsitewas sampled ammally during 20102012. All of these study
sites except Middle Lagoon (INDU) had also been sampled during thgevilot study of 2008

and 2009. During the pilot study, the water bodies at INDU, PIRO, and SLBE were sampled during
2008, and the water bees at GRPO, ISRO, and VOYA were sampled during 2009.

Grand Portage National Monument (GRPO) is in the North Shore Highlands Ecoregion (USEPA
2013). Presentiay vegetation in this ecoregion is comprised largely of a mixture of quaking aspen
and paper bift (Sanders and Kirschbaum 200N DNR 2006). Land cover (Appendix A) in the
drainage areas above the stream reaches sampled was dominated by evergreen fore38¢8R.4%
deciduous forest (11.2049.2%), and mixed forest (16.426%) (Fry et al. 2011). Togoaphic

relief among the drainage areas ranged from 186 to 534 m above mean sea level (MSL).

Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore (INDU) is in the Michigan Lake Plain Ecoregion (USEPA 2013).
Vegetation in this ecoregion is primarily black oak savanna mixddasnifers (Sanders and
Grochowski 2013). Land cover (Appendix A) in the drainage areas above the sampled water bodies
was characterized by developed land (24.4661%), woody wetlands (0.2%2.6%) and deciduous
forest (12.4%24.2%) (Fry et al. 2011). Togoaphic relief among the drainage areas ranged from

178 to 231 m above MSL.

Isle Royale National Park (ISRO) is a Laurentian archipelago in the western basin of Lake Superior
and is part of the Superior Mineral Ranges Ecoregion (USEPA 2013). Vegetatimisiand i

mixture of quakingaspen, birch, white spruce, and balsam fir (USEPA 2013). Land cover (Appendix
A) in the drainage areas above the primary sampling was dominated by mixed forest 87779%),
deciduous forest (14P86.2%), and evergreenrtst (14%19%). Topographic relief among the
drainage areas ranged from 189 to 369 m above MSL.

Pictured Rocks National Lakeshore (PIRO) is in the Grand iBlaakeshore Ecoregion (USEPA

2013). Vegetation along the lakeshore reflectsfares-American coveandincludesjack, red, and

white pine growing on dune complexes and dry lake beds, whereas tamarack, spruce, and white cedar
are common in poorly drained areas (USEPA 2013). Land cover (Appendix A) in the drainage areas
above our primary sampling sitess dominated by deciduous forest (59%.2%). Topographic

relief among the drainage areas ranged from 184 to 339 m above MSL.

Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore (SLBE) is in the Marigtelanau Shore Ecoregion
(USEPA 2013). A beechugar maple comek interspersed with other northern hardwoods
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dominates the vegetative community along the sandy portions of the lakeshore (USEPA 2013). Land
cover (Appendix A) in the drainage areas above the primary sampling was dominated by deciduous
forest (20.6%82%). Topographic relief among the drainage areas ranged from 177 to 316 m above
MSL.

Table 1. Physical characteristics of 23 water bodies studied in six national park units during 20087 2009
and 20107 2012 and their watersheds.

Lakes and Wetlands Watersheds Streams
Drainage Elevation Total
National park unit Max. Surface area min-max length Stream
and water body depth (m) area (ha) (km?) (m) (km) order
GRPO
Grand Portage Creek 18.13 186i 534 13.6 2
Poplar Creek 11.43 2991 534 12.1 2
Snow Creek 4.05 382i 451 2.2 1
INDU
Long Lake 15 33 16.70 178i 226
Middle Lagoon 3.1 9.9 3.00 1807 231
Great Marsh <1 1500 0.54 1791 209
ISRO
Angleworm Lake 8.4 50 2.77 238i 313
Lake Harvey 4.3 55 3.00 232i 368
Lake Richie 10.5 216 21.10 189i 313
Sargent Lake 12.7 143 11.30 207i 349
PIRO
Beaver Lake 9.2 310 32.30 184i 323
Chapel Lake 45 28 23.90 186i 322
Grand Sable Lake 19.2 255 41.30 221i 334
Legion Lake 11.9 14 0.77 2781 323
Miners Lake 3.3 5 63.5 189i 301
SLBE
Bass Lake (Leelanau Co.) 7 38 8.54 195i 288
Bass Lake (Benzie Co.) 8 12 0.31 1777193
Lake Manitou 10.7 104 15.00 188i 315
Round Lake 6.9 6 0.46 181i 231
VOYA
Brown Lake 8 31 5.67 3591 417
Peary Lake 5 45 9.50 3431417
Ryan Lake 4 14 1.10 3531 393
Sand Point Lake 56 3580 2,057,636 3351 682
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Voyageurs National Park (VOYA) is in tieoundary Lakes and Hills Ecoregion (USEPA 2013).
Vegetation in the forested hills of the park is dominated by jack pine, spruce, and northern
hardwoods (Fabdrangendoen et al. 2007). Land cover (Appendix A) in the drainage areas above
the primary samplingvas dominated by deciduous forest (9i3%.2%) and mixed forest (23.7%
39.2%). Topographic relief among the drainage areas ranged from 335 to 682 m above MSL.

The water bodies studied at VOYA included three small drainage lakes (Brown, Peary, and Ryan
lakes) with small watershedand one much larger lake (Sand Point Lake) with a vastly larger
watershedgeeTable 1). Mercury contamination of fish had been investigated in each of these water
bodies for several years before the present study was beguyrs(@ansen et al. 2005, Wiener et al.
2006, Brigham et al. 2014).

More detailed descriptions of these park units and their aquatic resources have been provided
elsewhere (Lafrancois and Glase 20Rallemeyn 2000Soupir et al. 200Kallemeyn et al. 2003
Kraft et al. 2010Mechenich et al. 20QElias and Damstra 2011, 2QXorman et al. 201 &Kraft et
al. 2014 Rolfhus et al. 2015a).
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Methods

Mercury in Aquatic Food Webs and Ecosystemsd Approach

We determinedotal mercury and methylmercury in unfiltered and filtered water, seston, bulk pelagic
zooplankton, larval dragonflies, littoral surficial sediment, and nearshore surficial soil. Total mercury
was determined in prey fish and adult predatory fish.

We usednformation from the anabes of these ecosystem and feab components to assess
patterns in mercury contamination, ecosystem sensitivity to mercury, biotic exposure to
methylmercury, and the potential ecotoxicological significance of methylmercuryeictesgwater
bodies within the six park units. Concentrations of total mercury in surficial soil and sediment
indicate the contamination of the studied systems (Krabbenhoft et al. 2007). Methymercury
concentrations and percent methylmercury (the fractigataf mercury present as methylmercury in
water, surficial sediment, and soil) are indicators of the microbial production of methylmercury
(Heyes et al. 20Q@rabbenhoft et al. 2007), the organic compound that readily accumulates in biota
and biomagnifie in food webs. Larval dragonflies, small prey fish, and adult fish are relevant and
useful biosentinels for assessing spatiotemporal patterns in the concentration of methylmercury in
aqguatic biota and associated risks to wildlife and humans (Wiene2€0al. Haro et al. 2013).

A survey of lakes in the western Great Lakes region (Rolfhus et al. 2011) indicated that the supply of
aqueous methylmercury is probably responsible for patterns in the bioaccumulation of
methylmercury in pelagic food webs. Theatest trophic biomagnification of methylmercury occurs

in the lowest portion of the aquatic food web (Rolfhus et al. 2011). Concentrations of

methylmercury, for example, typically increase by 1000 or more between water and
phytoplankton (a bioticomponent of seston), with lesser incremental increases in concentration as
methylmercury is transferred up the aquatic food web to piscivorous fish and wildlife. It is widely
accepted that the bioaccumulation of methylmercury in upper trophic leveisrigigtinfluenced by

the amount of methylmercury available for entry into the base of the food web (Paterson et al. 1998,
Chasar et al. 2009, Bradley et al. 2013).

Sampling of Lower Food Web, Soil, Sediment, and Larval Dragonflies

Water, Seston, and Zooplaon

We sampled unfiltered and filtered water, seston, and bulk zooplankton. Environmental
concentrations of total mercury and methylmercury in these components are generally quite low,
typically in the parts per trillion to parts per billion ran@&erdore, dean techniques were applied

in the field and laboratory to prevent contamination of samples during collection, handling, and
processing.

Unfiltered and filtered water was sampled at a depth fmk from the approximate center of each
lake, and 1 nfrom the margin of streams. Water was collected in-a@dhed Teflon bottles with a
peristaltic pump, Teflon tubing, and-iime 0.45em polyethersulfone filters (filtered samples only).
Water samples were promptly acidified with tragrade HCI to 0.5%/v and stored in a refrigerator
until analysis. Samples for measurement of dissolved sulfate ion (Dior@X il&trument) and
dissolved organic carbon (DOC; Shimadzu F@€SH) were collected concurrently with the water
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samples taken for mercury deteriatiion. Aqueous pH, temperature, dissolved oxygen, and specific
conductance were measuiiadsituwith a multtparameter probe (Thernféisher Orion 8Star).

Seston (suspended particulate matter) was collected by pumping 1 to 2 L of water onto ashed quartz
fiber filters held in an iine Teflon filter pack. Filters were removed from the packs and stored

frozen in plastic petri dishes until analysis. Bulk zooplankton was collected with-anistex

conical net, towed horizontally for BBO m within the mixd surface layer at a depth of aboui8

m near the center of each lake. Net material was collected into a Teflon cup, poured through nitex to
remove water, and stored frozen in Teflon vials until analysis.

Surficial Sediment and Soil

Surficial sediment wacollected with an acidzashed, acrylic sleeve and Teflon plunger. The sleeve
was manually pushed into sediment, capped, and the sample extruded into polypropylene cups before
freezing. Sediment was collected in areas within 10 to 20 m of samplingositiafonfly larvae,

typically in 0.7 1.0 m of water. The sampled sediments were often sandy and had very low organic
matter content because of the hgergy mixing and sorting that is characteristio@drshorareas.
Surficial soil (05 cm depth) was collected in 2012 from lake and stream margins, at a distance of 2
to 4 m from the shoreline. Soils were collected with acbstainless steel soil corer equipped with

acid washed plastic liner, and stored frozen in polypropylene cuygss#iface core samples were
composited into a single sample at PIRO and SLBE, whénreet® four individual cores were

collected at each of the other parks. Mercury and methylmercury in sediment and soil are strongly
associated with organic matter; thiere, we measured loss ignition (LOI) to examine and

compare variation in concentrations of total mercury and methylmercury among sediment samples
that differed in organic matter content. To determine LOI, which was used as a surrogate measure of
organt matter content, the lyophilized samples were combusted &E $&(five hours and the

resulting change in sample mass was quantified.

Larval Dragonflies

Dragonflies (Insecta: Anisoptera: Odonata) are a-lwgbwn group of insects, whose larvae inhabit a
diverse variety of freshwater ecosystems. County records from the North American Odonate
Database (Abbott 2007) indicate that many species of dragonflies from the families Libellulidae,
Gomphidae, Corduliidae, and Aeshnidae occur in the vicinity of retfark units of the Great

Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network. The advantages and rationale for the use of larval
dragonflies as biosentinels in aquatic monitoring and assessment programs for mercury and other
toxic metals have been described in ddtlhnson et al. 1993, Haro et al. 2013, Wiener et al. 2013).

The ecology of larval dragonflies is well documented at the genus level (Tennessen 2007). All larval
dragonflies are obligate, generalist predators that bioaccumulate methylmercury. Howedypg the

of prey encountered and their diet is a function of habitat preference and mode of habit (i.e.,
burrowing, climbing, or sprawling). For example, species in the families Gomphidae and
Cordulegastridae, are primarily burrowers that feed on benthid@ibrates. Species in the family
Aeshnidae are climbers that cling to vertical portions of aquatic vegetation and feed on invertebrates,
including zooplankton, that inhabit the water column. Such differences in trophic pathways can be
expected to influenceietary uptake of methylmercury (Tremblay et al. 1996).
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Larval dragonflies were sampled annually during April through early June with dip nets from
benthic, sedimentary, vegetated, and woody substratesanshorglittoral areas of lakes (INDU,

ISRO, PRO, SLBE, VOYA) and along the margins of streams (GRPO) or wetlands (Great Marsh at
INDU). Most dragonflies in the western Great Lakes region have long life ¢ythehich the larval

stage can continue for as longfasr years (Hilsenhoff 1995). Our sgfing targeted larger larvae

(late instars), which were expected to emerge within a few weeks as winged adults. In the field,
netted larvae were handled with stainless steel forceps and helds@atipags with lake water or
stream water. After collectip larvae were held overnight in aerated water at room temperature to
allow egestion of gut contents. During the next morning, larvae were placed into plastic vials filled
with tap water and then stored in a domestic freezer until further processing.

In the laboratory, larvae were thawed, identified to species (Hilsenhoff 1995, Needham et al. 2000),
sexed, photographed, and measured (body length and wet weight). The total length (distance from the
apex of the head to the terminus of the abdomen) amgbad index of each larval dragonfly were
obtained from images taken with a Nikon DXM 1200 digital camerawiihgpad indexdefined as

the abdominal segment overlain by the distal tip of the front wingpad (the mesothoracic wing
sheath), was used to disnmate among the final instars of larval dragonflies. The maximum reach

of the front wingpad over the abdomen varies among odonate species, but for a given species the
wingpad index provides a relative index of how developed a larvae is relative tanitsatestadium,

the one prior to emergence as an adult (Corbet 1999). The sex of larvae was determined by
examination of secondary sexual characteristics, including swellings on abdominal segments 2 and 3
in male larvae (Needham et al. 2000).

Individual larvae were lyophilized whol® a nearly constant dry weigabhd homogenized with an

acidwashed ceramic or glass mortar and pestle. Samples for mercury determination were processed,
stored, and analyzed-haodsnndipm® edernERA Methodtl@&3t chi fic | e
(USEPA 2001), and lyophilized homogenates were stored in a desiccator until acid digestion.

Mercury Analysesd Lower Food Web, Soil, Sediment, and Larval Dragonflies

Methodological advances in mercury analyses now allow reliable mezesutiseat partpertrillion

levels, with a purgérap technique that converts mercury to gaseous forms followed by detection of
the mercury vapor by atomic fluorescence or atomic absorption.

Methylmercury Determinations

Methylmercury in water, seston, sedint, and soil was analyzed by an adaptation of the standard
steam distillation method (USEPA 1998, Olson et al. 1997). Approximately 90 mL of an aqueous
sample, a sestdaden filter, or a 0.05t0 1.0g mass of soil/sediment sample was added to a Teflon
bottle containing 1.0 mL of 20% w/v CugCseston, sediment, and soil had an additional 90 mL of
deionized water added, as well as 0.5 mL 25% w/v KCI, and 0.5 mL 50%8M&,HSamples were
distilled at 120€ through Teflon tubing into an iemld receivig Teflon container, at 50 mL/minute

N, purge rate until 60% to 90% of the original solution volume was transferred. Distillates were then
analyzed by pouring a stgample into an amber 4L autosampler vial, adding 0.4 mL of 2 M

acetate buffer, 0.08.05mL of sodium tetraethylborate, and deionized water to exactly 40 mL.

19



Samples were analyzed by &€paration cold vapor atomic fluorescence spectrometry (CVAFS)
with a Brooks Rand MERMM instrument and Model Il detector.

Methylmercury in dragonfly larvaend bulk zooplankton was determined with an adaptation of
Hammerschmidt and Fitzgerald (2005). A mass of dried, homogenized sampi® (@708) was
added to a 2L Teflon vial, as well as 7.0 mL of 4.5 M HNOThe solution was then digested at
60°C for 12h in a laboratory oven. After digestion, a GrhQ aliquot was added to a MERM
autosampler vial and analyzed with the analytical procedure described above for water.

Total Mercury Determinations

Total mercury in water and seston was determined by @ptaiibn of EPA Method 1631 and Olson

et al. (1997). Briefly, 2 mL of 0.2 M BrCl was added to each water sample bottle or vial containing a
seston filter, followed by digestion at 400C for 12 h in a laboratory oven. After digestion, samples
were reduced bgdding 0.20 mL of 30% W/WVN)OHE HCI| . Approxi mately 20
mL of 20% w/v SnGlwas added into a clean-4@L autosampler vial. Samples were then analyzed

by cold vapor atomic fluorescence spectrometry with a Brooks Rand ME&Xosampler

instrument and Model Ill detector. Total Hg in seston was determined by placinglselorilters

into a Teflon vial with 20 mL deionized water and 2.0 mL of 0.2 MIBfollowed by digestion at

40%C for 12 h and analysis in a manner identical to themsamples.

Total mercury in dragonfly larvae and bulk zooplankton was determined from the original digested
sample used for methylmercury analysis (Hammerschmidt and Fitzgerald 2005). An additional 2.0
mL of 0.2 M BrCl was added to the vial, followed bgecond digestion at 40 for 12 h. Following
digestion, samples were reduced by adding 0.20 mL of 30% wfOME H C | -mLAligubt oD
sample and 0.1 mL of 20% w/v Sn@lere added into a clean-40L autosampler vial, along with
approximately 20 mL of deionized water. Instrumental methods were identical to the determination
of total Hg in water samples described above.

Total mercury in sediment and soil was determinetiouit chemical digestion by direct mercury
analysis, following EPA Method 7473 (USEPA 2007b). A 91851.0g dried, homogenized sample
was weighed into a clean quartz boat and analyzed by thermal/catalytic decomposition and atomic
absorption spectrometwyith an automated Milestone DMB80 direct mercury analyzer.

Sampling and Mercury Analyses of Prey Fish

mL

Prey fish (often termed Aforage fisho) are smal

and many species of piscivorous wildlife. The advaegaand rationale for the use of small prey fish

as biosentinels in aquatic monitoring and assessment programs for mercury and other
bioaccumulative contaminants have been discussed in detail (Yeardley 2000, Lazorchak et al. 2003,
Choy et al. 2008, Wienet al. 2007, Ackerman et al. 2015). Prey fish are important in the transfer of
methylmercury to piscivorous fish and to many fish eating birds, and the mean concentration of total
mercury in prey fish is a useful indicator of methylmercury contaminatiéwoth webs supporting

the production of sport fish and wildlife.
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Small yellow perci{Perca flavescenavere the preferred target prey fish in this study because of
their widespread distribution, abundance, and importance in the diets of many piscivoecGiadt
Lakes region (Colby et al. 1979, Barr 1996, Soupir et al. 2000, Liao et al. 2002, Merrill et al. 2005,
Wiener et al. 2012a). Alternatiyeey fishspecies were sampled in water bodies that did not contain
or yield yellow perch during sampling; geincluded green sunfishgpomis cyanellysbluegill
(Lepomis macrochirysrock bassAmbloplites rupestrjs blacknose dacdrfinichthys atratulus
longnose daceRhinichthys cataractgecreek chub%emotilus atromaculatyysfathead minnow
(Pimephagés promelas central mudminnow{mbra limi), johnny darterEtheostoma nigruimlowa
darter Etheostoma exile mottled sculpinCottus bairdi), slimy sculpin Cottus cognatys and

brook stickleback@ulaea inconstar)s

Prey fish were sampled annualipin each water body with a BDulse backpack electrofisher,
smalltmesh bag seine, or dip nets. In the field, prey fish were euthanized with tricaine
methansulfonate (M@22) and subsequently frozen in labeled;sapl freezer bags. In the
laboratory, eda fish was thawed, identified to species, measured (total length to the nearest
millimeter), and weighed (to 0.001 g). Each fish was then placed into a labelsdakipastic bag,
and stored in a domestic chest freezer until lyophilization to a neargtant dry mass. After
lyophilization, doublebagged samples were stored in a dessicator until each whole fish was
homogenized in a stainless steel blender, which was washed with Citranox® acid cleaner and
detergent (Alconox Co., White Plains, NY) betwdeaches of samples from different species or
water bodies.

All prey fish were analyzed individually, as recommended by Wiener et al. (2007). Two methods and
mercury detectors were used to quantify total mercury in whole prey fish. Most (n = 308) @fythe pr
fish sampled in 2008 were aetligested and analyzed with a Teledyne Leeman Labs Hydra AF Gold
Plus automated analyzer by CVAFS, with methods described by Wiener et al. (2013). The remaining
whole prey fish sampled in 2008 (n = 188) and all prey fisipdad during 2002012 were

analyzed without digestion by direct mercury analysis, following EPA Method 7473 (USEPA
2007b).Individual 40- to 50mg sampls of dried, homogenized whole fishreneweighed into quartz

boats and analyzed directly by thermalaeposition and atomic absorption with an automated
Milestone DMA:80 Direct Mercury Analyzer. Concentrations of total mercury in all whole prey fish
exceeded our calculated method detection limits, which averaged 8.8 ng/g dry weight (or about 2
ng/g wet weght) for all samples analyzed. The concentration of total mercury in each whole prey

fish was quantified on a dmyeight basis and converted to a wetight value based on the percent

water content of the fish sample. Quality assurance metrics for fisfzaddy acid digestion plus
CVAFS were similar to those for fish analyzed by direct mercury analysis (documented in Table 3 in
Wiener et al. 2013).

For whole yellow perch, we tabulated concentrations of mercury for tweléoigth groups: fish
<100 mmad f L0 mm.Mercury concentrations in fish typically increase with age and body
size, and the mercury data for yellow perch in the smaller length group (<100 mm) are more
applicable for comparison to other prey fishes analyzed in this study. YelloWw ipdooth length
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groups are important prey, given that some piscivores, such as adult common loons and piscivorous
fishes, can consume fish larger than 100 mm (Barr 1996, Merrill et al. 2005).

Sampling and Mercury Analyses of Adult Fish

This sampling targted fishes in upper trophic levels of aquatic food webs, particularly sport fishes

that are largely piscivorous as adults and that are commonly sought by anglers. The analyses of axial
muscle (skinless fillets) from adult predatory fishes provide infdonain concentrations of

contaminants in fish tissue that are commonly eaten by humans. Accordingly, the analyses of total
mercury, organic contaminants, and lead in edible fillets of predatory fish provides information

useful for human healthsk assessent.

Northern pike Esox luciu¥, which are largely piscivorous as adults, were the preferred predatory

fish in this study. Northern pike are widely distributed and often abundant in inland lakes, rivers, and
streams in national parks and elsewhere wittnnorthern Great Lakes region (Kallemeyn 2000,
Kallemeyn et al. 2003, Bethke and Staples 2015). Northern pike are also a popular sport fish in the
region, and fish caught by anglers are often eaten. Additional predatory fish species sampled in water
bodies with or without northern pike included smallmouth b&&isropterus dolomie)y largemouth

bass Micropterus salmoidgswalleye Sander vitreus grass pickerel§sox americanyslarge

yellow perch, and large rock bass. Other adult fishes analyzetefaury included black crappie
(Pomoxis nigromaculatyischannel catfishi¢talurus punctatus black bullheadAmeiurus melds
common carpQyprinus carpig, rainbow trout Oncorhynchus mykigsand creek chubA complete

list of fish species sampled aadalyzed in this study is provided in Appendix B.

For two study lakés Chapel Lake (PIRO) and Lake Harvey (ISRQye used yellow perch or rock
bass a representative predatory fisecause no northern pike, walleye, smallmouth bass, or
largemouth bass were obtained during four (annual) sampling visits to either lake. The diet and
trophic position of yellow perch change substantially during their growth and development. During
theirfirst year after hatching, yellow perch feed on zooplankton and small zoobenthos (Graeb et al.
2006). Yellow perch begin feeding on small fish when they reach a total length of ab80tr6m
(Fullhart et al. 2002, Graeb et al. 2006). At a total leng#bofit 130 mm, yellow perch regularly
consume fish prey (Tonn and Paszkowski 1986, Fullhart et al. 2002). Yellow perch exceeding 190
200 mm in length are effective piscivores, feeding primarily on fish (Paskowski and Tonn 1994,
Fullhart et al. 2002). Rockalss begin preying on small fishes at an age of about 4 years (Keast and
Welsh 1968, Keast 1985). The total lengths of yellow perch analyzed for mercury (axial muscle)
rangedrom 132 285 mm in Chapel Lake aritbom 128 347 mm in Lake Harvey, whereas thekoc
bass (Chapel Lake) analyzed for mercury rarfgead 95 231 mm in total length. We assume that

the fish in these samples were largely piscivorous, based on publishedbtoiodtudies for these
species.

Adult predatory fish were collected with multigampling gears, including hook and line, variable

mesh gill nets, and D@ulse backpack electrofisher. While sampling was in progress, captured fish
were held in mesh bags suspended in the water column. Before departing the study site, each fish was
euthamzed with a sharp blow to the head and cervical dislocation, given a metal jaw tag for
identification, and placed into two labeled, feghde plastic bags for transport in coolers with wet
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or dry ice. At dayo6s -baggkdangsted idadomest freezersuhti we r e
transport to the University of Wisconsira Crosse.

In the laboratory, each fish was slowly thawed, weighed, and measured (total length). Structures for
age estimation were taken from northern pike (cleithra), largemossh(beales), smallmouth bass
(scales), walleye (scales), and yellow perch (scales) (DeVries and Frie 1996). A sample of axial
muscle tissue (skinless fillet) was dissected, placed into-sezlpplastic bag, and stored frozen until
lyophilization. After yophilization to a nearly constant dry weight, each muscle sample was
homogenized in a stainless steel blender, which was washed with Chtidxcleaner and

detergent between batches of samples from different species or water bodies.

The age of predatp fish was estimated from the cleithra or scales examined by two persons working
independently of each other. If the initial two age estimates differed for an individual fish, a third
person also independently estimated the age of the fish. Age estmeateetained for fish for

which two estimates of age were in agreement.

Mercury Determinatiod Axial Muscle Tissue

All adult fish were analyzed individually. Total mercury in axial muscle from all but 11 of the
predatory fish sampled during the pilot sty@®08 2009) was determined with procedures modified
from EPA Method 1631, with methods for digestion and analysis of samples described by Wiener et
al. (2013). Axial muscle from the 11 remaining predatory fish sampled during 2008 and from

all predatoy fish sampled during 201@012 was analyzed for total mercury without digestion with a
Milestone DMA-80 Direct Mercury Analyzer (EPA Method 7473; USEPA 2007b). Concentrations
of total mercury in all axial muscle samples exceeded our calculated methotioelimits, which
averaged 12.1 ng/g dry weight (or about 2.5 ng/g wet weight) for all samples analyzed. Total
mercury in each sample was quantified on avdeyght basis, and the deyeight concentration was
converted to a watveight value based on tipercent water content of the axial muscle sample.

Quality Assurance and Quality Control

The precision and accuracy of total mercury and methylmercury determinations were quantified by
the analyses of (1) analytical and procedural blanks, (2) replicafgesar(8) certified reference

materials from the National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) and the National Research
Council of Canada (NRCC), and (4) spiked samples. In this section, we summarizeapsairgnce
metrics during determinatiortd total mercury and methylmercury in physical and biological

samples from the six national park units.

Soil, Sediment and Seston

Quality assurance during analyses of solids (soil, sediment, and seston) was assessed for precision,
spike recovery, and recovery from standard reference materials (Table 2). For total mercury, mean
precision (coefficient of variation) during analysesrgdlicate samples was 7.8%, mean spike

recovery was 98.2%, and mean recoveries from two reference materials were within the certified
ranges. For methylmercury, mean precision during analyses of triplicate sample was 13.2%, spike
recovery was 102.4%, anket mean recovery from a NIST reference material was just above the
certified range, but had a 95% confidence interval that overlapped the certified concentration range.
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These results represent an acceptable outcome relative to our target expectatetesnfonations

of total mercury and methylmercury in soil, seston, and surficial sediment (Table 2).

Table 2. Summary of quality assurance measures during determination of total mercury (THg) and

methylmercury (MeHg) in soil sampled during 2012 and in surficial sediment and seston sampled during

20107 2012 from six national park units.

Quality assurance results

Quality
assurance Our mean Target result or
Analyte metric Material analyzed n +95% CI* certified range
THg Precision . 0 N 0
(CV, %) 1 Triplicate samples 11 7.8 + 3.0% 015%
Recovery (%) Spiked samples 8 98.2+2.1% 85% i 115%
Accuracy NRCC MESS-3 821 100 ng/g
+
(conc, ng/g) 2 (estuarine sediment) 8 (U 22T (certified range)
Accuracy NIST SRM 2976 57.47 64.6 ng/g
(conc, ng/g) 2 (mussel tissue) 3 S ey (certified range)
MeHg Precision . 0 . 0
(CV, %) 1 Triplicate samples 10 13.2+5.2% 025%
Recovery (%) Spiked samples 9 102.4 + 7.9% 75% 71 125%
Accuracy NIST SRM 2976 (mussel 15 29.7 + 1.4 nglg 27.81 28.4 ng/g

(conc, ng/g) 2 tissue) (certified range)

L Clis confidence interval; CV is coefficient of variation (CV = 100 x RSD); n is the number of determinations
made on the material analyzed.

% Concentration in nanogram per gram (ng/g), equivalent to part-per-billion, on a dry-weight basis.

Water

Quality assurance during analyses of water samples was assessed by recovery of standard additions
and precision (Table 3). No reliable reference material for water matrices was available for use
during the study. For total mercury, the meaecision (coefficient of variation) during analyses of
triplicate samples was 9.9%, and spike recovery averaged 104%. For methylmercury, the mean
percent difference during analyses of duplicate samples was 14.9% (acceptable given the large
number of lowconcentration samples analyzed), and the mean spike recovery was 105%. These
results represent an overall acceptable outcome relative to our target expectations for determinations
of total mercury and methylmercury in unfiltered and filtered surface wbabie 3).
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Table 3. Summary of quality assurance measures during determination of total mercury (THg) and
methylmercury (MeHg) in unfiltered and 0.45-um filtered water sampled from six national park units
during 20107 2012.

Quality assurance results

Quality
assurance Our mean
Analyte metric Material analyzed n +95% CI* Target result
THg (Pé\e/(.)?lflon Triplicate samples 6 9.9+ 12.0% 015%
Recovery (%) Spiked samples 6 104 + 10% 85% i 115%
MeHg Precision . N
+ 0, 0,
(% difference) 1 Duplicate samples 12 149+41% 025 %
Recovery (%) Spiked samples 15 105+ 10 % 75% 1 125%

! Clis confidence interval; CV is coefficient of variation (CV = 100 x RSD); n is the number of
determinations made on the material analyzed.

Zooplankton and Larval Dragonflies

Quality assurance during analyses of aquatic invertebrates (bulk zooplankton and larval dragonflies)
was assessed by precision, spike recovery, and recovery from standard reference materials (Table 4).
For total mercury, mean precision during analysesmfdate sample was 4.9% (coefficient of
variation), mean spike recovery was 106%, and the mean recoveries from two reference materials
were near the midpoints of the two certified ranges. For methylmercury, mean precision during
analyses of triplicate saples was 7.6%, mean spike recovery was 105%, and the mean recovery
from reference material NRCC TORZwas within the certified range. Our results during analysis of
NIST standard reference material 2976 (mussel tissue) were slightly below the centifed\We

note that most of the samples of aquatic invertebrates analyzed had concentrations closer to the
certified range of the NRCC TORZ reference material (lobster hepatopancreas). These results
represent an overall acceptable outcome relative ttaoget expectations for determinations of total
mercury and methylmercury in zooplankton and larval dragonflies (Table 4).
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Table 4. Summary of quality assurance measures during determination of total mercury (THg) and
methylmercury (MeHg) in larval dragonflies sampled during 20081 2012 and in zooplankton sampled

during 20107 2012 from six national park units.

Quality assurance results

Quality
assurance Our mean Target result or
Analyte metric Material analyzed n +95% CI* certified range
THg Precision - 0 N 0
(CV, %) 1 Triplicate samples 94 4.9+ 1.0% 015%
Recovery (%) Spiked samples 92 106 £ 2% 85% i 115%
Accuracy NIST SRM 2976 57.41 64.6 ng/g
(conc, ng/g)?  (mussel tissue) 87 61.1+0.8 ng/g (certified range)
Accuracy NRCC TORT-2 (lobster 2107 330 ng/g
(conc, ng/g) 2 hepatopancreas) 94 281 + 3 nglg (certified range)
MeHg Precision . 0 . 0
(CV. %) Triplicate samples 96 7.6+1.2% 025%
Recovery (%) Spiked samples 96 105 + 3% 75% 71 125%

27.81 28.4 nglg
(certified range)

Accuracy
(conc, ng/g) 2

NIST SRM 2976 (mussel

tissue) 91 26.9 + 0.3 ng/g

Accuracy

, NRCC TORT-2 (lobster
(conc, ng/g)

hepatopancreas)

1397 165 ng/g

97 154 2 nglg (certified range)

L Clis confidence interval; CV is coefficient of variation (CV = 100 x RSD); n is the number of determinations
made on the material analyzed.

% Concentration in nanogram per gram (ng/g), equivalent to part-per-billion, on a dry-weight basis.

Fish

Mean concentrations of total mercury were within the certified ranges for all reference materials
analyzd with axial fillets and whole prey fish sampled during 2@08.2 (Table 5). The precision
(coefficient of variation) of samples analyzed in triplicate averaged 3.8% for axial fillets and 6.2%

for whole prey fish. Mean recoveries of mercury from spikaaples were 102.6% for axial fillets

and 100.4% for whole prey fish. In addition, we note that the quality assurance measures for samples
of fish analyzed by acid digestion and CVAFS during 2@089 were similar to those for fish

analyzed by direct mercpanalysis (see Table 3 in Wiener et al. 2013). These results represent an
acceptable outcome relative to our target expectations for determination of total mercury in fish
(Table 5).
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Table 5. Summary of quality assurance measures during determination of total mercury in axial muscle
tissue of fish and in whole prey fish sampled from six national park units during 20087 2012.

Quality assurance results

(conc, ng/g) 2

(dodfish liver)

Fish Quality
sample assurance Our mean
matrix metric Material analyzed n +95% CI* Target result
Axial muscle tissue (skin-off fillets)
I(Dé(:/c';(;? Triplicate samples 43 3.8+ 0.85% 010 %
Recovery (% Spiked samples 43 102.6 + 1.4% 90% i 110%
y p p
Accuracy NIST SRM 2976 57.471 64.6 ng/g
2 : 6 62.1+5.0 .
(conc, ng/g) (mussel tissue) (certified range)
NRCC TORT-2 .
Accuracy , (lobster 5 201 + 28 210 .| . 330 ng/g
(conc, ng/g) hepatopancreas) (certified range)
Accuracy NRCC DORM-3 3227 442 nglg
2 - 38 3895 .
(conc, ng/g) (dogfish muscle) (certified range)
Accuracy NRCC DOLT-4 23601 2800 ng/g
conc, ng/g ogfish liver +16 certified range
/) 2 dodfish | 37 2664
Whole prey fish
fc”\ef'os/'o()’q Triplicate samples 127 6.2 + 0.4% 10 %
ecovery (% piked samples 4+ 0.9% 61 )
R % Spiked I 127 100.4 + 0.9% 90% i 110%
Accuracy , NIST SRM 2976 75 61.7+05 57.4 _|'64.6 ng/g
(conc, ng/g) (mussel tissue) (certified range)
Accuracy NRCC TORT-2 2107 330 ng/g
2 (lobster 9 285+ 9 o
(conc, ng/g) hepatopancreas) (certified range)
Accuracy NRCC TORT-3 2707 314 ng/g
2 (lobster 8 288+ 8 o
(conc, ng/g) hepatopancreas) (certified range)
Accuracy , NRCQ DORM-3 118 384 + 3 322 _|_442 ng/g
(conc, ng/g) (dogfish muscle) (certified range)
Accuracy NRCC DORM-4 35571 465 ngl/g
2 ) 11 396 + 4 .
(conc, ng/g) (dogfish muscle) (certified range)
Accuracy NRCC DOLT-4 39 2641 + 19 23601 2800 ng/g

(certified range)

! Clis confidence interval; CV is coefficient of variation (CV = 100 x RSD); n is the number of
determinations made on the material analyzed.

% Concentration in nanogram per gram (ng/g), equivalent to parts-per-billion on a dry-weight basis.
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Method Detection Limit (MDL)

Method detection limits were used to assess the ability of our methods to measure instrumental
signals relative to background variability. The MDL was determined for each typelydiarey
calculatingthreetimesthe standard deviation tireeto severreplicates of the procedural blank
mercury mass, divided by the average sample mass or volume. Our MDL values were near or slightly
below typical values generated in reputable latoores across the globe that are conducting similar
analyses. Almost 100% of our measurements were above the detection limits for total mercury, and
more than 90% for methylmercury (Table 6). Samples in physical and biotic components of the
lower food weltypically have low concentratiore§ methylmercury; therefore, the fraction of

samples below the calculated method detection limit was greater for components of the lower food
web than that for other environmental samples, such as predatory fish, preyéidarval

dragonflies. In samples where mercury was detected instrumentally but below our calculated MDLSs,
we used the estimated concentrations during statistical analysis of data. Methylmercury was not
determined in fish samplelsecause nearly all (gee r a95%)wf th® mercury in whole prey fish is
present as methylmercury (Hammerschmidt et al. 1999, Drysdale et al. 2005, Van Walleghem et al.
2007, Greenfield and Jahn 2010) and virtually all of the mercury in the axial muscle tissue (skinless
fillets) of fish is methylmercury (Grieb et al. 1990, Bloom 1992).

Table 6. Summary of method detection limits (MDL) during determination of total mercury (THg) and
methylmercury (MeHg) in physical and biological samples collected from six national park units during the
study.

Quality assurance results

Percent of samples

Analyte Material analyzed Our mean MDL* exceeding MDL

THg water 0.22 ng/L 99.6
sediment and soll 0.35 ng/g 99.0
seston 1.0 ng/g 100
zooplankton 2.1 ng/g 100
larval dragonflies 5.0 ng/g 99.9
whole prey fish 8.8 ng/g 100
fish axial muscle tissue 12.1 ng/g 100

MeHg water 0.025 ng/L 92.5
sediment and soil 0.020 ng/g 88.7
seston 0.80 ng/g 96.4
zooplankton 11 ng/g 91.0
larval dragonflies 0.89 ng/g 99.9

! MDLs for all materials other than water are expressed on a dry-weight basis.
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Assessing Ecological and Health Risks of Methylmercury

For methylmercury, we used two approaches to assess the potential adverse ecological effects of
mercury quantified in fish from thgark units. The first was the tissue resigdkects approach,

which uses the concentration of mercury in whole fish or axial muscle tissue as a metric to assess the
effect of methylmercury exposure on the analyzed organism. The tissue +efahie appvach,

which is considered valid for ecological risk assessments for methylmercury, has been reviewed in
detail (Adams et al. 2011, McElroy et al. 2011, Sappington et al. 2011). The second ecological
assessment approach, applied to mercury concentrati@ssraed in whole prey fish, used dietary
threshold or benchmark concentrations above which methylmercury causes ecologically significant
adverse effects in piscivorous fish and wildlife, for which consumption of prey fish is the dominant
pathway for methylrarcury uptake and exposure (e.g., Depew et al. 2012a, 2012b, 2013). To assess
the potential for harmful methylmercury exposure in humans who eat fish from park waters, we
compared mercury levels in axial fillets of adult fish to the U.S. Environmenta eroti on Agency ¢
tissue residue criterion for methylmercury (300 ng/g wet weight; Borum et al. 2001).

Benchmarks for Assessing Mercury Risk to Fish

The concentration of mercury in the axial muscle of adult fish is strongly correlated with that in
blood (Scimitt and Brumbaugh 2007), enhancing the toxicological relevance of the mercury
concentration in axial muscle as an indicator of methylmercury exposure in ecological risk
assessment.

To assess the potential for adverse effects of methylmercury exposadlalbfish, we compared
concentrations measured in their axial muscle tissue to a published benchmark concentration
associated with sulethal and reproductive effects in fishes. For adult fish, we used a benchmark
value of 500 ng/g wet weight in axial noles, based on a critical review of mercury concentrations
associated with altered biochemical processes, damage to cells and tissues, and impaired
reproduction in fish (Sandheinrich and Wiener 2011). This estimated benchmark is in agreement with
the findirgs of Dillon et al. (2010), who used data from laboratory experiments to develop a dose
response curve for adult fish based on biological endpoints, such as reproductive failure, that are
directly related to mortality or are biologically equivalent to raligt. Dillon et al. (2010) estimated
that a wholebody concentration of 300 ng/g wet weight (equivalent to awegght concentration of
500 ng/g in axial muscle) would, on average, injure 8% of the fish.

For adult piscivorous fish, we also compared catre¢gions measured in coexisting prey fish to a

published benchmark concentration of dietary methylmercury that are associated with reproductive

effects in fishes. Reproduction of fish is affected at much lower dietary concentrations of

methylmercury thawther biological endpoints, such as growth, behavior, and mortality (Dillon et al.

2010, Depew et al. 2012a). We compared concentrations of total mercury in whole prey fish to an
estimated dietary threshold (40 ng/g wet weight in prey fish) associatetepitiductive effects of
methylmercury on piscivorous fish (Depewetald 1 2a, 2013) . 95Mposthe ( gener al
mercury in whole prey fish is present as methylmercury (Hammerschmidt et al. 1999, Drysdale et al.

2005, Van Walleghem et al. 2007, Greeldfiend Jahn 2010); therefore, our analyses for total

mercury yield valid estimates of the methylmercury concentration in whole prey fish. For each park
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unit, water body, and species of prey fish, we tabulated the number and percentages of prey fish with
mercury concentrations exceeding the estimated dietary threshold of 40 ng/g wet weight for
reproduction effects on piscivorous fishes.

Six of the water bodies in the present study did not yield-limegl, piscivorous fishes during the

four years of annuabsnpling. These included three streams at GRPO, Long Lake and Great Marsh
at INDU, and Legion Lake at PIRO. To assess risks of methylmercury exposure to whole prey fish at
these sites, we used a whaledy concentration of 200 ng/g wet weight, an estimassde

threshold associated with sublethal and reproductive effects in fish (Beckvar et al. 2005). Whole
body concentrations below this threshold value are not expected to adversely affect the growth,
reproduction, or survival of freshwater fish. Benchmaskcentrations used to assess ecological

risks of methylmercury exposure to fish are summarized in Table 7.

Benchmarks for Assessing Mercury Risk to Piscivorous Wildlife

Several piscivorous birds and mammals occur in the national park units studieéivame.
piscivores that nest in the western &rkakes region include osprey, bald eagle, common loon
common merganseMergus mergansgrhooded mergansetdphodytes cucullatysredbreasted
merganserNlergus serratoy, common tern$terna hirundd, beted kingfisher Ceryle alcyo,
American bittern Botaurus lentiginosysgreat blue heromfdea herodial and little blue heron
(Egretta caerulep Mammalian piscivores in the area include American mink and river atiatré
canadensis

We used theddted kingfisher, common loon, and American mink as model piscivores to assess
potential ecological risks of methylmercury in whole prey fish to-&ating wildlife. Each of these
species is distributed across much of the United States and Canada efmlagges in aquatic

habitats, with small fish typically composing half (American mink), most (belted kingfisher), or
nearly all (common loon) of their diet (Salyer and Lagler 1949, Davis 1982, Barr 1996, Merrill et al.
2005, Evers et al. 2005, Basu et2i07, Kelly et al. 2009). The belted kingfisher and American

mink are both considered highly sensitive to methylmercury, and each has been used in assessments
of ecological risks of methylmercury in aquatic food webs (Lazorchak et al. 2003, Basu é7al. 20
Scheuhammer et al. 2007, Walters et al. 2010, E&yiath et al. 2013). We used Wildlife Values
derived by Lazorchak et al. (2003) as screetevgl, dietary benchmarks to assess potential risks of
methylmercury in fish on the health and reproductibbelted kingfisher and American mink; these
screening dietary benchmarks (mercury concentration in whole prey fish) were 30 ng/g wet weight
for the belted kingfisher and 70 ng/g wet weight for American mink.

In birds, the embryo is the most methylmeyesensitive life stage (Scheuhammer et al. 2007, 2012),
and methylmercury in the diet of reproducing females is transferred rapidly to the developing egg
(Heinz et al. 2009a). Thia ovosensitivity of birds to methylmercury can vary greatly among
speciesin egginjection experiments by Heinz et al. (2009b), the sensitivity of embryos to
methylmercury varied 2fbld among 23 avian species, with the median lethal concentratigg) (LC
for egginjected methylmercury ranging from 0.12 to 2.4 ug/g wet weighthé Great Lakes region,
Rutkiewicz et al. (2011) found that about 14% to 27% of adult bald eagles may be exposed to
mercury levels capable of causing changes in brain chemistry.
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Table 7. Concentrations of mercury in fish used as benchmarks to assess risks of methylmercury (MeHg) to fish and piscivorous wildlife.

Benchmark
concentration
Risk group Biological MeHg exposure (ng/g wet
or species indicator used indicated weight)l Adverse effect Reference
Prey fish whole prey fish bioaccumulation in 200 health and reproduction (threshold) Beckvar et al. 2005
whole body
Adult fish axial muscle (adult bioaccumulation in 500 health and reproduction Sandheinrich and Wiener
fish) muscle tissue 2011, Dillon et al. 2010
whole prey fish concentration in diet 40 reproductive effects (threshold) Depew et al. 2012b
Belted whole prey fish concentration in diet 30 health and reproduction (threshold) Lazorchak et al. 2003
kingfisher
American whole prey fish concentration in diet 70 health and reproduction (threshold) Lazorchak et al. 2003
mink
Common whole prey fish concentration in diet 100 behavior (threshold) Depew et al. 2012a
loon
whole prey fish concentration in diet 180 significant reproductive effects Depew et al. 2012a
whole prey fish concentration in diet 400 complete reproductive failure Depew et al. 2012a

! Concentrations are in nanograms per gram (ng/g), which are equivalent to parts per billion.



Toxicological benchmarks for the common loon can be used to gage the potential risks of
methylmercury in fish to fiskeating birds that are moderately sensitive to methylmercury. The
ecotoxicological effects of methylmercury have been intensively studlige icommon loon, which

has been widely used as a bioindicator for assessing ecological risks of mercury in aquatic food webs
(Depew et al. 2012b, 2013). Th€sofor methylmercury in eggs of common loons is 1.78 pg/g wet
weight (Kenow et al. 201d) a valle near the upper end of the rang& G, reported for the 23

avian species studied by Heinz et al. (2009b). Thus, the common loon is less sensitive to
methylmercury than many avian species. The estimated dietary threshold for adverse behavioral
impacts ofmethylmercury in adult loons is 100 ng/g wet weight in prey fish, whereas a mercury
concentration of 180 ng/g in prey fish adversely affects reproductive success of adult loons (Depew
et al. 2012b, 2013). Benchmarks used to assess ecological risks gihmeetiry exposure to

piscivorous wildlife are summarized in Table 7.

Benchmarks for Assessing Mercury Risk to Fish-Eating Humans

Aquatic food webs are the primary pathways for exposure of humans to methylmercury (Mergler et
al. 2007, McKelvey and Oke2012). To assess the potential for harmful methylmercury exposure in
humans consuming fish from the water bodies studied here, we compared mercury levels in axial
muscle of adult fish to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency tissue residue criterion for
methylmercury (300 ng/g wet weight), which was established to protect the health of humans who
eat noncommercial fish, such as widught sport fishes (Borum et al. 2001). Virtually all of the
mercury in the fillets of fish is methylmercury (Grieb etl90, Bloom 1992), and the total mercury
levels measured in axial fillets are valid estimates of methylmercury concentrations. We also
considered the fish consumption guidelines for mercury recommended by the Great Lakes Fish
Advisory Workgroup (2007) (Trde 8), a group from the eight Great Lake states with substantial
expertise on bioaccumulative contaminants in fishery resources of the Great Lakes region as well as
the health risks of contaminants to humans who consume fish.

Lead and Organic Contaminants in Adult Fish

The analyses of axial muscle and whole fish for total lead and organic contaminants were done at the
Wisconsin State Laboratory of Hygiene (WSLH, Madison, WI), following established analytical
protocols. During 201012, samples oftholeadult fish from all six park units were analyzed for

total lead and organic contaminants. During the pilot study of 2008 and 2009, concentrations of total
lead and selected organic contaminants were determined in samgkéal ofiusclgskinless fillets)

from adult fish from five park units (GRPO, ISRO, PIRO, SLBE, and VOYA); the analytical results

for axial muscle, previously reported by Wiener et al. (2013), are included here for completeness.
Organic contaminants included DDT and its metabolites (DDE@id), PCBs (total concentration

and 75 congeners), PFCs (total concentration and nine analytes), and PBDEs (total concentration and
9 to 17 congeners).

Data from the analyses of organic contaminants were used in a scrieyeingssessment of the
selectedegacy and emerging contaminants in the six park units. Analytical results for fish fillets
were used to assess the potential for health risks to humans who eat fish from the studied water
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bodies, whereas the analytical results for whole fish were usesdéss ecological risks to fish and

wildlife.

Table 8. Guidelines for human consumption of sport fish containing mercury, PCBs, PFOS, PBDEs, and

DDT in their fillets.

Concentration range in fish

Contaminant (ng/g wet weight)

Consumption advice (fish-
meal frequency)

Mercury * 60
511110
1117 220
2211 950
>950

050
511 220
2211950
95171 1,890
>1,890

PCBs?

040
>407 200
>200 1 800

>800

0100
>1007 210
>2101 630

>630

0520
>520i 1,000

>1,000i 2,100
>2,100

PFOS?

PBDE*

DDT®

unrestricted consumption
2 meals per week

1 meal per week

1 meal per month

do not eat

unrestricted consumption
1 meal per week

1 meal per month

6 meals per year

do not eat

unrestricted consumption
1 meal per week

1 meal per month
do not eat

3 servings per week
2 servings per week
1 serving per week
do not eat

3 servings per week
2 servings per week
1 serving per week

do not eat

! Guidelines for the methylmercury-sensitive group (including pregnant women, women
who may become pregnant, and children under 15 years of age), recommended in the
protocol for mercury-based fish consumption advice (Great Lakes Fish Advisory

Workgroup 2007).

% Guidelines recommended in the Protocol for a Uniform Great Lakes Sport Fish

Consumption Advisory (Anderson et al. 1993).

% Guidelines recommended by the Minnesota Department of Health
(http://www.health.state.mn.us/divs/eh/fish/eating/mealadvicetables.pdf).

* Guidelines developed by the California Office of Environmental Health Hazard

Assessment (Klasing and Brodberg 2011).

® Guidelines developed by the California Office of Environmental Health Hazard

Assessment (Klasing and Brodberg 2008).

33


http://www.health.state.mn.us/divs/eh/fish/eating/mealadvicetables.pdf

Sample Preparation, Analyses, and Quality Assurance

The analyses of axial muscle and whole fish for total lead and organic contaminants were completed
at the Wisconsin State Laboratory of Hygiene (WSLH, Madison, WI). IniZim#®, 60 frozen fish
samples (axial muscle without skin) were prepared and protadd&tSLH for analysis. Each frozen
sample was packaged in multiple layers of fgpdde aluminum foil and identified by a unique
sample identification code. Forgne (41) of these samples were composite samples of axial muscle
from multiple fish of a sinlg species. With the exceptions of one composite sample of rainbow trout
from Grand Portage Creek (Appendix K, Tabld KSample ID 20065RPOGRAN-RT-COMP1)

and one composite sample of creek chub from Poplar Creek (Appendix K, Fablsatple 1D
2011:GRPOPOPLCC-Compl), the smallest fish was no less than 75 percent of the total length of
the largest fish in the composite sample, as recommended by USEPA (2000).

For composite samples, we allocated nearly equal mass of axial muscle from each fishritptee s

to obtain an estimate of the mean concentration of each contaminant in the fish in the sample. The
remaining 19 samples were not composite sampigsach instead contained axial muscle from a
single fish. An inventory of these samples, includipgaes of fish, number and size of fish in each
sample, and total wet weight of axial muscle in each sample, is givgppendix K Table k1. We
attempted to include at least 10 g (wet weight) of axial muscle tissue in each sample; however, four
samplesomposed of small stream fish contained less than 10 g of axial muscle.

During 20102012, we processed 121 whdigh samples (with skin) and transported these to WSLH

for analysis. Each frozen sample was packaged (without thawing) in multiple layeos-gf&mle

aluminum foil and identified by a unique sample identification code. A total of 120 of these 121
samples were composite samples containing from two to five fish of a single species and similar total
length; the remaining sample was a single rawnbrout from GRPO (fpendix K Table k2).

Sample splitting

At the Wisconsin State Laboratory of Hygiene, composite samples of whole fish were cut into large
pieces and homogenized three times in a Hobart grinder. Aliquots of the homogenized whole fish
were removed and frozen. Sethawed samples of whole fish and axial muscle were ground with

dry ice in a stainless steel blender, transferred to a tared glass beaker, and held ove20ibitat

allow the CQ to sublime before each sample was split intoseamples for determinations of PFCs,

total lead, organochlorine compounds (PCBs, DDT and derivatives) and organobromine compounds
(PBDES). All subsamples were stored in a freezer until analysis, and samples were ground and split
into batches of 10. Methdalanks including dry ice were prepared for each batch of 10 subsamples.

Determination of Total Lead

About 0.5 to 1.0 g of thawed tissue was placed into a vial with 1.0 mL of concentrated nitric acid.
Vials were capped and shaken, and samples were altoweddigest overnight. Vials were then
placed into a hot block at 95°C for L Ifter cooling, 0.5 mL of hydrogen peroxide was added to
each sample and the vialem reheated to 95°C for 0.5 hThe addition of hydrogen peroxide and
heat was repeatexhd the cooled solutions were brought to a final volume of 25 mL with ultrapure
water. Each digestion batch contained a blank, ddglfied blank, and a certified reference material
(NIST TORT-2); 10% of samples were analyzed in duplicate and spiked.
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Digested solutions were analyzed for total lead by inductively coupled plassgmspectroscopy
according to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Method 1638 (USEPA 1996). The instrument
was calibrated with a blank and five standards prepared from anainséandard mix of gallium,
indium, and bismuth. Calibration was verified initially and again after every 10th sample with a
blank and a quality control sample from a source that differed from the standards.

Determination of DDT, PCBs, and PBDEs

For samples of whole fish, 10 g of tissue were extracted for chlorinated and brominated compounds.
For several samples of axial muscle with limited mass, the entire mass of sample remaining after
removal of subsamples for PFCs and lead was extractedtesaraps ranged from 3.9 to 6.9 g, but

was about 5.0 g for most samples. Extractions were performed within a few days after grinding.
Samples were blended with anhydrous sodium sulfate, poured irdmgidl.) glass column, and
extracted with methylene dride by gravity elution. Extracts were concentrated and sclvent
exchanged to hexane. Clean up and fractionation was attained with Florisil anddilithe

extracts were concentrated to 5.0 mL, and internal standards were added. Each extract was then
treated with concentrated sulfuric acid, mixed, and allowed to sit for several hours before an aliquot
was transferred to a GC vial. The concentrated samples were injected onto a gas chromatograph
equipped with an electrecapture detector. PCBs and PBDisre analyzed in the first fraction off

the Silica Gel, on a 6 DB-5 capillary column, with confirmation on a0 DB-1 column.

Pesticides were analyzed in both Silica Gel fractions, with the.[BBlumn used as the primary

column and the D& column usd for confirmation.

The quantitation standard for PCB congeners used for analyses of axial muscle (sampled in 2008 and
2009) was the Mullin Mix of Aroclors 1232, 1248, and 1262. The quantitation standard for PCB
congeners in whole fish (sampled in 20101 20and 2012) was a dilution of custom stock solutions

of individual congeners obtained from ULTRA Scientific (ULTRA Custom 10477, 10478, 10479,

and 10480; Kingston, RI). Qual#yssurance procedures included matrix spikes of ocean perch with
each batch of0 samples, spiked before extraction. The spike solution for PCB congeners consisted

of a mixture of Aroclors 1232, 1248 and 1262. A method blank was analyzed with each batch. A few
samples were run in duplicate if sample quantity was sufficient. Sueretgtdards were added to

all samples to monitor analytical recoveries; the surrogate spike solution consisted of PCB congeners
#14, #65, and #166, and 1.0 mL of this solution was added to each sample before extraction.

Determination of PFCs

Samples wereralyzed by WSLH Method 1480 (Analysis of Perfluorosulfonates and Perfluoro
Acids in Fish Tissue by HPL&MS/MS). To summarize, perfluorinated compounds in fish tissue
samples were extracted by an-jeairing liquid/liquid extraction with methyl tetiutyl ether

(MTBE), evaporated to dryness under nitrogen gas, reconstituted in 50:50 2 mM ammonium
acetate:MeOH and then analyzed by high performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) in
combination with two mass analyzers in a single mass spectrometry (MS) inst{ableeviated as
HPLCMS/MS). Separation of the analytes was achieved with gragletin chromatography. After
elution from the HPLC column, the analytes were analyzed with a-tarbspray, triplequadruple
mass spectrometer in the negative ionizatde.
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Quality control (QC) requirements listed in WSLH Method 1480 were the initial demonstration of
laboratory capability, analysis of laboratory reagent blanks, laboratory spiked samples, laboratory
method blanks, and check standard samples. Procethnmdasds were extracted with samples and
used to establish a standard curve. There were not enough QC sample data p&0j2¢20

determine iFhouse statistical limits before this study; therefore, the acceptance limits of 70% to
130%, which were spea#d in the USEPA Solid Waste methods manual, were used as guidance.
Analytes that did not perform well due to poor chromatography or to consistently unacceptable QC
sample recovery were not reported by the Wisconsin State Laboratory of Hygiene.

An interlaloratory comparison done during companion studies of bald eagles is pertinent to the
analysis of fish from the present study for PFCs. Plasma from eaglets was analyzed for PFCs in a
blind test at three laboratories: our primary laboratory (WSt USEPAaboratory at Research
Triangle Park, Mrth Carolina;and the 3M Environmental Laboratory in Maplewoodnivesota

(3M is the primary commercial producer of perfluorinated compounds). This interlaboratory
comparison showed that analytical results for PFCs from the three laboratories were comparable,
with correlation coefficients between paired laboratories and tteclass correlation coefficient

between all three laboratories greater than 0.80. Coefficients of variation for each laboratory were
less than 26% for the sum of all PFCs and for those PFC analytes that accounted for more than 90%
of the total PFC burdemieagle plasma (Route et al. 2014b).

Benchmarks for Assessing Risks to Fish-Eating Humans

To assess the potential for harmful PCB exposure in humans consuming fish from the park units, we
compared total PCB levels in axial muscle of adult fish tdigieconsumptiorguidelines for PCBs
recommended by the Great Lakes Fish Advisory Task Fees &ble 8). The Task Force was
composed of representatives of agencies in the eight states bordering the Great Lakes, a group with
substantial knowledge and expegtisoncerning PCBs in fishery resources of the Great Lakes region
and the associated health risks to humans who consume contaminated fish. To assess the potential for
harmful exposure to PFOS in humans consuming fish from the park units, we compared\i#OS le

in axial muscle of adult fish to tHesh consumptiormguidelines for PFOS recommended by the States

of Minnesota, lllinois, and WisconsisgeTable 8). For DDT and PBDEs, we used the advisory

tissue levels for fish developed by the California Offi€&nvironmental Health Hazard Assessment

for total DDT (Klasing and Brodberg 2008) and total PBDEs (sum of congeners; Klasing and
Brodberg 2011)geeTable 8). In this overall assessment, we used data from the pilot study (Wiener
et al. 2013) on total PGB PFOS, total PBDESs, and total DDT in axial muscle of adult fish sampled

in 2008 and 2009 from five park units (GRPO, ISRO, PIRO, SLBE, and VOYA).

The consumption of fish is generally not considered a significant pathway for human exposure to
lead, becase inorganic Pb(ll) does not accumulate appreciably in the skeletal muscle tissue of fish
(Spry and Wiener 1991). Consequently, we did not include lead in axial fillets in our assessment of
potential human health risks.

Benchmarks for Assessing Risks to Fish and Wildlife
Concentrations of organic contaminants in whole fish were used to assess the potential adverse
effects of organic contaminants on fish or piscivorous birds and mammals. For this assessment we

36



used published estimates of threshold (predintedffect) concentrations in whole fish, levels above
which adverse effects can occur in fish or in piscivorous birds and mammals.

For total DDT (EDDT, defined as the sum of
whole-body concentration of 606g/g wet weight estimated by Beckvar et al. (2005) as a threshold
level for juvenile and adult fish (Table 9). Beckvar et al. (2005) advised that this estimated threshold
concentration of 600 ng/g for total DDT in fish be considered provisional, givegratioity of

sublethal toxicological studies of DDT in their analysis.

conc

Table 9. Concentrations in whole fish used as benchmarks to assess risks of bioaccumulative organic
contaminants to fish and piscivorous wildlife.

Benchmark
Risk group or Exposure concentration  Effects
Contaminant species indicated (ng/g wet weight) threshold Reference
DDT and Fish concentration EDDT: 6 (healthand Beckvar et al. 2005
metabolites in whole body reproduction
(threshold)
DDT and Belted kingfisher  concentration EFDDT: 2 healthand Lazorchak et al.
metabolites in diet reproduction 2003
(threshold)
DDT and American mink concentration EDDT: 3 (health and Lazorchak et al.
metabolites in diet reproduction 2003
(threshold)
PCBs Belted kingfisher  concentration EPCB: 4 .healthand Lazorchak et al.
in diet reproduction 2003
(threshold)
PCBs American mink concentration EPCB: 1:healthand Lazorchak et al.
in diet reproduction 2003
(threshold)
PBDEs Aquatic mammals concentration EPBDE: 1 thyroid function Zhang et al. 2014
in diet (threshold)
PBDEs Aquatic birds concentration EPBDE: 1 reproduction Zhang et al. 2014
in diet (threshold)
PFOS Birds concentration 280 reproduction Newsted et al. 2005
in diet (threshold)

! Concentrations are in nanograms per gram (ng/g), which are equivalent to parts per billion.

We used Wildlife Values derived by Lazorchak et al. (2003) as screkavie dietary benchmarks

to assess potential risks of DDT and PCBs in whole fish ohehih and reproduction of two model
piscivores, belted kingfisher and American mink (Table 9). For total DDT, these screening dietary
benchmarks were 20 ng/g wet weight for the belted kingfisher and 360 ng/g wet weight for American
mi nk . For RC8,tdefihed & @B sum Of PCB congeners), these screening dietary
benchmarks were 440 ng/g wet weight for the belted kingfisher and 130 ng/g wet weight for
American mink.

Relative to legacy contaminants, such as DDT, mercury, and PCBs, comparativelydies save
examined the effects of lclevel exposure of PFCs and PBDEs on fish and wildlife. In general, the
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ecotoxicological effects of these and other fdem
2008, Lucia et al. 2015), and there are fwlished benchmarks for assessing ecological risks of
dietary exposure.

For total PBDEs (EPBDE), we used t h7d/gwet et ary to
weight for aquatic mammals and birds that was derived by Zhang et al. (2014). Thisegistimat

threshold was based on the effects of I a commercial mixture of PBDESs containing BBE,

BDE-99, BDE99, BDE100, and BDEL53 (La Guardia et al. 2006) on the thyroid function of mink

and on the reproduction of American kestrélal¢o sparveriug

PFOS is the dominant PFC accumulated in fish and wildlife in both the western Great Lakes region
and theuppermidwestern United States (Ye et al. 2008, Delinsky et al. 2010, Custer et al. 2014,
Route et al. 2014bY.herefore, v used the dietary toxicitgference value of 280 ng PFOS/g wet
weight, which was derived for top avian predators by Newsted et al. (2005). This estimated threshold
was based on chronic studies of dietary PFOS on mallardss (plathyrhnchgsand northern

bobwhite quail Colinus vigiansus.
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Results and Discussion

In this section, we first present and discuss results for each of the six national patkemitslow

with a regional assessment encompasalhgix of the park units. The analytical results from the

pilot study of 20082009 have been included for completeness. For mercury, descriptive statistical
summaries of data are provided for each park unit and water body in Appendix C for soil, Appendix
D for surficial sediment, Appendix E for water, Appendix F for seston, Appendix G for zooplankton,
Appendix H for larval dragonflies, Appendix | for whole prey fish, and Appendix J for axial muscle
tissue of adult fish. The samples of adult fish analyeetbtal lead and organic contaminants are
described in Appendix KT@ableK-1 for samples of axial muscle amdbleK-2 for samples of whole
fish). The analytical results for total lead and organic contaminants in adult fish from the park units
are summazed in Appendix L, whicltontainsl1 tables

Grand Portage National Monument (GRPO)

We sampled four stream sites at GRB@ lower reach of Grand Portage Creek, the south branch of
Poplar Creek, and two sites in Snow Cresde{able 1). The Snow Creetes were the beaver

pond in the upper reach (adjacent to the Grand Portage boardwalk) and a lower reach near the
confluence with the Pigeon River. Sampling in each stream was done annually duringQ2a0i

late May or early June. Water in these streauring our sampling events had low to circumneutral

pH (range 6.£8.1), high concentrations of dissolved organic carbon (PQ@Q& 26 mg/L), low to
moderate dissolved sulfate (0755 mg/L) and specific conductance{853 9 ¢ S/ cm) , and
hardness (4880mg/L) and alkalinity (3165 mg/L) (Table 10). Water in the beaver pond at the

upper reaches of Snow Creek had much lower pH and dissolved oxygen concentration than water at
the other three stream sites (Table. 10)

Table 10. Summary of water quality measurements (mean + SE) in three streams at Grand Portage
National Monument, derived from annual in situ measurements and analyses of water samples during
201071 2012.

Specific

Temperature DO' conductance pH* Sulfate poct
Stream (°c) (mg/L) (B/cm) (s.u.) (mg/L) (mg/L)
Snow Creek o o o o o
(lower reach) 19° 3 7.3 72° 8 75° 0.2 1.6°0.2 26.3° 0.6
Snow Creek 14°1 1.9 55°5 62°01 05°01 251°08
(beaver pond)
Poplar Creek 16° 3 10.6 73° 13 7.8° 0.3 3.0° 0.7 21.2° 0.6
Grand Portage 14° 3 11.3 139 ° 16 81°01 75°12 145°10

Creek

' DO is dissolved oxygen, s.u. is standard pH units, and DOC is dissolved organic carbon.
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Mercury in Streams and Food Webs

Soil and Sediment

Surficial soils sampled in 2012 from the three stream sites in SnoRapidr creeks had mean
concentrations of total mercury ranging from 62 to 164 ng/g dry weight (Table 11). Soil from the
fourth site, Grand Portage Creek, had a totafcury concentration of 180 ng/g, a provisional

value exceeding concentrations at thigeo stream sites (Table 11). Mean methylmercury in soils

from Snow and Poplar creeks ranged from 1.6 to 2.9 ng/g dry weight, representing 1.0% to 2.6% of
total mercury. In surficial sediment sampled from the four stream sites duringZdX) mean
conceftrations of total mercury ranged from 37 to 141 ng/g dry weight (Table 12). Mean
concentrations of methylmercury in sediment from the four stream sites averaged from 0.81 to 1.82
ng/g dry weight, accounting for 1.2% to 2.2% of total mercury. Total menswswil from Poplar and
Snow creeks fr= 0.92; data not shown) and surficial sediment from the four stream $ite8.68:

data not shown) were positiyecorrelated with percent logs ignition (LOI), a surrogate measure

of organic matter content.

Table 11. Total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), percent MeHg, and percent loss on ignition in soils
near streams in Grand Portage National Monument. Two composite samples, each composed of
subsamples of surface soil (upper 5 cm) collected in 2012 from five locations along each stream site,
were analyzed.

Total Hg MeHg Loss on ignition
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) Percent (%)
MeHg

Stream mean range mean range (mean) mean range
Sz L e 164 152178 290  2.65(3.16 1.8 17.4  17.0117.8
(lower reach)
Snow Creek 152 150i 154 158  1.58i1.59 1.0 19.2  18.9119.5
(beaver pond)
Poplar Creek 62 58.21 65.5 158  1.58i1.59 2.6 6.7 6.61 6.7
Grand Portage 1,180" 5 226  1.9912.54 0.21 7.2 4.919.4

Creek

! The values reported for total Hg and percent MeHg at Grand Portage Creek should be considered provisional
estimates, because the total Hg concentration in the sample exceeded the range of the standard curve during
analyses of these soil samples.

Water

In water, mean concentrations of total mercury ranged from 8.7 to 16.9 ng/L in unfiltered samples
and from 5.4 to 8.3 ng/L in filtered (0.4%n) samples, with filtepassing mercury accounting for
62% 5% (SE) of the total mercury present in unfilterechgkes (Table 13). Mean concentrations of
methylmercury ranged from 0.57 to 2.7 ng/L in unfiltered samples and from 0.35 to 1.9 ng/L in
filtered samples, with filtepassing methylmercury accounting for 63%% of the total
methylmercury present in unfilted water. Methylmercury accounted for 1%%% of the total

mercury in unfiltered samples and for 14%% of the total mercury in filtered samples. Heaver
pond site on the upper reaches of Snow Creek had the highest concentrations of methyé&meércury
percent methylmercury in water.
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Table 12. Total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), percent MeHg, and loss on ignition in surficial
sediments (upper 5 cm) from streams in Grand Portage National Monument during 20107 2012. Five
samples of sediment were collected annually from each stream site.

Total Hg MeHg Loss on ignition
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) Percent (%)
MeHg

Stream mean SE mean SE (mean) mean range
Snow Creek 132 16 1.82 0.34 1.4 18 8.8i 22
(lower reach)
Snow Creek 141 40 1.70 0.42 1.2 27 22i 36
(beaver pond)
Poplar Creek 61 6 0.90 0.10 15 10 7.21 15
Grand Portage 37 5! 0.81 0.40 2.2 58 49767

Creek

! Total Hg is reported only for 2011 and 2012.

Table 13. Total mercury and methylmercury (MeHg) in unfiltered water and 0.45-um filtered water
sampled from streams in Grand Portage National Monument (n is the number of water samples collected
and analyzed during 20107 2012).

Total Hg (ng/L) MeHg (ng/L)
Unfiltered Filtered Unfiltered Filtered

Stream n mean SE mean SE n mean SE mean SE
SE CIEEl 6 981 185 739  1.80 5 189 8! 085  0.20
(lower reach)

Snow Creek 6 947 029 582 0.70 6 270 022 190 0.25
(beaver pond)

Poplar Creek 5 16.9 82 825 1.76 5 077 0.03 0.57 8t
Grand Portage Creek 6  8.65 1.11 543  0.64 6 057 0.16 0.35 0.04

! Samples are reported for 2010 and 2012 only.
2 Samples are reported for 2011 and 2012 only.

Seston

In seston (suspended particulates), mean concentrations of total mercury ranged from 50 to 241 ng/g
dry weight and methylmercury froh2 to 16.2 ng/g dry weight, with methylmercury accounting for
5.3% + 2.1% of the total mercury (Table 14). Seston from the beaver pond at Snow Creek had the
highest concentration of methylmercury.

Larval Dragonflies

Larvae of the families Aeshnidae andr@uliidae were the most widely distributed dragonflies
collected at GRPO, inhabiting all four stream sites and accounting for 62% of the 214 larvae
analyzed (Table 15). Larvae from three other families of dragoafileduding 22 cordulegastrids,
1 gomphd, and 59 libellulidd from one or two of the four sites were also analyzed (Table 15).
Mean concentrations of methylmercury in larval dragonflies from the four stream sites framged
118to 190 ng/g dry weight in aeshnids and 1.B85 ng/g in corduliidsMethylmercury accounted
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for more than 90% of the total mercury in dragonfly larvae for most taxa and stream sites (Table 15).
For example, mean percent methylmercury in larvae from the four stream sites ranged from 81% to
94% in aeshnids and from 91% to?81h corduliids

Table 14. Total mercury, methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in seston (suspended particles) from
streams in Grand Portage National Monument. Total Hg is reported for samples collected during 20117
2012, and MeHg is for samples collected during 20107 2012.

Total Hg MeHg
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) Percent
MeHg
Stream n mean range n mean SE (mean)
Snow Creek (lower reach) 2 241 1347 348 5 8.65 3.46 3.3
Snow Creek (beaver pond) 2 138 771200 6 16.2 4.56 114
Poplar Creek 2 74.3 167 133 6 1.21 0.51 4.2
Grand Portage Creek 2 50.2 401 61 6 1.20 0.04 2.4

Table 15. Total mercury, methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in families of larval dragonflies
collected during 20097 2012 from streams in Grand Portage National Monument.

Total Hg MeHg
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) Percent MeHg

Stream Family n mean SE n mean SE mean SE
Snow Creek Aeshnidae 11 233 11 11 190 20 81 7.1
(lower reach) .

Corduliidae 16 168 4.5 16 163 5.8 97 1.6
Snow Creek Aeshnidae 7 142 14 7 129 13 92 4.5
(beaver pond) .

Corduliidae 30 140 7.4 30 136 7.9 96 2.0

Gomphidae 1 70 o) 1 54 0 77 o]

Libellulidae 58 134 6.0 58 124 6.3 92 1.9
Poplar Creek Aeshnidae 19 129 9.6 19 118 8.9 94 5.0

Cordulegastridae 12 126 7.0 12 118 8.1 95 6.5

Corduliidae 31 194 14 32 185 15 96 2.1

Libellulidae 1 177 o} 1 111 o} 63 o}
Grand Portage Aeshnidae 10 162 13 10 143 14 87 2.7
Creek

Cordulegastridae 10 168 7.5 10 159 6.2 95 2.2

Corduliidae 8 149 20 9 136 15 91 4.9

Whole Prey Fish
Mean concentratiaof mercury in individual prefysh species varied from 24 to 58 ng/g wet weight
in Grand Portage Creek (two species), from 49 to 91 ng/g in Poplar Creek (five species), and from 50
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to 63 ng/g in the lower reach of Snow Creek (four species) (Table 16). In the beaver pond at upper
Snow Qeek, the concentration of mercury averaged 35 ng/g in the central mudminnow, the only
species obtained from that site in sufficient numbers for statistical estimation. Species means for
whole fish within individual stream sites ranged from 24 ng/g inys8oulpin to 91 ng/g in

blacknose dace and longnose dace.

Adult Fish (Axial Muscle)

In axial fillets, concentrations of total mercury averaged 40 ng/g wet weight in rainbow trout from
Grand Portage Creek, ranging from 23 to 69 ng/g in individual fish éTEd)L Concentrations were
higher in fillets of creek chub from Poplar Creek, averaging 91 ng/g and ranging from 54 to 168

ng/g.

Table 16. Fish length and concentration of total mercury (Hg) in whole body and axial muscle tissue
(skinless fillets) of fish sampled from streams in Grand Portage National Monument during 20097 2012.

Hg concentration®

Fish tissue and Total length (mm) (ng/g wet weight)
stream Species n mean range mean SE range
Whole prey fish
Grand Portage Creek longnose dace 110 77 491 107 58 4 21i 355
slimy sculpin 68 59 417 83 24 1 8i 54
Poplar Creek creek chub 49 80 561 105 49 3 297118
blacknose dace 43 72 461 89 91 6 43i 242
longnose dace 16 76 641 97 91 9 501 194
central mudminnow 14 50 32177 67 6 371123
brook stickleback 7 48 447 55 73 10 477112
Snow Creek central mudminnow 40 52 33i 80 35 2 15i 69
(upper beaver pond)
fathead minnow 1 77 -- 75 -- --
brook stickleback 1 50 -- 27 -- --
Snow Creek central mudminnow 83 66 361124 63 2 251204
(lower reach)
fathead minnow 10 72 611 83 50 4 291 65
brook stickleback 7 55 497 62 53 4 391 74
creek chub 5 114 90i 144 51 3 431 60
Axial muscle
Grand Portage Creek rainbow trout 35 117 751 308 40 2 231 69
Poplar Creek creek chub 12 130 991 168 91 11 54i 168

! Concentrations are in nanograms per gram (ng/g), which are equivalent to parts per billion.

Ecological and Health Risks of Methylmercury

Only four of the 454 prey fish analyzed had whbtely concentrations of mercury exceeding 200

ng/g wet weight, an estimated tissue threshold associated with sublethal and reproductive effects in
fish (Beckvar et al. 2005). Mercury levels in most (99%thefprey fish sampled and analyzed from
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the three streams would, therefore, not be expected to adversely affect the health or reproduction of
prey fishes. Streargpecific, mean concentrations of total mercury exceeded 40 ng/g wet weight, an
estimated diety threshold associated with diminished reproduction of piscivorous fish (Depew et al.
2012a), in most of the species of prey fish analyzed (Table 16). The slimy sculpin was the only
species with an overall mean concentration (24 ng/g) less than thetedt#fang/g threshold value

for reproductive effects on piscivorous fish. The three streams studied at GRPO do not provide
habitat suitable for sustaining resident populations of-lowggl piscivorous fish. Nonetheless, the
mercury levels measured in prigsh could adversely affect the reproduction of piscivorous fishes if
they inhabited in these streams.

The screenindevel dietary benchmark for belted kingfisher (30 ng/g wet weight) was exceeded in
79% of the whole fish analyzed from the three stredrablé 17). The dietary benchmark for belted
kingfisher was exceeded in 61% of the fish from Grand Portage Creek, 97% from Poplar Creek, and
84% from Snow Creek. Mean concentrations of mercury in all species except slimy sculpin exceeded
the dietary benchnnla for belted kingfisher (Tables 16 and 17). The screening benchmark for

mercury in the diet of American mink (70 ng/g wet weight) was exceeded in 23% of the whole prey
fish analyzed from the three streams, including 11% of the fish from Grand Portage4Zféeof

the fish from Poplar Creek, and 17% of the fish from Snow Creek. In Poplar Creek, mean
concentrations of mercury in three species of fish (blacknose dace, longnose dace, and brook
stickleback) exceeded the estimated dietary benchmark for Amenio&n

Table 17. Concentrations of mercury (Hg) in whole fish from three streams in Grand Portage National
Monument, with numbers (n) and percentages (%) of fish exceeding screening dietary benchmarks for
the belted kingfisher (30 ng/g wet wt) and American mink (70 ng/g).

Range in Hg Fish with Hg Fish with Hg

(nglg wet > 30 ng/g > 70 ng/g
Stream Species n wt.) n % n %
Grand Portage longnose dace 110 211 355 91 83 20 18
Crze slimy sculpin 68 8i 54 18 26 0 0
Poplar Creek creek chub 49 291118 45 92 6 12
blacknose dace 43 43i 242 43 100 32 74
longnose dace 16 501 194 16 100 12 75
central mudminnow 14 371123 14 100 7 50
brook stickleback 7 471112 7 100 3 43
Snow Creek creek chub 5 43i 60 5 100
fathead minnow 11 29175 10 91
central mudminnow 123 151 204 102 83 23 19
brook stickleback 8 27174 7 88 1 13
All streams All species 454 -- 358 79 105 23

The belted kingfisher and American mink are highly sensitive to methylmercury. Common loons,
which are moderately sensitive to methylmercury, do not feed in small streams such as those studied
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at GRPO. However, we note that the mean concentratfangrcury in the seven species of fish

sampled at GRPO were less than the dietary benchmarks associated with behavioral effects (100 ng/g
wet weight in prey fish) and diminished reproductive success (180 ng/g in prey fish) in adult

common loons. This sggsts that ecological risks of methylmercury would be small for moderately
sensitive avian piscivores that feed on fish in streams at GRPO.

None of the fillets of rainbow trout had a mercury concentration exceeding the USERi8dish
criterion of 300 nfg wet weight for methylmercurgéeTable 16). The mean concentration of
mercury in fillets of small rainbow trout from Grand Portage Creek were below concentrations
considered harmful to sensitive groups of humans, such as women of childbearing dgkleerd c
(compare Tables 8 and 16). In general, the small streams at GRPO do not contain resident
populations of londived piscivorous fish that would be expected to accumulate high concentrations
of methylmercury in axial muscle tissue.

Lead and Organic Contaminants

The concentrations of legacy contaminants (DDT, DDE, DDD, P@i#>b) and emerging
contaminants (PBDEandPFCSs) in fish from the streams at GRPO were low, commonly below
limits of detection.

Axial Muscle

Analytical results for organicontaminants and lead in axial muscle (skinless fillets) of fish sampled
in 2009, which were reported by Wiener et al. (2013), are summarized briefly here. Four composite
samples of fish from two streams at GRPO were analyzed: two with rainbow trout feord G

Portage Creek and two with creek chub from Poplar Creek. Each composite sample contained an
equivalent mass of axial muscle tissue from four fish of a given species with similar total lengths
(Appendix K Table K1).

PBDEs were not detected in anytbé four composite samples of axial muscle (Appendikdble

L-1). DDT, DDE, and DDD in all four samples were also below the limit of detection (LOD for total
DDT, 10 ng/g wet weight). Concentrations of PCBs were low, but PCB congeners were detected in
axial muscle of rainbow trout from Grand Portage Creek (congener #132/153/105 = 1.2 ng/g;
#163/138 = 1.3 ng/g wet weight). Concentrations of PFCs were also low, but were detected in creek
chub from Poplar Creek (perfluefisoctanesulfonate range 011283 ngg) and in rainbow trout

from Grand Portage Creek (perfluetenctanesulfonate range 156 ng/g). Concentrations of lead

were low, averaging 8 ng/g wet weight (ran@® 8g/g) in creek chub from Poplar Ckeand 10

ng/g wet weight (rang@ 14 ng/g) in ranbow trout from Grand Portage Creek.

These concentrations in axial muscle do not pose significant risks to human health. Total PCBs,
PFOS, total PBDE, and total DDT in all four composite samples were substantially below levels at
which limited consumptioof these fishes by humans would be advisegTable 8).

Whole fish
Individual and composite samples of whole fish collected in 2010,, 2012012 were analyzed for
selected contaminants. These included (1) five composite samples of creek chubdianCReek,

45



each containing four adult fisand (2) one individual and three composite samplie$ j2h) of

whole rainbow trout from Grand Portage Creek (AppendiX#&ble k2). Samples collected in 2010

and 2012 were analyzed for DDT and metabolitesg@d DDD), 95 polychlorinated biphenyl
congeners (PCBs), 9 to 17 polybrominated diphenyl ethers (PBDES) and 16 perfluorinated
compounds (PFCs). Because of the low concentrations of total lead and some organic contaminants
measured in fish sampled in 201&al lead (Pb) was not measured in fish collected at GRPO in

2011 and 2012. In addition, the analyses of organic contaminants in fish collected in 2011 were
limited to PFCs (Appendix LTable L-2).

Concentrations of Pb in whole creek chub were low, avega37 ng/g wet weight. In creek chub,
concentrations of organic contaminants were below limits of detection for PCB% %<ig/g), for
PBDEs (<1 ng/g), and for DDT and its metabolites (LOD, 10 ng/g wet weight for total DDT). In
whole rainbow trout, cormntrations of DDT and its metabolites were also below limits of detection,
whereas concentrations of individual PCBs and PBDEs were low to below limits of detection, with
maximum concentrations of total PCBs less than 7 ng/g and total PBDEs less thgig.1.5 n
Concentrations of most PFCs were below analytical reporting limits (<0.5 ng/g) in creek chub and
rainbow trout. Of those PFCs detected in the samples, concentrations of perfluorinated acids and
perfluorinated sulfonates were less than 4 ng/g and 2bwet weight, respectively.

The concentrations of total DDT, total PCBs, total PBDEs, and PFOS in whole fish from GRPO
streams were substantially less than reported benchmark concentrations associated with adverse
effects on piscivorous birds or mammalslple 9). These concentrations observed in whole fish from
streams at GRPO do not pose significant risks to the health of piscivorous wildlife.

Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore (INDU)

We studied three water bodies at INDU: Great Marsh, Long Lake, andeMiddbon ¢eeTable 1).

The Great Marsh, an interdunal wetland on the Lake Michigan shoreline, is undergoing ecological
restoration to increase the diversity of native plants and animals and to provide habitat for migratory
birds. Fish and larval dragordk were sampled in Great Marsh and Long Lake in 2008 during the
pilot study. The aquatic food webs in the three water bodies were sampled annually during 2010
2012. In Long Lake and Middle Lagoon, water, seston, and zooplankton were sampled near the
centerof each lake basin. In Great Marsh, water and seston were sampled from multiple sites within
3 m of the shoreline.

These surface waters generally had high specific conductance (raf@®3886/cm), high pH

(range 8.19.4), and concentrations of dissalvexygen (DQ (range 8.19.4 mg/L) that were

slightly below saturation at the times of our sampling (Table 18). Waters in Long Lake and Middle
Lagoon had moderate concentrations of dissolved organic carbon (rang® 40@/L), whereas

Great Marsh had higbOC (22+ 2 mg/L), which is typical of wetland systems. Long Lake and

Great Marsh had moderate concentrations of sulfate (rang@ & 5whereas Middle Lagoon had

very high sulfate levels (17#1.3 mg/L) (Table 18). In Long Lake, episodes of oxygeriet&m in
summer occurred frequently during our study, and the fish assemplage in the lake is consequently
limited to a few species that can tolerate very low levels of dissolved oxygen.
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Table 18. Summary of water quality measurements (mean + SE) in three water bodies at Indiana Dunes
National Lakeshore, derived from in situ measurements and from analyses of water samples taken during
early spring of 20107 2012.

Specific
Temperature ok conductance” pH Sulfate® DOC
Water body °c) (mg/L) (mB/cm) (s.u.) (mg/L) (mg/L)
Great Marsh 155° 1.0 8.1°04 336 ° 38 8.0°0.3 38°14 222° 20
Long Lake 16.4° 0.9 8.4 352 8.0°0.2 25 76°05
Middle Lagoon 12.9° 2.7 9.4° 0.6 659 84°0.2 17.7° 1.3 49°0.2

! Dissolved oxygen (DO) in Long Lake was measured in 2010 and 2012.
2 Specific conductance in Long Lake and Middle Lagoon was measured in 2010 and 2012.
3 Sulfate in Long Lake was measured in 2011 and 2012.

Mercury in Water Bodies and Food Webs

Soill

Surficial soils, collected atearshorenargins of Long Lake and Middle Lagoon, had total mercury
levels ranging from 3.1 to 26.7 ng/g dry weight (Table 19). Total mercury was positively related to
percent loss on ignition (a surrogate measure of organic matter content), a pattern also iwbserved
surficial sediment. The fraction of total mercury present as methylmercury ranged from 0.4% to
1.5%.

Table 19. Total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), percent MeHg, and percent loss on ignition in soils
sampled near two water bodies in Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore. Soils were not collected from the
Great Marsh. Means are reported for surface soil (upper 5 cm of cores) collected in 2012 within 5 m of the
shoreline.

Total Hg
(ng/g dry MeHg Loss on ignition
weight) (ng/g dry weight) (%)
MeHg
Water body n' mean SE mean SE (range) (mean %) mean range
Long Lake 4 3.1 0.8 0.048 0.025 15 15 0.8i 2.9
Middle Lagoon 2 26.7 o) 0.096 (0.0210.17) 0.4 2.2 0.4i4.1

In Middle Lagoon, one sample was analyzed for total Hg and two for MeHg.

Sediment

Surficial sediment was sampled frorearshoreites at Great Marsh, Long Lake, and Middle
Lagoon. The concentrations of total mercury in sediment ranged from 2.2 to 25.8 ng/g dity weigh
and were positively related to percent loss on ignition. Methylmercury levels in surficial sediment
were much higér in Great Marsh (mean 2.4 ng/g dry weight) than in Long Lake (0.15 ng/g) and
Middle Lagoon (0.03 ng/g). Similarly, the percent of total mercury present as methylmercury, an
indicator of microbial mercury methylation in surficial sediment, was greatéraat Marsh (4.6%)
than that in either Long Lake (2.1%) or Middle Lagoon (1.5%) (Table 20). This pattern was
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expected, given that wetlands, which are most prominent around Great Marsh, are sites of active
microbial methylmercury production

Table 20. Mean total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), percent MeHg, and loss on ignition in surficial
sediments (upper 5 cm) sampled from water bodies in Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore during 20107
2012. Surficial sediments were sampled from locations of concurrent larval dragonfly collection, within 2
m of the shoreline.

Total Hg MeHg Loss on ignition
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) (%)
MeHg
Water body n mean SE n mean SE (mean %) mean range
Great Marsh 7 25.8 5.9 5 241 1.02 4.6 21.5 11i 32
Long Lake 7 5.9 1.2 4 0.15 0.04 2.1 7.2 1.4i 18
Middle Lagoon 5 2.2 0.6 4 0.03 0.02 15 1.1 0.671 1.6

Water

Concentrations of total mercury in water averaged from 1.1 to 2.6 ng/L in unfiltered samples and
from 0.7 to 2.1 ng/L in filtered samples. Filgassing total mercury accounted for 72%% (SE)

of the total mercury present in unfilteredrgales (Table 21). Mean concentrations of methylmercury
ranged from 0.07 to 0.22 ng/L in unfiltered samples and from 0.044 to 0.17 ng/L in filtered samples,
with filter-passing methylmercury accounting for 63%8% of the total methylmercury in unfiltered
water. Methylmercury accounted for &1..6% of the total mercury in unfiltered samples and for
8.8%z= 0.7% of the total mercury in filtered samples. The Great Marsh had the highest
concentrations of both total mercury (2.6 ng/L) and methylmercury (0/22, taygely because of

the higher abundance of dissolved organic matter (a correlate of DOC), which binds mercury and
keeps it in the water column

Table 21. Total mercury (Hg) and methylmercury (MeHg) in unfiltered water and 0.45-um filtered water
sampled from three water bodies in Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore. Samples were collected near the
center of each lake or marsh pond at a depth of 0.5 to 2 m. The number of samples collected and
analyzed during 20107 2012 is indicated by n.

Total Hg (ng/L) MeHg (ng/L)
Unfiltered Filtered Unfiltered Filtered
Water body n mean SE mean SE n mean SE mean SE
Great Marsh 7 2.6 0.1 2.1 8! 7 0.22 0.08 0.17 0.02
Long 6 1.4 0.4 1.2 0.4 5 0.11 0.02 0.055 8t
Middle Lagoon 6 1.1 0.2 0.7 0.2 6 0.07 0.03 0.044 0.018

! Samples are reported for 2011 and 2012 only.

Seston
The total mercury content of seston (suspended particulates in water) averaged from 46 ng/g dry
weight in Long Lake to 70 ng/g in Great Marsh, whereas methylmercury averaged from 7 to 14 ng/g
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(Table 22). The fraction of total mercury present as methylmgrmuseston averaged from 16% in
Great Marsh to 57% in Middle Lagoon. In 2010, we had only enough cleaned filters to sample seston

for methylmercury, which was considered to be an analyte of much higher priority than total
mercury.

Table 22. Total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in seston (suspended particles)
from waters in Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore.

Total Hg' MeHg
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) MeHg
Water body n> mean range n® mean SE (% mean®)
Great Marsh g 70.2 49.31 99.6 5 7.2 2.3 15.7
Long Lake 3 45.6 37.6158.0 5 8.4 1.7 20.4
Middle Lagoon 4 58.1 14.47199.0 7 13.9 7.8 56.9

! Total Hg was not measured in seston sampled in 2010.

1 is the number of samples collected and analyzed for total Hg during 20117
2012 and for MeHg during 2010i 2012.

% Calculated from 2011 and 2012 mean paired values only.

Zooplankton

Bulk zooplankton were sampled from Long Lake and Middle Lagoon (Tableve3)ere unable to
obtain samples of zooplankton from Great Marsh because of the shallow depth of water and the
abundant woody debris and vegetative material in the water column there. Concentrations of total
mercury averaged 51 ng/g dry weight in Long éand 60 ng/g in Middle Lagoon, whereas
methylmercury in zooplankton averaged 28 ng/g dry weight in Long Lake and 18 ng/g in Middle

Lagoon. The fraction of total mercury present as methylmercury in zooplankton averaged 50% in
Long Lake and 41% in Middle lgmon

Table 23. Total mercury, methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in bulk zooplankton sampled from

two water bodies in Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore during 20107 2012. Zooplankton were not sampled
in Great Marsh.

Total Hg MeHg
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) P&:ﬁgt
Water body n® mean SE n® mean SE (mean)
Long Lake 4 50.6 6.5 5 28.2 6.2 50.4
Middle Lagoon 6 60.1 34.1 6 17.9 55 41.4

! n is the number of samples collected and analyzed during 20107 2012.

Larval Dragonflies

Larvae of the families Aeshnidae and Libellulidae were the most widely distributed dragonflies
collected at INDU, inhabiting all three water bodies and two sites in Great Marsh and accounting for
80% of the 160 larvae analyzed (Table 24). Larvae from thver@ragonfly families, including 31
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corduliids and 1 gomphid, were sampled from Middle Lagoon. Mean concentrations of
methylmercury in larval dragonflies from the three water bodies, with data from the two Great Marsh
sites grouped, ranged from 47 torig/g dry weight in aeshnids and from 22 to 33 ng/g in libellulids.
Methylmercury accounted for more than 65% of the total mercury in dragonfly larvae for most
families and water bodies (Table 24). Mean percent methylmercury in larvae from the three water
bodies ranged from 40% to 97%.

Table 24. Total mercury, methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in families of larval dragonflies
collected during 2008 and 20107 2012 from Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore.

Total Hg MeHg
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) Percent MeHg
Water body
(and site) Family n mean SE n mean SE mean SE
Great Marsh* Aeshnidae 2 64 24 2 66 24 104 1.8
(GRMA-2)
Libellulidae 18 47 6.1 18 39 6.5 81 8.3
Libellulidae 24 34 6.0 18 24 4.4 66 6.5
Long Lake Aeshnidae 11 52 4.2 11 50 4.1 97 2.9
Libellulidae 39 32 2.3 42 22 2.0 66 35
Middle Lagoon Aeshnidae 4 55 11 4 47 9.2 87 4.7
Libellulidae 26 39 35 26 33 2.3 89 4.3
Corduliidae 31 49 4.1 31 39 3.6 79 3.0
Gomphidae 1 14 o} 1 5.5 o} 40 o}

! Sites in Great Marsh are delineated as follows: GRMA-2 included channel habitat located south of Beverly
Drive and west of Broadway; GRMA-3 included nearshore habitat in an open water site north of Beverly
Drive and east of East State Park Road.

WholePrey Fish

Small prey fishes were sampled from Great Marsh, Long Lake, and Middle Lagoon. The central
mudminnow, a species that is able to survive prolonged conditions of low dissolved oxygen (Becker
1983), was by far the most abundant species of fish ete@ad during our sampling in Great Marsh

and Long Lake. In comparison, Middle Lagoon contained a much more diverse assemblage of fishes
than either Great Marsh or Long Lake.

Concentrations of total mercury in whole prey fishes and adult predatory fishtieothree water

bodies at INDU were generally low relative to the mercury levels in the other five national park units
studied. Mercury levels in small, whole green sunfish and central mudminnow were generally higher
in Great Marsh than in Long Lake aktiddle Lagoon (Table 25). In green sunfish, concentrations
averaged 34 and 63 ng/g wet weight at two sites in Great Marsh, 23 ng/g in Long Lake, and 25 ng/g
in Middle Lagoon. In whole central mudminnows, concentrations of mercury averaged from 24 to 59
ng/g at four sites in Great Marsh, and averaged 22 ng/g in Long Lake and 31 ng/g in Middle Lagoon.
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In other whole prey fishes from Middle Lagoon, mercury averaged 47 ng/g in small bluegill, 27 ng/g
in lowa darter, and 13 ng/g in a single small yellow perabld 25)

Table 25. Fish length and concentration of total mercury (Hg) in whole prey fish sampled in 2008 and
20107 2012 from Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore.

Water body and Total length (mm) Hg (ng/g wet weight)l
site Species n mean range mean range
Great Marsh?
GRMA-1 central mudminnow 61 75 247114 26 779
GRMA-2 central mudminnow 107 71 201 123 38 117 84
GRMA-3 central mudminnow 24 68 217 96 24 117 58
GRMA-4 central mudminnow 59 76 417133 59 171134
GRMA-1 green sunfish 2 47 43i 51 34 261 42
GRMA-2 green sunfish 2 42 401 44 63 611 64
Long Lake central mudminnow 82 78 431 127 22 8149
green sunfish 51 37 301 54 23 101 44
Middle Lagoon bluegill 14 49 42159 47 321 75
central mudminnow 29 57 43i 83 31 14172
green sunfish 47 54 221114 25 13i 60
lowa darter 51 45 37159 27 127 82
yellow perch 1 69 o} 13 o}

! Concentrations are in nanograms per gram (ng/g), which are equivalent to parts per billion.

% Sites in Great Marsh are delineated as follows: GRMA-1 included open water and nearshore
areas located south of Beverly Drive and just east of Broadway; GRMA-2 included channel habitat
and adjacent inundated floodplain located south of Beverly Drive and west of Broadway; GRMA-3
included open water habitat in standing, dead timber north of Beverly Drive and east of East State
Park Road; GRMA-4 included inundated floodplain forest located south of Beverly Drive and just
east of East State Park Road.

Predatory and Adult Fish (Axial Muscle)

Axial muscle (skinless fillets) from 97 addish, including eight species, was analyzed for total
mercury (Table 26). In Great Marsh, the concentrations of mercury in grass pickerel averaged 128
ng/g wet weight, ranging from 39 to 272 ng/g. In Long Lake, mercury levels in fish were low,
averaging 131g/g (range 1016 ng/g) in common carp and 43 ng/g (rangesB3ng/g) in black

bullhead. Periods of oxygen depletion and low concentrations of dissolved oxygen probably render
Long Lake unsuitable as a habitat for ldihgd piscivorous fishes (Garza ét 2002).

In Middle Lagoon, concentrations of mercury in fillets were highest in three fish species that are
largely piscivorous as adults (Table 26); these included grass pickerel (mean 115 ng/g wet weight),
largemouth bass (mean 169 ng/g), and a singarmel catfish (222 ng/g). Mercury levels were
substantially lower in coexisting omnivorous fishes that feed largely on invertebrates; these included
gizzard shad (mean 29 ng/g), bluegill (mean 29 ng/g), a single common carp (15 ng/g) and a small
yellow pech (69 ng/g)
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Table 26. Fish length and concentration of total mercury (Hg) in axial muscle (skinless fillets) of adult fish
sampled from three water bodies in Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore during 20107 2012.

Hg concentration®

Total length (mm) (ng/g wet weight)
Study area Species n mean range mean range
Great Marsh grass pickerel2 22 142 1127 214 128 391 272
Long Lake common carp 12 186 1521 217 13 101 16
black bullhead 7 192 1761 203 43 28i 56
Middle Lagoon gizzard shad 11 334 3107 352 29 197 42
common carp 1 165 o} 15 o}
bluegill 9 123 89i 153 29 22i 43
yellow perch 1 148 o} 69 o}
channel catfish 1 485 o} 221 o}
grass pickerel 12 188 871 338 115 3971 259
largemouth bass 21 363 2391 494 169 93i 322

! Concentrations are in nanograms per gram (ng/g), equivalent to parts per billion.
?Data include a single grass pickerel sampled from Great Marsh in May 2008.

Ecological and Health Risks of Methylmercury

The wholebody concentrations of mercury in prey fish from the three water bodi®uk (see

Table 25) were well below the estimated whbtely threshold of 200 ng/g wet weight (Beckvar et

al. 2005) associated with sublethal and reproductive effects in fish. Similarly, mercury concentrations
in the axial muscle tissue of adult predatfisiid including grass pickerel from Great Marsh and
largemouth bass, grass pickerel, and channel catfish from Middle Laggeirable 269 were well

below the benchmark level of 500 ng/g wet weight associated witlethdl and reproductive

effects in freBwater fish (Sandheinrich and Wiener 2011).

Mean concentrations of total mercury in whole prey fish did exceed the estimated dietary threshold
of 40 ng/g wet weight associated with diminished reproduction of piscivorous fish (Depew et al.
2012a) in 3 of th 12 site and speciespecific samples in Table 25. Central mudminnow and green
sunfist® each from a site in Great Marsh and small bluegill from Middle Laggduad mean
concentrations exceeding the estimated 40 ng/g threshold value for reproductiveoaffects
piscivorous fish.

The screeningevel dietary benchmark for belted kingfisher (30 ng/g wet weight in whole prey fish)
was exceeded in 57% of the individual prey fish from Great Marsh, in 34% of the prey fish from
Middle Lagoon, and in 17% of the pregliifrom Long Lake. Mean concentrations of mercury in
whole prey fish were less than the screedewgl dietary benchmark for American mink (70 ng/g
wet weight) in all three water bodies and in all fish species analgeedgble 25). Few individual
preyfish had mercury concentrations exceeding the scredeved dietary benchmark for American
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mink; these included 21 (8%) of the central mudminnows from Great Marsthraed?%) of the
prey fish from Middle Lagoon. Mercury levels did not exceed 70 imgéayy of the prey fish from
Long Lake.

The belted kingfisher and American mink are considered to be highly sensitive to methylmercury.
Common loons, which are moderately sensitive to methylmercury, do not nest on water bodies at
INDU. However, the mean ogentrations of mercury in whole prey fishes at INDU were far below
the dietary benchmarks associated with behavioral effects (100 ng/g wet weight in prey fish) and
diminished reproductive success (180 ng/g in prey fish) in adult common loons. Our findicgse
that ecological risks of methylmercury at INDU would be small for all but the most highly mercury
sensitive piscivores feeding on small fish in water bodies within the park unit.

Only one of the 97 adult fish analyzed had a mercury concentextga@eding the USEPA fidiissue
criterion for methylmercury (300 ng/g wet weight), which was derived to protect the health of

humans who eat noncommercial fish. This fish, a large largemouth bass (total length 494 mm, weight
1.92 kg) from Middle Lagoon, ltba concentration of 322 ng/g wet weight in axial muscle tissue.

The concentrations of mercury in axial fillets of largemouth bass, grass pickerel, and channel catfish
from Middle Lagoon were high enough to warrant limited frequency of consumption ofigiesse

by pregnant women, by women who may become pregnant, and by children under 15 years of age,
based on thésh consumptiomguidelines recommended by the Great Lakes Fish Advisory

Workgroup (compare Tables 8 and 26).

Lead and Organic Contaminants

Selected whole fish collected from the three water bodies at INDU during 2012 were analyzed

for total lead and organic contaminants. These included (1) five composite samples of whole grass
pickerel from Great Marsh and Middle Lagoon, each containtiogd2fish (2) five composite
samplesfour fish each) of whole largemouth bass and two composite sanfiplesigh) of gizzard

shad from Middle Lagogrand (3) two composite samples of black bullhghtegfish each) and

two composite samplefo(r fish each) of whole common carp from Long Lake (AppendiX &ble

K-2). Samples collected in 2010, 2011, and 2012 were analyzed for DDT and metabolites (DDE and
DDD), 95 polychlorinated biphenyl congeners (PCBs), and 16 perfluorinated compounds (PFCs).
Total lead (Pb) was analyzed only in samples collected in 2010, and polybrominated diphenyl ethers
(PBDESs) were analyzed in samples collected in 2010 and 2011 (Appentable 1-3).

Concentrations of DDT, DDE, DDD, PCBs, and PBDEs were below limits oftitaten grass

pickerel from Great Marsh and in black bullhead and common carp from Long Lake. DDT was not
detected in gizzard shad, grgsskerel,or largemouth bass from Middle Lagoavhile DDD and

DDE had maximum concentrations of 160 and 570 ng/gweeiht, respectively, in gizzard shad

from Middle Lagoon. In samples from Middle Lagoon with detectable concentrations, total PCBs
ranged from 11 ng/g wet weight in grass pickerel to 446 ng/g in gizzard shad, and total PBDEs
ranged from 2 ng/g in grassciirel to 22 ng/g in gizzard shad. Concentrations of total perfluoro
sulfonates and perfluoro acids were less than 10 ng/g wet weight in whole fish from Great Marsh and
Long Lake. In Middle Lagoon, maximum concentrations of perfluoro sulfonates and pegitids

were 130 ng/g in largemouth bass and 32 ng/g in gizzard shad, respectively. Lead concentrations
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ranged from 13 ng/g wet weight in whole grass pickerel from the Great Marsh to 304 ng/g in whole
gizzard shad from Middle Lagoon.

The concentrations @btal DDT, total PCBs, total PBDEs, and PFOS in whole fish from Great

Marsh and Long Lake were below limits of detection or were substantially less than reported
benchmark concentrations associated with adverse effects on piscivorous birds and marbieals (Ta
9). With the exception of gizzard shad, the concentrations of total DDT, total PCBs, total PBDEsS,
and PFOS in fish from Middle Lagoon were also less than reported benchmarks. In gizzard shad,
however, maximum concentr at es)anddotabPCB fswonto| DDT
congeners) exceeded screenrliegel benchmark concentrations associated with altered health and
reproduction in fish, belted kingfisher, and American mink. These findings suggest that fish and
piscivorous wildlife may be at riskdm these two legacy contaminants in Middle Lagoon.

Fillets of fish from Middle Lagoon were not analyzed for organic contaminants and lead. Given that
concentrations of DDD, DDE, PCBs, and PFOS were high in sdmée fishsampled from Middle
Lagoon durin2010 2012, we recommend that skam fillets of selected sport fishes from Middle
Lagoon be analyzed for these contaminants. Candidate species for sampling and analyses include
largemouth bass, grass pickerel, bluegill, and possibly channel catfish.

Isle Royale National Park (ISRO)

Four lakes were studied at ISRO: Angleworm, Harvey, Richie, and Sasgeftple 1).

Piscivorous fish, prey fish, and larval dragonflies were sampled from each lake in 2009, and more
intensive sampling of the aquatic food weleach lake was done annually during 20@1 2.

Water, seston, and zooplankton were sampled near the center of each lake basin. Water in the four
lakes generally had low to moderate specific conductance (rain§8 £3/cm), high pH (range 8.0

8.4), and disolved oxygen concentrations near saturation (rangelil®dmg/L) at the times of
sampling. Mean dissolved organic carbon ranged from 5.6 to 9.2 mg/L, and mean concentrations of
sulfate ranged from 3.1 to 4.7 mg/L (Table.27)

Table 27. Summary of water quality measurements (mean * SE) in four lakes at Isle Royale National
Park, derived from annual in situ measurements and from analyses of water sampled during 20107 2012.

Temperature DO* Conductivity pH? Sulfate DOC?
Lake °c) (mgl/L) (mS/cm) (s.u.) (mg/L) (mgl/L)
Angleworm 15.1° 0.7 11.9 53.1° 0.8 8.0° 0.1 3.1°0.1 56°0.3
Harvey 176° 1.8 11.0 91.8° 19 84°0.1 3.3°0.2 9.2°11
Richie 16.3° 2.0 11.6 824°1.7 8.1° 0.01 4.7° 1.2 8.6°0.3
Sargent 16.2° 2.3 11.0 925°1.0 83°0.1 42° 03 7.8°04

! Dissolved oxygen (DO) was measured in 2010 and 2011.
2DOC is dissolved organic carbon and s.u. is standard pH units.
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Mercury in Water Bodies and Food Webs

Sall

Surficial soil was collected atearshorenargins of each lake. Mean concentrations of total mercury

in soils ranged from 27 to 50 ng/g dry weight and methylmercury ranged from 0.14 to 0.49 ng/g dry
weight (Table 28). Total mercury was positively correlated with percent loss on ignition (saseirrog
measure of organic matter content), a pattern also observed in surficial sediment. The fraction of total
mercury present as methylmercury ranged from 0.3% to 1.7% (Table 28).

Table 28. Total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), percent MeHg, and percent loss on ignition in soils
sampled near lakes in Isle Royale National Park. Means are reported for surface soil (upper 5 cm of core)
collected in 2012 within 5 m of each lake margin.

Total Hg MeHg Loss on ignition
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) Percent (%)
MeHg
Lake n mean range mean range (mean) mean range
Angleworm 2 49.8 47.4152.2 0.17 0.1610.17 0.34 11.9 10.01 13.9
Harvey 2 49.1 18.9179.3 0.27 0.0770.46 0.54 12.0 3.2120.8
Richie 2 26.5 17.41 35.6 0.14 0.061 0.22 0.51 6.9 3.0i 10.7
Sargent 2 29.2 15.9142.4 0.49 0.1810.80 1.7 16.7 7.1126.3
Sediment

Surficial sediment was sampled frorearshoréocations at each lake. Mean concentrations of total
mercury in sediment ranged from 4.0 ng/g dry weight in Sargent Lake to 8.6 ng/g in Lake Harvey,
and were positively related to percent loss on ignition (Table 29). Mean concentrations of
methylmercurym sediment ranged from 0.05 ng/g dry weight in Sargent Lake to 0.51 ng/g in Lake
Harvey. The fraction of total mercury present as methylmercury, an indirect indicator of microbial
mercury methylation in surficial sediment, ranged from 1.3% to 2.6%

Table 29. Total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), percent MeHg, and percent loss on ignition in
surficial sediments (upper 5 cm) sampled from four lakes in Isle Royale National Park during 20107 2012.
Surficial sediments were sampled from locations of concurrent larval dragonfly collection, within 2 m of
the shoreline.

Total Hg MeHg Loss on ignition
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) Percent (%)
MeHg
Lake n mean SE n mean SE (mean) mean range
Angleworm 7 7.7 2.6 4 0.28 0.22 2.6 5.9 1.6113
Harvey 7 8.6 35 4 0.51 0.42 2.4 3.0 1.9i5.0
Richie 7 51 0.7 4 0.10 0.05 1.7 1.5 1.4i1.6
Sargent 7 4.0 1.0 5 0.050 0.02 1.3 1.0 0.61 1.3
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Water

Mean concentrations of total mercury in lake water ranged from 1.0 to 1.5 ng/L in unfiltered samples
and from 0.6 to 0.8 ng/L in filtered samples (Table 30). Fp&essing mercury accounted for 56%

1% (SE) of the total mercury in unfiltered samples (&®). Mean concentrations of

methylmercury ranged from 0.04 to 0.15 ng/L in unfiltered samples and from 0.03 to 0.13 ng/L in
filtered samples, with filtepassing methylmercury accounting for 74%% of the total

methylmercury in unfiltered water. Metimyercury accounted for 6.2%1.0% of the total mercury

in unfiltered samples and for 8.4%4.6% of the total mercury in filtered sampleake Harvey had

the highest mean concentration of both total mercury (1.5 ng/L) and methylmercury (0.15 ng/L), with
aqueous methylmercury leveigo- to four-times those in the other three lakes at ISRO

Table 30. Total mercury (Hg) and methylmercury (MeHg) in unfiltered water and 0.45-pm filtered water
from four lakes in Isle Royale National Park. Samples were collected near the center of each lake at a
depth of 1i 2 m.

Total Hg (ng/L) MeHg (ng/L)
Unfiltered Filtered Unfiltered Filtered
Lake n' mean SE mean  SE n' mean SE mean SE
Angleworm 6 1.12 0.32 0.61 0.12 6 0.040 0.011 0.031 0.010
Harvey 4 147 872 0.79 8 2 6 0.154 0.028 0.129  0.031
Richie 6 1.08 0.18 0.60 0.12 6 0.056 0.008 0.035 0.009
Sargent 6 0.96 0.12 0.57 0.07 5 0.063 0.024 0.045 0.018

! n is the number of water samples collected and analyzed during 20107 2012.
2 Samples are reported for 2010 and 2012 only.

Seston

The mean concentration of total mercury in seston (suspended particulates in water) ranged from 103
to 154 ng/g dry weigt, and the mean concentration of methylmercury ranged from 2.2 to 14 ng/g dry
weight (Table 31). The fraction of total mercury present as methylmercury in seston was 14% in

Lake Harvey, much greater than that in seston from the other three lakes, wheth fram 2.1% to

5.2% methylmercury. The mean concentration of methylmercury in seston was also highest in Lake
Harvey, more than twice the levels in seston from the other three lakes (Table 31)

Zooplankton
Mean concentrations of total mercury in batboplankton from ISRO lakes ranged from 80 ng/g dry

weight in Sargent Lake to 154 ng/g in Lake Harvey, and mean concentrations of methylmercury
ranged from 18 ng/g dry weight in Sargent Lake to 93 ng/g in Lake Harvey (Table 32). The fraction
of total mercuy present as methylmercury in zooplankton ranged from 25% to 53% in the four lakes.
Methylmercury levels in zooplankton from Lake Harvey (93 ng/g) were more than twice those in the
other ISRO lakes, a pattern consistent with that observed in water &l (seeTables 30 and 31).
These findings indicate that mercury in Lake Harvey is more readily methylated, resulting in greater
accumulation of methylmercury into its aquatic food web
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Table 31. Total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in seston (suspended particles)
from four lakes in Isle Royale National Park.

Total Hg' MeHg
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) Pl\(jlrecljgt
Lake n>  mean range n> mean SE (mean)
Angleworm 4 141 851 189 7 2.23 0.74 2.1
Harvey 3 105 82i 154 6 13.5 1.3 13.9
Richie 4 103 717123 8 4.93 0.67 5.2
Sargent 4 154 661 238 7 4.45 1.52 4.2

'Total Hg was not measured in seston sampled in 2010.

1 is the number of samples collected and analyzed for total Hg during 20117
2012 and for MeHg during 20101 2012.

Table 32. Total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in bulk zooplankton from four
lakes in Isle Royale National Park during 20107 2012.

Total Hg MeHg
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) P&re‘::gt
Lake n' mean SE n® mean SE (mean)
Angleworm 7 81.7 12.8 8 45.4 36.7 52.2
Harvey 6 154 42.0 5 92.5 33.0 52.9
Richie 9 92.1 37.0 9 26.0 8.8 30.9
Sargent 7 79.9 28.3 7 17.7 2.5 25.3

! n is the number of samples collected and analyzed during 20107 2012.

Larval Dragonflies

Larvae of the families Gomphida€prduliidae,and Aeshnidae were the most widely distributed
dragonflies in our samples from ISRO, inhabiting all four lakes and accounting for 84% of the 414
larvae analyzed (Table 33). The gomphids were the most abuwsfdhese three families,

representing 74% of all larvae analyzed. Mean concentrations of methylmercury ranged from 33 to
85 ng/g dry weight in gomphids, from 40 to 115 ng/g in corduliids, and from 67 to 115 ng/g in
aeshnids. Larvae from two other familigfsdragonflies, including 44 macromiids and 22 libellulids,
were also analyzed. Members of all five dragonfly families were collected from Lake Harvey, where
mean concentrations of methylmercury in each family exceeded those in the other three lakes studie
at ISRO. Mean concentrations in larvae from Lake Harvey ranged from 85 ng/g dry weight in
gomphids to 152 ng/g in macromiids. Methylmercury accounted for more than 63% of the total
mercury in dragonfly larvae for most taxa and lakes (Table 33). Acredsuhlakes, percent
methylmercury averaged from 63% to 70% in gomphid larvae and from 71% to 101% in macromiid
larvae. We note that calculated values exceeding 100% for percent methylmercury can result from
uncertainties in measured concentrations @fl toeercury and methylmercury
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Table 33. Total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in families of larval dragonflies
collected during 2008 and 20107 2012 from Isle Royale National Park.

Total Hg MeHg Percent
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) MeHg
Lake Family n mean SE n mean SE mean SE
Angleworm Aeshnidae 3 104 31 3 75 19 77 13
Libellulidae 4 60 2.3 4 51 1.1 85 3.9
Corduliidae 5 51 4.1 5 40 4.4 77 3.0
Gomphidae 83 50 15 91 33 1.4 63 2.2
Macromiidae 2 48 0.7 2 35 4.6 73 8.8
Harvey Aeshnidae 5 131 35 5 115 33 85 7.1
Libellulidae 1 105 0 4 133 25 57 0
Corduliidae 5 138 23 6 115 16 80 3.5
Gomphidae 37 95 3.6 41 85 13 70 3.3
Macromiidae 14 151 7.2 14 152 7.5 101 1.8
Richie Aeshnidae 1 134 o} 1 98 o} 73 o}
Libellulidae 14 95 10 14 67 8.1 70 2.6
Corduliidae 13 80 4.4 13 54 4.2 70 6.2
Gomphidae 72 55 2.3 72 36 1.8 68 2.6
Sargent Aeshnidae 7 72 3.4 7 67 5.6 78 15
Corduliidae 1 88 o} 1 80 o} 91 o}
Gomphidae 103 56 1.3 103 36 1.2 64 1.7
Macromiidae 28 57 2.8 28 40 1.9 71 2.6

Whole Prey Fish

Yellow percl® a regionally widespread and important preydishere sampled from Angleworm,

Harvey, Richie, and Sargent lakes during 2@m8.2 and analyzed for total mercury. Mean
concentrations in both s maldeydlowhé&dhframhadke and | ar g
Harvey substantially exceeded those in yellow perch from the other three lakes (Table 34). The mean
concentration in small yellow perch from Lake Harvey (115 ng/g wet weightjiveafold that in

Angleworm Lake (22 ng/g) and aflidhreefold those in Richie (37 ng/g) and Sargent lakes (39

ng/g)

Predatory Fish (Axial Muscle)

Axial muscle tissue (skinless fillets) from a total of 265 piscivorougfisitluding 176 northern

pike from three lakes (Angleworm, Richie, and Sargent)agfe yellow perch from Lake Harvey,
andninelarge yellow perch from Lake Rictdewere analyzed for total mercury (Table 35). Mercury
levels were highest in yellow perch from Lake Harvey, averaging 688 ng/g wet weight and ranging
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from 94 to 1453 ng/g. Cacentrations in large yellow perch from Lake Richie were much lower,
averaging 76 ng/g and ranging from 51 to 111 ng/g. In northern pike, mercury levels were highest in
Sargent Lake (mean 427 ng/g, rangé19279 ng/g wet weight). Concentrations were lower

northern pike from Angleworm Lake (mean 240 ng/g, rand&43 ng/g) and Lake Richie (mean

200 ng/g, range 9648 ng/g).

Table 34. Fish length and concentration of total mercury (Hg) in whole yellow perch sampled during
20097 2012 from four lakes in Isle Royale National Park.

Total Total length (mm) Hg (ng/g wet Weight)1
length
Lake group n mean range mean range
Angleworm <100 mm 49 69 477 95 22 91 42
0100 1 102 o} 33 o}
all lengths 50 70 471102 22 91 42
Harvey <100 mm 14 88 70i 98 115 54i 210
0100 102 158 1007 337 227 49i 1,094
all lengths 116 150 70i 337 213 49i 1,094
Richie <100 mm 57 66 48i 96 37 24i 57
6100 21 146 103i 225 42 24i 82
all lengths 78 87 481 225 39 24i 82
Sargent <100 mm 80 62 51i 85 39 19172
0100 9 117 10671 144 34 28i 40
all lengths 89 68 511144 39 19172

! Concentrations are given in nanograms per gram (ng/g), which are equivalent to parts
per billion.

Table 35. Fish length and concentration of total mercury (Hg) in axial muscle of piscivorous fishes
sampled in 20091 2012 from four lakes in Isle Royale National Park.

Hg concentration® Percent (number) of fish
Total length (mm) (ng/g wet wt) exceeding benchmarks?
Human
health Fish health
USEPA and reprod.
Lake Species n  mean range mean range (300 ng/g) (500 ng/qg)
Angleworm  northern pike 57 554 3381 696 240 591 843 26 (15) 5(3)
Harvey yellow perch 80 236 128i 347 688 941 1453 80 (64) 61 (49)
Richie northern pike 64 496 3047 631 200 971 648 11 (7) 3(2)
yellow perch 9 187 1617 225 76 517111 0 (0) 0 (0)
Sargent northern pike 55 609 2831 746 427 921 1379 80 (44) 27 (15)

! Concentrations are given in nanograms per gram (ng/g), which are equivalent to parts per billion.

2 Fish with Hg concentration exceeding the USEPA fish-tissue criterion for methylmercury (300 ng/g) and an
estimated benchmark level (500 ng/g) for adverse effects on fish health and reproduction.
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Ecological and Health Risks of Methylmercury
Concentrations of mercury in axial muscle in 49 (61%) of the 80 large yellow frernch_ake
Harvey that wer@analyzed ¢eeTable 35) exceeded 500 ng/g wet weight, a benchmark level

associated with altered biochemical processes, damage to cells and aisduesluced reproduction

of fish. Mercury levels in 15 (27%) of 55 northern pike from Sargent Lake exceeded the 500 ng/g

benchmar k.

Few

(O5%) of

exceeding the fishealth benchmarlséeTable 35).

t he

northern

pi ke

from

In Lake Harvey, mean concentrations of mercury in whole yellow perch of all total length groups

substantially exceeded the estimated dietary threshold of 40 ng/g wet weight associated with
diminished reproduction of piscivorous fish (Depew eb@ll2a), whereas mean concentrations in

yellow perch from Angleworm, Richie, and Sargent lakes were generally below the 40 ng/g
benchmarkgeeTable 34). However, mercury levels in several individual whole yellow perch from
Richie and Sargent lakes exceddhe 40 ng/g dietary threshold for reproduction of piscivorous fish
(Table 36). Only 1 of 50 whole yellow perch from Angleworm Lake exceeded the 40 ng/g

benchmark

Table 36. Percentages of whole yellow perch from four lakes in Isle Royale National Park with mercury
levels exceeding screening dietary benchmarks for belted kingfisher (30 ng/g wet weight), piscivorous fish
(40 ng/g), and American mink (70 ng/g).

Total length (mm)

Percent of yellow perch with Hg exceeding dietary

benchmarks for piscivorous fish and wildlife

Belted Piscivorous
length length kingfisher fish American mink
Lake n group range (30 ng/g) (40 ng/g) (70 ng/g)
Angleworm 49 <100 47195 16 2 0
1 010¢C 102 100 0 0
50 all fish 471102 18 2 0
Harvey 14 <100 7071 98 100 100 86
102 O1 0 ( 100i 337 100 100 97
116  allfish 701 337 100 100 96
Richie 57 <100 487 96 79 33 0
21 O10C 1031225 86 43 10
78 all fish 48i 225 81 36 3
Sargent 80 <100 51i 85 80 45 1
9 O10C 1067144 78 0 0
89 all fish 51i 144 80 40 1

The screeningevel dietary benchmark for belted kingfisher (30 ng/g wet weight in whole prey fish)
was substantially exceeded in all of the yellow perch from Lake Harvey (Tables 34 and 36),
exceeded in about 80% of the perch from Richie and Sargent ¢adces) 18% from Angleworm

Lake (Tables 34 and 36). Mercury levels in almost all of the whole yellow perch from Lake Harvey

exceeded the screenttgyel dietary benchmark of 70 ng/g wet weight for American mink (Table
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36). Few individual perch from Richand Sargent lakes and none from Angleworm Lake had
mercury concentrations exceeding the dietary benchmark for American mink.

Many of the whole yellow perch analyzed from the four lakes at ISieE@rable 34) were within the
length range of fish commonly tesm by adult common loons (10860 mm; Barr 1996, Wiener et al.
2012a). In Lake Harvey, the mean concentration of mercury in whole yellow perch longer than 100
mm was 227 ng/g wet weight, exceeding the benchimak fishconcentration (180 ng/g wet

weighf) causing significant reproductive impairment in adult common loons (Depew et al. 2012b).
Concentrations in some yellow perch from Lake Harvey exceeded 400 pgédy, fishconcentration
associated with complete reproductive failure of adult common i@eew et al. 2012b).

The USEPA tissue residue criterion for methylmercury (300 ng/g wet weight), derived to protect the
health of humans who eat noncommercial fish, was exceeded in 80% of the yellow perch from Lake
Harvey. In Sargent Lake, mercury concatibns in axial muscle of northern pike exceeded the
USEPA criterion in 80% of 55 fish. Mercury levels in northern pike from Lake Richie and
Angleworm Lake exceeded the USEPA criterion in 22 (18%) of the fish from the two lakes (Table
35). The concentrains of mercury in axial fillets of yellow perch and northern pike from all study
lakes at ISRO were high enough to warrant limited frequency of consumption of these fishes by
pregnant women, by women who may become pregnant, and by children under 15 ggars

based on thésh consumptiomguidelines recommended by the Great Lakes Fish Advisory

Workgroup (compare Tables 8 and 35).

Lead and Organic Contaminants

In contrast to the results for mercury, the concentrations of legacy contaminants (DDT, DDE, DDD,
PCBs, and Pb) and emerging contaminants (PBDEs, and PFCs) in piscivorous fish from the four
lakes at ISRO were low, commonly below limits of detection.

Axial Muscle

Analytical results for organic contaminants and lead in axial muscle (skinless fillets) of fish collected
in 2009, which were reported by Wiener et al. (2013), are briefly summarized here. Eight composite
samples of northern pike from Richie, Sarmgand Angleworm lakés each sample containing an
equivalent mass of axial muscle from four fish of similar total lehgtlere analyzed (Appendix,K

Table K-1). Two composite samples of large yellow perch from Lake Hénarne containing axial
muscle fronthreefish and the other four fish of similar total lengtlwvere also analyzed.
Concentrations of PCBs, PBDEs, DDT, DDE, and DDD in all axial muscle samples from ISRO were
below limits of detection, which were 086 ng/g wet weight for PCBs, 1.2.0 ng/g folPBDEs,

and 10 ng/qg for total DDT (Appendix Table 1-4). The concentrations of PFCs were below

reporting levels (0i52.0 ng/g wet weight) in northern pike from Lake Richie and were low in fish

from Sargent, Angleworm, and Harvey lakes (rangé2Xng/g wet weight). The concentrations of
these legacy and emerging organic contaminants in axial fillets of fish from the study lakes at ISRO
do not pose significant risks to human health, based on guidelines for human consumption of sport
fish (seeTable §. Lead concentrations in axial muscle were also low, averaging 5 nglgeight

(range3i 7 ng/g) in yellow perch and 8 ng/g (range22 ng/g) in northern pike.
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Whole Fish

Eighteen composite samples of whole northern pike from Angleworm, Richie, anatSakgs and

six composite samples of whole yellow perch from Lake Harvey were collected in 201022011

2012 and analyzed for organic contaminants and lead; each of these composite samples contained
three to four fish of similar size (Appendix Kabke K-2). Samples collected in 2010 and 2012 were
analyzed for DDT and metabolites (DDE and DDD), 95 polychlorinated biphenyl congeners (PCBSs),
and 16 perfluorinated compounds (PFCs). Total lead (Pb) and polybrominated diphenyl ethers
(PBDESs) were analyzedty in samples collected in 2010. Samples taken in 2011 were analyzed
only for PFCs (i.e., these fish were not analyzed for total lead or other organic contaminants).

Concentrations of DDT, DDE, and DDD in all whdlsh samples from ISRO were below lisibf
detection (LOD, 10 ng/g wet weight for total DDT; AppendiXTlable L-5). With the exception of
one congener of PBDE in yellow perch from Lake Harvey and two congener groups of PCBs in
northern pike from Lake Richie and Sargent Lake, concentratidPBDEs and PCBs were below
limits of detection (1.02.0 ng/g for PBDES,13.5 ng/g for PCBs); the congeners detected had
concentrations of 1 to 2.7 ng/g. The concentrations of PFCs were low in whdiefisall lakes
sampled (rang6.12 5.1 ng/g). Lead @ncentrations were also low, averaging 13 ng/g wet weight
(range 1214 ng/g) in wholeyellow perch and 15 ng/g (ran@@i 22 ng/g) in whole northern pike.

The concentrations of the legacy and emerging organic contaminants measured in whole fish from
ISRO l&kes were substantially less than reported benchmark concentrations associated with adverse
effects on piscivorous birds or mammadegTable 9) and do not pose significant risks to the health

of piscivorous wildlife.

Pictured Rocks National Lakeshore (PIRO)

We studied five lakes at PIRBeaver, Chapel, Grand Sable, Legion, and Miners |laeeT &ble 1).

Fish and larval dragonflies were sampled in each lake in 2008 for the pilot study, followed by more
intensive sampling of food webs annually during 2@1012. Waters in these lakes spanned a broad
range in specific conductance, with mean values ranging fro8i@n in Legion Lake to 308S/cm

in Miners Lake. Lake pH also varied widely, from acidic conditions (mean pH 5.2) in Legion Lake to
basic pH (rang&.9 8.5) in the other four lakes (Table 37). Nsarface waters in all lakes were
undersaturated with dissolved oxygen (range in mean DD7.8.Thg/L) at the time of

measurement. The lakes had low to moderate concentrations of dissolved organic caamon (m
DOC, 2.3 8.4 mg/L) and sulfate (range 299 mg/L) (Table 37). The chemical composition of
Legion Lake, a topographically perched seepage lake (no inflowing stream), was similar to that of
rainwated poorly buffered with low pH and low specific condact® and differed substantially

from the other four lakes

62



Table 37. Summary of water quality measurements (mean * SE) in five lakes at Pictured Rocks National
Lakeshore, derived from annual in situ measurements and from analyses of water samples during 20107
2012.

Temperature DO! Conductivity pH? Sulfate DOC?
Lake ) (mgl/L) (mB/cm) (s.u.) (mg/L) (mg/L)
Beaver 17.7° 1.7 6.8 170° 3 8.5° 0.04 6.8° 1.2 3.8°0.38
Chapel 19.1° 2.9 7.4 182 ° 15 8.4°0.1 99°24 84°17
Grand Sable 16.0° 2.1 7.7 114° 3 79° 0.5 3.6°0.7 55°14
Legion 18.1° 2.0 5.7 9.0° 0.6 52°0.1 20°0.2 20°0.1
Miners 13.6° 2.3 7.9 309 ° 17 7.9° 0.6 6.6°04 5.9° 2.0

! Dissolved oxygen (DO) was measured in 2010 and 2011.
2DOC is dissolved organic carbon, and s.u. is standard pH units.

Mercury in Lakes and Food Webs

Saoll

Surficial soils were collected in 2012 along the nearshore margins of each lake. Total mercury
concentrations in soils frotie five lakes were positively correlated with percent loss on igiition
surrogate measure of organic matter coiitenpattern also observed in lacustrine sediments. Soils
from four of the five lakes (Beaver, Chapel, Grand Sable, and Miners lakestd&lanercury

ranging from 18 to 147 ng/g dry weight and methylmercury ranging from 0.01 to 0.74 ng/g dry
weight (Table 38); the fraction of total mercury present as methylmercury ranged from about 0.1% to
0.6% in soils from these four lakes. Soils from ioegLake had higher organic matter content,

higher concentrations of total mercury (198 ng/g), and much higher methylmercury (4.7 ng/g) and
percent methylmercury (2.4%) than soils from the other four lakes

Table 38. Total mercury, methylmercury (MeHg), percent MeHg, and percent loss on ignition in soll
sampled near lakes in Pictured Rocks National Lakeshore. Concentrations are reported for solil
composited from the top strata (upper 5 cm) of five cores taken in 2012 within 5 m of each lake margin.

Total Hg MeHg Percent Loss on ignition
Lake (ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) MeHg (%)
Beaver 17.8 0.014 0.08 7.4
Chapel 147 0.74 0.51 51.1
Grand Sable 22.8 0.09 0.37 5.5
Legion 198 4.71 24 70.6
Miners 44.0 0.25 0.57 13.4

Sediment
Surficial sediment wasampled from nearshore locations at each lake. Total mercury was generally
low (range 0.66.9 ng/g dry weight) and positively related to percent loss on ignition (Table 39).
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Methylmercury content in sediment ranged from 0.02 to 0.34 ng/g dry weight.altierfr of total

mercury present as methylmercury, an indirect indicator of microbial mercury methylation in

surficial sediment, ranged from 2.9% to 8.3%. Sediment from Legion Lake had higher organic matter
content, total mercury concentration, methylmeyaoncentration, and percent methylmercury than

the sediments from the other four lakes, a pattern also observed in soils

Table 39. Mean total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), percent MeHg, and loss on ignition in surficial
sediments (upper 5 cm) sampled from lakes in Pictured Rocks National Lakeshore during 20107 2012.
Surficial sediments were sampled from locations of concurrent larval dragonfly collection, within 2 m of
the shoreline.

Total Hg MeHg Loss on ignition
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) Percent (%)
MeHg
Lake n mean SE n mean SE (mean) mean range
Beaver 7 0.64 0.17 4  0.016 0.004 2.9 0.8 0.4i 1.6
Chapel 7 3.57 1.19 4 0.085 0.068 2.8 1.6 0.51 2.8
Grand Sable 6 152 &' 5 0.070 0.032 3.2 06' 0507
Legion 6 694 8" 3 0.341 8! 8.3 29" 2533
Miners 7 3.61 1.49 5 0.162 0.046 6.8 1.4 1.0i1 2.5

! Samples are reported for 2011 and 2012 only.

Water

Total mercury concentrations in lake water ranged from about 1.0 to 3.0 ng/L in unfiltered samples
and from 0.6 to 2.3 ng/L in 0.45m filtered samples. Filtgpassing total mercury accounted for 60%

+ 7% (SE) of the total mercury present in unfiltered samples (Table 40). Mean concentrations of
methylmercury ranged from 0.04 to 0.23 ng/L in unfiltered samples and from 0.02 to 0.12 ng/L
filtered samples, with filtepassing methylmercury accounting for 53%4% of the total

methylmercury present in unfiltered water. Methylmercury accounted for 6 @26 of the total
mercury in unfiltered samples and for 6.7%.4% of the total mercury in filtered samples. Chapel
and Miners lakes had higher aqueous concentrations of total mercury and methylmercury than the
other lakes studied at PIRO, with methylmercury concentrationstisoato five-fold those in the

other hree lakes

Seston

Total mercury in seston (suspended particulates in water) ranged from 44 ng/g dry wB&ghten

Lake to 224 ng/g in Chapel Lake (Table 41). Concentrations of methylmercury in seston were greater
in Legion (34 ng/g dry weight) and Chelf13 ng/g) lakes than in Beaver, Grand Sable, and Miners
lakes (range, 5.7 to 6.7 ng/Q).
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Table 40. Total mercury (Hg) and methylmercury (MeHg) in unfiltered water and 0.45-pm filtered water
sampled from lakes in Pictured Rocks National Lakeshore. Samples were collected near the center of
each lake at a depth of 17 2 m.

Total Hg (ng/L) MeHg (ng/L)
Unfiltered Filtered Unfiltered Filtered
Lake n' mean SE mean  SE n' mean SE mean SE
Beaver 6 098 0.11 0.56 0.13 6 0.041 0.004 0.022  0.008
Chapel 6 298 0.72 2.27 0.73 6 0.229 0.053 0.115 0.046
Grand Sable 6 152 0.19 1.15 0.19 6 0.111 0.018 0.074  0.025
Legion 6 150 0.29 0.57 8 ° 6 0.070 0.012 0.029  0.008
Miners 6 231 0.52 1.28 0.59 5 0.215 0.056 0.119 0.042

! n is the number of water samples collected and analyzed during 20107 2012.
2 Samples are reported only for 2010 and 2012.

Table 41. Total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in seston (suspended particles)
from five lakes in Pictured Rocks National Lakeshore.

Total Hg' MeHg

(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) P&;c:nt
Lake n> mean range n° mean SE (meag)
Beaver 2 44.2 35.7152.7 7 6.7 1.7 11.9
Chapel 2 224 1561 292 6 12.8 2.6 6.9
Grand Sable 2 53.3 4417 62.5 6 5.7 0.6 9.8
Legion 2 148 1301 167 5 33.8 5.0 23.0
Miners 2 188 1371 239 6 6.6 1.4 2.9

! Total Hg was not measured in seston sampled in 2010.

%n is the number of samples collected and analyzed for total Hg during 20117
2012 and for MeHg during 2010i 2012.

The fraction of total mercury present as methylmercury in seston ranged from about 3% to 23%.
Seston from Legion Lake had the highest concentraif methylmercury (34 ng/g) and the highest
percent methylmercury (23%), valuggo- to six-times those for seston from the other lakes at PIRO,
a pattern similar to that observed in soils and sediments

Zooplankton

Concentrations of total mercury andtimgmercury in bulk zooplankton were substantially higher in
Chapel and Legion lakes than in Beaver, Grand Sable, and Miners lakes (Table 42). The fraction of
total mercury present as methylmercury in zooplankton did not vary greatly among the five lakes,
with percent methylmercury averaging from 33% in Grand Sable and Miners lakes to 53% in Legion
Lake. The higher concentrations of methylmercury in Chapel and Legion lakes, relative to the other
three lakes, are consistent with the pattern observed inaihgyonents of the lower food web
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Table 42. Total mercury, methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in bulk zooplankton sampled from
lakes in Pictured Rocks National Lakeshore during 20107 2012.

Total Hg MeHg

(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) P&;c:nt
Lake n' mean  SE n' mean  SE (meag)
Beaver 6 63.2 18.4 7 28.2 5.2 45.8
Chapel 5 271 145 6 124 75.9 41.9
Grand Sable 6 69.6 34.8 6 18.3 7.4 32.8
Legion 6 231 85.1 5 133 61.4 53.4
Miners 4 94.4 28.0 6 29.4 19.7 32.8

! n is the number of samples collected and analyzed during 20107 2012.

Larval Dragonflies

Larvae from all six of the dragonfly families known to occur in the western Great Lakes region were
collected at PIRO. Larvae of the families Gomphidae, Corduliidae, and Aeshnidae were the most
widely distributed, inhabiting all five stly lakes and accounting for 73% of the 566 larvae analyzed
(Table 43). Of these three families, the gomphids were the most abundant, representing 46% of all
the larvae analyzed. Mean concentration of methylmercury in individual lakes ranged from 39 to 125
ng/g dry weight in gomphids, from 89 to 199 ng/g in corduliids, and from 75 to 249 ng/g dry in
aeshnids. Larvae from three other dragonfly families, including 35 cordulegastrids, 43 libellulids, and
73 macromiids were also analyzed. The cordulegastridi$hieatwo highest concentrations of
methylmercury observed in our study, averaging 404 ng/g dry weight in Grand Sable Lake and 266
ng/g in Chapel Lake. Larvae in the other four dragonfly families (aeshnids, corduliids, gomphids and
macromiids) from Grandable Lake had much lower methylmercury concentrations, averaging from
58 to 89 ng/g dry weight. In Chapel Lake, however, concentrations of methylmercury in other
dragonfly families were also relatively high, averaging 100 ng/g dry weight in gomphidsg/t2ia n
macromiids, 167 ng/g in aeshnids, and 199 ng/g in corduliids. Methylmercury accounted for more
than 75% of the total mercury in dragonfly larvae for most taxa and lakes (Table 43). Across the five
lakes, mean percent methylmercury ranged from 5486% in the gomphids and from 77% to

100% in corduliids.

Whole Prey Fish

We quantified total mercury in a total of six species of prey fish from the five study lakes at PIRO.
Mercury levels were low in whole mottled sculpin, which were sampled from fabedive lakes,

with mean concentrations ranging from 18 to 25 ng/g wet weight (Table 44). Moreover, mottled
sculpin did not exhibit the variation in mercury levels among lakes that was evident in coexisting
prey fishes, leading us to question the utidifythe mottled sculpin as a biosentinel for mercury.
Thereforepur evaluation of mercury in prey fish from PIRO lakes is based on results for the other
five specied yellow perch, rock bass, lowa darter, johnny darter, and central mudminnow.
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Table 43. Total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in families of larval dragonflies
collected during 2008 and 20107 2012 from Pictured Rocks National Lakeshore.

Total Hg MeHg
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) Percent MeHg
Lake Family n mean SE n mean SE mean SE
Beaver Aeshnidae 23 89 6.6 23 75 6.3 83 3.9
Corduliidae 17 105 13 17 97 12 92 1.8
Gomphidae 103 71 2.3 103 52 2.0 75 1.8
Macromiidae 56 81 4.2 56 56 3.9 70 2.8
Chapel Aeshnidae 4 182 35 4 167 34 92 7.4
Cordulegastridae 18 294 20 18 265 21 91 3.8
Corduliidae 2 191 61 2 199 82 100 11
Gomphidae 40 123 6.2 41 100 7.5 80 34
Macromiidae 6 152 18 6 122 23 78 6.9
Grand Sable Aeshnidae 18 108 6.8 17 86 8.1 78 5.1
Cordulegastridae 5 498 136 5 404 91 86 6.3
Corduliidae 4 112 21 4 89 27 77 11
Gomphidae 95 73 2.8 109 58 2.0 85 24
Macromiidae 11 112 4.9 11 86 54 77 5.0
Legion Aeshnidae 31 269 16 32 249 17 92 2.2
Corduliidae 19 220 9.4 19 183 13 82 2.9
Gomphidae 4 110 54 4 39 4.5 54 14
Libellulidae 23 196 14 28 179 11 95 1.7
Miners Aeshnidae 34 109 6.3 34 92 5.3 87 3.0
Cordulegastridae 11 168 11 12 129 8.3 78 5.2
Corduliidae 1 193 o} 1 179 o} 93 o}
Gomphidae 5 165 18 5 125 26 75 9.2
Libellulidae 14 115 5.5 15 101 6.9 86 4.0

Mercury levels in whole prey fish varied substantially among lakes and were highest in Chapel Lake
(Table 44). In yellow perch from Chapel Lake, mean concentrations were 184 ng/g wetinveight

small perch (total length100 mm) an®83 ng/g n | ar ge p e rl60hmmj, substasmtially | en gt
greater than mean concentrations in yellow perch from three other lakes. For comparison, mean
concentrations in small perch were 40 ng/g in Beaver Lake and 76 ng/g in Grand Sable Lake. In large
yellow perch, mercury averaged 87 ng/g in Miners Lake, 125 ng/g in Grand Sable Lake, and 163

ng/g in Beaver Lake. Whole rock bass from Chapel Lake also contained higher concentrations of
mercury (mean 244 ng/g wet weight) than rock bass from Beaver Laen (@8 ng/g) and Grand
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Sable Lake (124 ng/g). Mercury levels in whole lowa darter and johnny darter were also higher in
Chapel Lake than in Beaver and Grand Sable lakes (Table 44).

Table 44. Fish length and concentration of total mercury (Hg) in whole prey fish sampled during 2008 and
20107 2012 from five lakes in Pictured Rocks National Lakeshore.

Total length (mm) Hg (ng/g wet weight)l
Lake Species n mean range mean range
Beaver lowa darter 40 48 341 62 58 201111
johnny darter 41 50 38173 26 117 45
mottled sculpin 56 52 39174 25 13i 42
rock bass 4 172 1371 190 98 861 118
yellow perch
<100 mm 59 60 497 99 40 201 74
0100 mm 24 218 165i 292 163 9971 263
all total lengths 83 106 491 292 76 20i 263
Chapel central mudminnow 5 60 531 66 131 911174
lowa darter 46 54 31i 63 88 361 187
johnny darter 28 53 33170 61 237 106
mottled sculpin 3 50 451 56 18 17719
rock bass 49 147 421192 244 42i 841
yellow perch
<100 mm 5 88 697 98 184 627 291
0100 mm 64 145 1001 285 283 6471872
all total lengths 69 141 69i 285 276 62i 872
Grand Sable  lowa darter 51 46 28i 58 54 16i 100
johnny darter 60 43 351 57 42 71 76
mottled sculpin 42 50 351 77 22 127 49
rock bass 4 150 136i 171 124 751 177
yellow perch
<100 mm 24 71 621 87 76 571 105
0100 mm 44 135 102i 239 125 747 330
all total lengths 68 113 62i 239 107 571 330
Legion central mudminnow 101 81 52i 124 121 43i 289
Miners mottled sculpin 25 54 391 65 19 12i 35
yellow perch . -
56100 mm 28 231 134i 293 87 381 220

! Concentrations are in nanograms per gram (ng/g), which are equivalent to parts per billion.

The central mudminnow is the only species of fish known to inhabit Legion Lake, a small, clear
water, seepage lake with low DOC and low pH. Concentrations of menaii01 whole central
mudminnows from Legion Lake averaged 121 ng/g wet weight, ranged from 43 to 289 ng/g, and
were positively correlated with fish length (Figure Bhis isa commonly observed pattern. Mercury
levels in five small central mudminnow®ial length range, 36 mm) from Chapel Lake averaged
131 ng/g wet weight (SE 15 ng/g) and ranged from 91 to 174 ng/g. For comparison, the mean
concentration in 28 central mudminnows from Legion Lake within a similar size raniggo(5#mn)
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was notably lss (mean 77 ng/g, SE 4 ng/g) than that in small central mudminnows from Chapel
Lake

Predatory Fish (Axial Muscle)

We determined concentrations of total mercury in axial muscle (skinless fillets) from 460 adult
predatory fish collected during 2008 and 20A@12 from four lakes at PIRO (Table 45). Fishes
analyzed included northern pike, smallmouth bass, walleye, large rock bass, and large yellow perch,
all of which are considered to be largely piscivorous. We did not analyze axial muscle of fish from
LegionLake, which contained only central mudminnow, an omnivorous species.

Table 45. Total mercury (Hg) in axial muscle (skinless fillets) and length of predatory fish sampled from
four lakes in Pictured Rocks National Lakeshore in 2008 and 20107 2012.

Hg concentration Percent (number) of fish
Total length (mm) (ng/g wet weight)* exceeding benchmarks®

Human Fish health

health and
USEPA reprod.
Lake Species n  mean range mean range (300 ng/g) (500 ng/g)
Beaver northern pike 64 652 3451 971 357 155i 668 58 (37) 19 (12)
walleye 33 419 2751 557 425  194i 1,034 46 (15) 33 (11)
smallmouth bass 5 347 261i 410 263 1197 402 40 (2) 0
rock bass 4 172 1371 190 153 1297 182 0 0
yellow perch 33 211 1181 292 256 1561 436 21 (7) 0
Chapel rock bass 69 159 95i 231 498 1117 1,500 70 (49) 44 (31)
yellow perch 42 180 132i 285 604  178i 1,405 81 (34) 69 (29)
Grand Sable northern pike 61 616 3561 928 628 230i 1,693 95 (58) 62 (38)
rock bass 4 150 1361 171 250 1771 358 25 (1) 0
smallmouth bass 31 331 2341 456 548 2291 1,497 81 (25) 45 (14)
yellow perch 12 185 15471 239 275 1407 561 33 (4) 17 (2)
Miners northern pike 57 509 3701 805 255 1261 737 23 (13) 2(1)
yellow perch 45 230 134i 293 117 53i 292 0 0

! Concentrations are given in nanograms per gram (ng/g), which are equivalent to parts per billion.

2 Fish with Hg concentration exceeding the USEPA fish-tissue criterion for methylmercury (300 ng/g) and an
estimated benchmark level (500 ng/g) for adverse effects on fish health and reproduction.

Concentrationsf mercury in predatory fish were highest in Chapel and Grand Sable lakes and

lowest in Miners Lake. In Chapel Lake, mercury levels in yellow perch (mean 604 ng/g wet weight,
range 1781,405 ng/g) and rock bass (mean 498 ng/g, range113a0 ng/g) were wmsually high for

these species. For comparison, mean concentrations in yellow perch and rock bass from Grand Sable,
the other PIRO lake with high mercury levels in fish, were about half those in yellow perch and rock
bass from Chapel Lake (Table 45)
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Ecological and Health Risks of Methylmercury

Mercury levels in axial muscle tissue equate@dxceeded 500 ng/g wet weidghh estimated

benchmark concentration associated with altered biochemical processes, damage to cells and tissues,
and reduced reproductioof fish)in 138 (30%) of the 460 predatory fish analyzed from PIB&2 (

Table 45). This total included 60 of 111 fish (54%) from Chapel Lake, 54 (50%) from Grand Sable
Lake, 23 (17%) from Beaver Lake, aodefish (1%) from Miners Lake. In central mudmiows

from Legion Lake, the wholbody concentration of mercury &ix (6%) of the 101 whole fish

analyzed exceeded 200 ng/g wet weight, an estimated threshold associated with sublethal and
reproductive effects in fish (Beckvar et al. 2005).

Mean concentrains of mercury in whole yellow perch, a regionally important prey fish, exceeded

the estimated dietary threshold (40 ng/g wet weight in prey fish; Depew et al. 2012a) for reproductive
effects on piscivorous fish in all four lakes that contained yellowtp@rable 46). In Chapel Lake,

this reproductive benchmark for piscivorous fish was greatly exceeded in both small (<100 mm) and

|l arger (0100 seslableyd)l Thedietarptereskohd of 40 ng/g for reproductive

effects on piscivorous fish wadso exceeded in whole rock bass and lowa darter from Chapel,

Beaver, and Grand Sable lakes; in central mudminnow from Chapel and Legion lakes; and in johnny
darter from Chapel and Grand Sable lakes.

The screenindevel dietary benchmark for belted kingffier (30 ng/g wet weight in whole prey fish)
was exceeded in all or nearly pley fishspecies analyzed, except mottled sculpin, from Chapel,
Grand Sable, Miners, and Legion lakes (Table 46). In Beaver Lake,-thgy@benchmark was
exceeded in most leavdarter, yellow perch, and rock bass. For American mink, the scrdemngig
dietary benchmark (70 ng/g wet weight in whole prey fish) was exceeded in all or most of the rock
bass (Beaver, Chapel, and Grant|84akes), large yellow perch1 0 0 (Beaver Chapel, Grand
Sable, and Miners lakes), and central mudminnow (Chapel and Legion lakes) (Table 46).

Mercury levels in yellow perch, a preferred prey of adult common loons, exceeded dietary

benchmarks for adult common loons in three lakes at PIRO. Aoiulinon loons generally consume

prey fish in the totalength range of 10@50 mm (Barr 1996, Merrill et al. 2005). Mean
concentrations of mercury in |larger (0100 mm) w
(163 ng/g) and Grand Sable (125 ng/gkés exceeded the estimated dietary threshold (100 ng/g wet

weight in prey fish; Depew et al. 2012b) for adverse behavioral impacts of methylmercury in adult
common loonsgeeTable 44). In Chapel Lake, mercury levels in whole yellow perch also exceeded
thedietary benchmark (180 ng/g wet weight in prey fish; Depew et al. 2012b) associated with

significant reproductive impairment of adult common loons.

The central mudminnow is the presumed prey of common loons that forage on Legion Lake.
Concentrations of nreury in 101 whole central mudminnows sampled from the lake during 2008

and 20102012 averaged 121 ng/g wet weight; this mean concentration exceeds the estimated dietary
threshold (100 ng/g wet weight in prey fish) for adverse behavioral impacts of metbytyin

adult loons, but is less than the dietary benchmark concentration (180 ng/g wet weight in prey fish)
associated with significant reproductive impairment of adult loons (Depew et al. 2012b).
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Table 46. Percentages of whole prey fish from five lakes in Pictured Rocks National Lakeshore with
mercury levels exceeding screening dietary benchmarks for belted kingfisher (30 ng/g wet weight),
piscivorous fish (40 ng/g), and American mink (70 ng/g).

Percent of fish with Hg exceeding dietary
benchmarks for piscivorous fish and wildlife

Total
length Belted Piscivorous
(range, kingfisher fish American mink
Lake Species n mm) (30 ng/g) (40 ng/g) (70 ng/g)
Beaver lowa darter 40 347 62 80 70 35
johnny darter 41 38173 32 7 0
mottled sculpin 56 39174 37 5 0
rock bass 4 1371 190 100 100 100
yellow perch
<100 mm 59 491 99 68 44 3
0100 mm 24 165i 292 100 100 100
all lengths 83 4971 292 77 60 31
Chapel central 5 53166 100 100 100
mudminnow
lowa darter 46 31163 100 96 52
johnny darter 28 33170 96 89 25
mottled sculpin 3 451 56 0 0 0
rock bass 49 421192 100 100 90
yellow perch
<100 mm 5 697 98 100 100 80
0100 mm 64  100i285 100 100 98
all lengths 69 691 285 100 100 97
Grand Sable lowa darter 51 28158 92 80 14
johnny darter 60 351 57 87 57 3
mottled sculpin 42 35177 7 2 0
rock bass 4 1361 171 100 100 100
yellow perch
<100 mm 24 62i 87 100 100 75
0100 mm 44 102i 239 100 100 100
all lengths 68 627 239 100 100 91
Legion central 101 52i124 100 100 89
mudminnow
Miners mottled sculpin 25 391 65 4 0 0
yellow perch .
56100 mm 28 1347 293 100 93 61

However, he mercury to fish length legion illustrated in Figure fhdicates that the dietary mercury
exposure and assocated ecological risks of mercury to adult common loons foraging on Legion Lake
depend strongly on the size of mudminnows eaten by loons. Adult common loons commonly eat prey
fish ranging from 100 to 25@m in length (Barr 1996, Merrill et al. 2005). If foraging adult common
loons select mudminnows larger than 100 mm in Legion Lake, their dietary exposure to
methylmercury will be greater and the potential for adverse effects significantly increasedyrbased
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the toxicological benchmarks by Depew et al. (2012b) for behavioral and reproductive effects of
dietary mercury in adult common loons
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Figure 2. Concentrations of total mercury in whole central mudminnows from Legion Lake in relation to
total length of the fish. Fish were sampled from the lake during 2008 and 201071 2012.

The USEPA fiskissue criterion for methylmercury (300 ng/g wet weight), whiels derived to

protect the health of humans who eat noncommercial fish, was exceeded in 88 of 108 predatory fish
(81%) from Grand Sableake, including 95% of the northern pike and 81% of the smallmouth bass
(seeTable 45). In Chapel Lake, the USEPA fisésue criterion was exceeded in 83 (75%) of 111
predatory fishgeeTable 45), which included 81% of 34 large yellow perch and 70% of 49 rock bass.
Numbers and percentages of predatory fish exceeding the USEPA criterion in other lakes included 61
of 139 @4%) fish from Beavekake and 13 of 102 (13%) fish from Miners Lake. The

concentrations of mercury in axial fillets of predatory fish from Chapel, Grand Sable, Beaver, and
Miners lakes were high enough to warrant limited frequency of consumption ofigieseby

pregnant women, by women who may become pregnant, and by children under 15 years of age,
based on the fisbonsumption guidelines recommended by the Great Lakes Fish Advisory
Workgroup (compare Tables 8 and 45).

Lead and Organic Contaminants

In contrast to the results for mercury, the concentrations of legacy contaminants (DDT, DDE, DDD,
PCBs, and Pb)radl emerging contaminants (PBD&sd PFCs) in predatory fish from lakes at PIRO
were low commonly below analytical limits of detection.

Axial Musde

Analytical results for organic contaminants and lead in axial muscle (skinless fillets) of fish collected
in 2009, which were reported by Wiener et al. (2013), are briefly summarized here. Fifteen samples
of predatory fisB including 10 individual north@ pike, three composite (multiple fish) samples of
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northern pike, one individual walleye, and one individual smallmouttdbagse analyzed for

organic contaminants and total lead (AppendjXEble K1). Concentrations of DDT, DDE, DDD,
and PBDEs in alkamples from PIRO were below limits of detection, which were 10 ng/g wet weight
for total DDT and 1.02.0 ng/g for PBDEs (Appendix, Table L-6). Concentrations of PCB
congeners were also very low and were detected only in a single smallmouth bass fidrB&hia
Lake (range 0.8L.3 ng/g wet weight). Concentrations of PFCs were below the reporting limits of
0.50 to 2.0 ng/g for eight of nine analytes; concentrations of perflltogtanesulfonate (PFOS)

were low and ranged from 0.77 to 1.6 ng/g. The camagons of these legacy and emerging organic
contaminants in axial fillets of fish from the study lakes at PIRO do not pose significant risks to
human health, based on published guidelines for human consumption of spaediabe 8).
Concentrationsf lead in all samples were low, averaging 8 ng/g (rai@8 4g/qg) in the 13

individual and composite samples of northern pike from PIRO lakes. Lead concentrations were 7
ng/g in the smallmouth bass and 10 ng/g in the walleye.

Whole Fish

Twelve compositsamples of whole northern pike from Beaver, Grand Sable, and Minersflakes
composite samples of whole rock bass from Chapel;lfake composite samples of whole
smallmouth bass from Beaver and Grand Sable j&kescomposite samples of whole walldyem
Beaver Lakeand one composite sample of whole yellow perch from Chapel Lake were collected in
2010, 2011and 2012 and analyzed for organic contaminants and lead. Each composite sample
contained three to five fish of similar size (AppendixTableK-2). Samples collected in 2010 and
2012 were analyzed for DDT and metabolites (DDE and DDD), 95 polychlorinated biphenyl
congeners (PCBs), and 16 perfluorinated compounds (PFCs) and polybrominated diphenyl ethers
(PBDES). Total lead (Pb) was analyzed anlgamples collected in 2010. Samples taken in 2011
were analyzed for PFCs, PBDEs, and PCBs.

Concentrations of DDT and DDD were below limits of detection (10 ng/g wet weight for total DDT),
and concentrations of DDE ranged from below limits of detectianrhaximum of 31 ng/g

(Appendix L, Table 1-7). Congeners of most PBDEs were either not detected erledow the

reporting limits (& ng/g wet weight). For those PBDEs detected in samples, concentrations were less
than 5 ng/g. Concentrations of PCB comgies were also very low to below reporting limits (B®

ng/g). In the ten composite samples where PCBs were detected, concentrations of total PCBs ranged
from 2.5 ng/g in northern pike from Beaver Lake to 61.2 ng/g in northern pike from Grand Sable
Lake Concentrations of most PFCs were below the reporting limit of 0.12 ng/g; the maximum
concentration detected in the whdigh samples was 6.5 ng/g of perflugkactanesulfonate (PFOS)

in smallmouth bass from Grand Sable Lake. Concentrations of leachoraetectable to low

(maximum 13 ng/g wet weight) in northern pike and walleye and ranged from 24 to 47 ng/g in rock
bass and smallmouth bass.

The concentrations of these organic contaminants in whole fish from PIRO lakes do not pose
significant risk tathe health of fish and wildlife. Concentrations of DDT, PCBs, PBDEs, and PFOS
either were not detected, were below reporting limits or averaged substantially less than benchmark
concentrations associated with altered health and reproduction in witgif€gble 9).
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Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore (SLBE)

We studied four lakes at SLBBass Lake in Benzie County, Bass Lake in Leelanau County,
Manitou Lake on North Manitou Island, and Round LadexTable 1). Fish and larval dragonflies
were sampleth each lake in 2008 during the pilot study, followed by more intensive, annual
sampling of food webs during 2012012. Lake water, seston, and zooplankron were sampled near
the center of each lake basin.

Water quality varied little among the four lake#tsSLBE, relative to the variation observed among
study lakes at the other park units. Nearface waters in the four lakes had narrow ranges of mean
specific conductance (range 2885¢S/cm) and pH (range 8.8.7). All lakes were near saturation

with regards to concentration of dissolved oxygen (rangei 10.@ mg/L) at the time of

measurement. Mean dissolved organic carbon (DOC) in the four lakes ranged from 4.1 to 8.9 mg/L,
and mean concentrations of sulfate ranged from 5.8 to 10.4 mg/L (Table 47)

Table 47. Summary of water quality measurements (mean + SE) in lakes at Sleeping Bear Dunes
National Lakeshore, derived from annual in situ measurements and from analyses of water samples
taken during 201071 2012.

Temperature DO' Conductivity pH? Sulfate DOC?
Lake °c) (mg/L) (mB/cm) (s.u.) (mg/L) (mg/L)
Bass (Benzie) 166° 1.4 11.4 331°5 85°0.1 8.6° 0.5 41° 0.3
Bass (Leelanau) 151° 1.1 11.2 278 ° 45 8.6°0.3 5.8° 0.8 8.9°03
Manitou 16.2° 0.7 10.0 274° 2 8.7°0.3 10.4° 0.9 55°0.3
Round 15.8° 1.0 11.1 335° 4 85°0.2 9.5°0.8 6.4° 04

! Dissolved oxygen (DO) was measured during 2010 and 2011.
2DOC is dissolved organic carbon, and s.u. is standard pH units.

Mercury in Lakes and Food Webs

Sall

Surficial soils were collected atarshore margins of each lake. Total mercury in soils ranged from
2.3 to 61 ng/g dry weight, and methylmercury ranged from 0.03 to 0.47 ng/g dry weight (Table 48).
Total mercury was positively related to percent loss on ignition (a surrogate measwganat o

matter content), a pattern also observed in surficial sediments from the four lakes. The fraction of
total mercury present as methylmercury in soils ranged from 0.5% to 1.4%.

Sediment

Surficial sediments were sampled from nearshore sites at eacT @kl mercury in sediment from

the four lakes averaged from 3.2 to 19 ng/g dry weight and was positively related to percent loss on
ignition (Table 49). The concentration of methylmercury averaged from 0.05 to 1.64 ng/g dry weight.
The fraction of totaiercury present as methylmercury, an indirect indicator of microbial mercury
methylation in surficial sediment, averaged from 0.8% to 5.2%
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Table 48. Total mercury, methylmercury (MeHg), percent MeHg, and percent loss on ignition in soil
sampled near lakes in Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore. Concentrations are reported for soll
composited from the top strata (upper 5 cm) of five cores collected in 2012 within 5 m of each lake
margin.

Total Hg MeHg Percent Loss on
Lake (ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) MeHg ignition (%)
Bass (Benzie) 40.9 0.47 1.2 11.0
Bass (Leelanau) 2.3 0.03 1.4 0.8
Manitou 61.3 0.29 0.47 11.4
Round 22.3 0.27 1.2 8.1

Table 49. Mean total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), percent MeHg, and loss on ignition in surficial
sediments (upper 5 cm) sampled from lakes in Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore during 201071
2012. Surficial sediments were sampled from locations of concurrent larval dragonfly collection, within 2
m of the shoreline.

Total Hg MeHg Loss on ignition
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) Percent (%)
MeHg
Lake n mean SE n mean SE (mean) mean range
Bass (Benzie) 7 19.2 15.4 4 1.26 1.16 4.0 10 0.8i 28
Bass (Leelanau) 7 3.2 1.2 5 0.13 0.12 2.7 1.9 0.91 3.9
Manitou 5 11.7 6.4 4 0.05 0.02 0.8 11 0.77 30
Round 7 13.3 10.6 4 1.64 1.63 5.2 5.6 0.5i 16
Water

Concentrations total mercury in lake water averaged from 0.7 to 1.5 ng/L in unfiltered samples and
from 0.4 to 1.1 ng/L in 0.48m filtered samples. Filtepassing mercury accounted for 6998%

(SE) of the total mercury present in unfiltered samples (Table 50). Mean concentrations of
methylmercury averaged from 0.06 to 0.10 ng/L in unfiltered samples and from 0.04 to 0.05 ng/L in
filtered samples, with filtepassing methylmercury accountiftg 54%x+ 3% of the total

methylmercury present in unfiltered water. Methylmercury accounted for ¥ 88%6 of the total
mercury in unfiltered samples and for 7.6%92.2% of the total mercury in filtered samples.

Seston

Mean concentrations of total mergun seston (suspended particulates in water) ranged from 34 to
88 ng/g dry weight, and methylmercury averaged from 5.3 to 6.6 ng/g (Table 51). The fraction of
total mercury present as methylmercury in seston ranged from 5.0 to 19%

Zooplankton
Total mercuy concentrations in bulk zooplankton from the four lakes averaged from 87 to 137 ng/g

dry weight, and methylmercury averaged from 25 to 61 ng/g dry weight (Table 52). The fraction of
total mercury present as methylmercury in zooplankton ranged from 250840Zooplankton from
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Round Lake had the highest concentration of methylmercury (61 ng/g), nearly twice that in samples
from the other three lakes

Table 50. Total mercury (Hg) and methylmercury (MeHg) in unfiltered water and filtered water (0.45 pum)
sampled from four lakes in Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore. Samples were taken near the
center of each lake from a depth of 1712 m.

Total Hg (ng/L) MeHg (ng/L)
Unfiltered Filtered Unfiltered Filtered
Lake n' mean SE mean SE n' mean SE mean SE
Bass (Benzie) 5 1.07 0.03 0.69 0.10 6 0.085 0.012 0.047 0.013
Bass (Leelanau) 6 1.20 0.15 1.12 8 ° 6 0.087 0.009 0.038 0.012
Manitou 5 0.69 0.08 0.39 0.16 6 0.061 0.010 0.037 0.015
Round 6 1.50 0.30 0.93 0.12 5 0.099 0.024 0.054 0.011

! n is the number of water samples collected and analyzed during 20107 2012.
? Filtered samples were collected during 20117 2012.

Table 51. Total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in seston (suspended particles)
from four lakes in Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore.

Total Hg' MeHg
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) Pl\(jlrecljm
Lake n®> mean  range n> mean SE (mear%)
Bass (Benzie) 2 62.7 561 69 6 5.7 1.3 10.3
Bass (Leelanau) 2 88.0 617 115 6 5.3 1.3 5.0
Manitou 2 34.0 291 39 6 6.6 1.7 18.8
Round 2 88.2 761 100 5 6.1 1.6 6.3

! Total Hg was not measured in seston sampled in 2010.

2n is the number of samples collected and analyzed for total Hg during 20117
2012 and for MeHg during 2010i 2012.

Table 52. Total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in bulk zooplankton from lakes
in Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore during 20107 2012.

Total Hg MeHg
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) P&:;jm
Lake n®  mean SE n®  mean SE (meag)
Bass (Benzie) 4 137 68.3 5 32.3 6.3 34.1
Bass (Leelanau) 4 86.8 24.7 5 26.2 14.2 24.9
Manitou 5 89.3 52.2 5 24.6 5.7 40.9
Round 5 137 42.3 5 60.7 8.3 49.9

! n is the number of samples collected and analyzed during 20107 2012.
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Larval Dragonflies

Larvae of the families Gomphidae, Corduliidae, and Aeshnidae were the most widely distributed
dragonflies at SLBE, inhabiting all four lakes and accounting for 81% of the 546 larvae analyzed
(Table 53). Gomphids were most abundant, representing 71%lafvaké analyzed from the park.
Mean concentration of methylmercury in these three families rangetb 1f8)/g dry weight in
gomphids, 3179 ng/g in corduliids, and 4222 ng/g in aeshnids. Larvae from two other faniiliés

aeshnids from Round Lake was higher (222 ng/g dry weight) than that in all other dréagorifls
analyzed from SLBEhough the standard error (119 ng/g) of this mean was much greatendahan t
for other families (Table 53).

Table 53. Total mercury, methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in families of larval dragonflies
collected during 2008 and 20107 2012 from Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore.

Total Hg MeHg Percent
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) MeHg
Lake Family n mean SE n mean SE mean SE
Bass (Benzie) Aeshnidae 15 84 11 15 72 11 83 35
Libellulidae 3 150 29 3 129 24 87 1.7
Corduliidae 10 90 9.5 10 79 11 85 24
Gomphidae 66 58 5.5 63 46 4.6 74 2.3
Macromiidae 13 68 8.7 13 59 9.1 86 5.2
Bass (Leelanau)  Aeshnidae 2 63 2.6 2 47 4.4 75 3.8
Corduliidae 12 51 3.8 12 42 3.9 82 3.7
Gomphidae 133 47 1.3 134 35 1.2 75 1.5
Macromiidae 11 56 2.6 11 53 4.6 93 6.2
Libellulidae 5 32 4.5 5 24 5.0 70 5.9
Manitou Aeshnidae 27 77 3.0 27 57 3.5 74 3.4
Corduliidae 30 36 1.9 28 31 2.3 83 2.7
Gomphidae 95 40 29 95 31 2.3 76 2.0
Macromiidae 3 64 3.8 3 55 8.4 85 8.4
Round Aeshnidae 5 242 129 5 222 119 90 3.0
Corduliidae 10 49 19 10 40 19 75 3.2
Gomphidae 92 28 1.8 92 18 1.6 60 2.9
Libellulidae 14 64 17 14 52 14 76 3.9

In contrast, mean concentrations in other families of dragonflies sampled from Round Lake were
among the lowest observed at SLBE. The concentration in gomphid larvae from Round Lake, for
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example, averaged 18 nglgy weight. With the exception of aeshnids from Round Lake,
concentrations in dragonfly families were higher in Bass Lake (Benzie Céuawgraging 46 ng/g

dry weight in gomphids, 59 ng/g in macromiids, 72 ng/g in aeshnids, 79 ng/g in corduliids, and 129
ng/g in libellulid® than in the other three lakes at SLBE. Methylmercury accounted for more than
70% of the total mercury in dragonfly larvae for most families and study lakes at SLBE (Table 53).
Among the four lakes, mean percent methylmercury ranged@8mto 76% in gomphids and from
85% to 93% in macromiids.

Four dragonfly families (aeshnids, corduliids, gomphids, and macromiids) were collected and
analyzed from Lake Manitou on North Manitou Island (Lake Michigan). More than 10 km of open
water separatethe island from the Michigan mainland; thus, the assemblage of dragonflies in Lake
Manitou are distant from those in the three mainland study lakes at SLBE. Mean concentrations of
methylmercury in dragonflies from Lake Manitou ranged from 31 ng/g irutimsl and gomphids to

57 ng/g in aeshnids

Whole Prey Fish

We quantified mercury in six species of prey fish from SLBE. All six species were collected from
Bass Lake (Benzie), five species were collected from Round Lake, and two from Bass Lake
(Leelanaurnd Lake Manitou. Yellow perch were sampled from all four lakes and lowa darter from
three lakes. Each of the remaining four species (bluegill, rock bass, johnny aladteentral
mudminnow) was sampled from two lakes.

Mercury levels were generally tigst in prey fish from Bass Lake (Benzie) and lowest in Round
Lake (Table 54). In sntlayellow perch (total length ¥X00 mm), concentrations averaged 60 ng/g wet
weight in Bass Lake (Benzie), 17 ng/g in Round Lake, 25 ng/g in Bass Lake (Leelanau), afgd 33 ng
in Lake Manitou. In lowa darter, mean concentrations were 82 ng/g wet weight in Bass Lake
(Benzie), 23 ng/g in Round Lake, and 30 ng/g in Lake Manitou. Mean concentrations in rock bass
(142 ng/g), bluegill (82 ng/g), and johnny darter (24 ng/g) fronsRake (Benzie) exceeded those

in rock bass (92 ng/g) from Bass Lake (Leelanau) and in bluegill (32 ng/g) and johnny darter (14
ng/g) from Round Lake. In contrast, mercury levels in central mudminnows were similar in Bass
Lake (Benzie) and Round Lake (Tali4)

Predatory Fish (Axial Muscle)

In axial muscle tissue (skinless fillets), mercury levels were highest in predatory fish from Bass Lake
(Benzie), averaging 569 ng/g wet weight (rangei 2062 ng/g) in northern pike and 543 ng/g (range
234i 912 ng/g) inargemouth bass (Table 55). In Lake Manitou, mercury in smallmouth bass
averaged 369 ng/g and ranged from 109 to 916 ng/g. Concentrations of mercury were lower in
predatory fish from Round Lake and Bass Lake (Leelanau). In Round Lake, mercury averaged 272
ng/g (range 1050 ng/g) in largemouth bass and was 127 ng/g in a single smallmouth bass. In Bass
Lake (Leelanau), mercury averaged 176 ng/g (rang§é189ng/g) in northern pike and 274 ng/g

(range 11B708 ng/g) in largemouth bass. Within a given lakeamconcentrations of mercury in

fillets were generally much lower in black crappie, rock bass, and large yellow perch than those in
coexisting largemouth bass, smallmouth bass, and northern pike (Table 55)
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Table 54. Fish length and concentrations of total mercury (Hg) in whole prey fish sampled from four lakes
in Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore during 2008 and 201071 2012.

Hg (ng/g wet

Total length (mm) weight)*
Lake Species n mean range mean range
Bass (Benzie) bluegill 42 37 291 54 82 241 157
central mudminnow 21 62 38i 88 29 14772
lowa darter 40 45 31i 56 82 431 284
johnny darter 3 54 48i 61 24 117 39
rock bass 16 200 115i 243 142 71i 246
yellow perch 24 69 59 77 60 307107
<100 mm
Bass (Leelanau)  yellow perch
<100 mm 72 67 481 99 25 15143
0100 mm 11 117 10071 145 32 247 38
all lengths 83 74 48i 145 26 15i 43
rock bass 2 205 194i 216 92 571126
Manitou lowa darter 73 52 391 63 30 161 48
yellow perch
<100 mm 42 69 55i 93 33 18i 52
0100 mm 26 190 1157 264 74 271 139
all lengths 68 115 55i 264 49 181139
Round bluegill 61 38 21i71 32 101 74
central mudminnow 50 59 44178 34 12i 71
lowa darter 10 46 44751 23 10i 41
johnny darter 25 50 391 63 14 9i 24
yellow perch
<100 mm 4 78 7471 82 17 107 27
0100 mm 9 280 10071 319 48 31li64
all lengths 13 218 741 319 39 101 64

! Concentrations are given in nanograms per gram (ng/g), which are equivalent to parts per billion.

Ecological and Health Risks of Methylmercury

Concentrations in 25% of the smallmouth bass from Lake Manitou exceeded the estimated
benchmark tissue level (500 ng/g wet weight) associated with adverse effects of methylmercury
exposure, including altered biochemical processes, damage to cells agsl tisslireduced
reproduction in fishgeeTable 55). In Bass Lake (Benzie), concentrations in 41% of the northern
pike and in 54% of the largemouth bass exceeded tha@@Menchmark. The fishealth

benchmark was exceeded in 8% of the largemouth bassBass Lake (Leelanau) and in 7% of the
largemouth bass from Round Lake. Mercury levels in black crappie, rock bass, and large yellow
perch from the lakes at SLBE were below the-hglalth benchmarksgeTable 55).
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Table 55. Fish length and concentration of total mercury (Hg) in axial muscle of predatory fish collected
during 2008 and 20107 2012 from four lakes in Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore.

Hg Percent (humber) of fish
Total length (mm) (ng/g wet weight)* exceeding benchmarks®
Human Fish health
health and

Lake and USEPA reprod.
species of fish n mean range mean range (300 ng/g) (500 ng/g)
Bass Lake (Benzie)

largemouth bass 61 327 2191414 543 2341912 92 (56) 54 (33)

northern pike 17 500 3667 833 569 2067 1,762 77 (13) 41 (7)

black crappie 15 196 168i 262 198 891 291 0

rock bass 16 200 1157 243 259 1447 467 19 (3)
Bass Lake (Leelanau)

largemouth bass 36 337 230i 462 274 1131708 31(11) 8 (3)

northern pike 45 504 2851 656 176 891411 2 (1) 0

rock bass 2 205 194i 216 141 85i 196 0 0
Lake Manitou

smallmouth bass 71 380 2471 477 369 1091 916 51 (36) 25 (18)

yellow perch 24 211 154i 264 133 7971 296 0 0
Round Lake

largemouth bass 56 304 223i 400 272 1071 650 30 (17) 7(4)

smallmouth bass 1 321 o} 127 o} 0 0

yellow perch 8 303 289i 319 84 587 106 0 0

! Concentrations are given in nanograms per gram (ng/g), which are equivalent to parts per billion.

2 Fish with Hg concentration exceeding the USEPA fish-tissue criterion for methylmercury (300 ng/g) and an
estimated benchmark level (500 ng/g) for adverse effects on fish health and reproduction.

Mercury levels in whole yellow perch, a regionally important prey &siceeded the estimated

dietary threshold for reproductive effects on piscivorous fish (40 ng/g wet weight in prey fish; Depew
et al. 2012a) in most small (<100 mm) perch from Bass Lake (Benzie) and in about 80% of the larger
(0100 mm) per chandLlake Mani®o (Tablé 56). @dnaentrations were generally
below the 46ng/g threshold in yellow perch from Bass Lake (Leelanau) and in small yellow perch
from Round Lake and Lake Manitou. The-dflg threshold was also exceeded in most small whole
bluegil and in all lowa darter and rock bass from Bass Lake (Benzie).

Yellow perch are the preferred prey of adult common loons, which generally eat prey fish in the
totatlength range of 10@50 mm (Barr 1996, Merrill et al. 2005). Mean concentrations of mgrcu
in both smal/l (<100 mm) and | arger (0100 mm)
were substantially below the estimated dietary benchmark levels (Depew et al. 2012b) for adverse
behavioral (100 ng/g wet weight in prey fish) and reproducfifezts (180 ng/g) in adult common
loons geeTable 54).
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Table 56. Percentages of whole prey fish from four lakes in Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore
with mercury levels exceeding screening dietary benchmarks for belted kingfisher (30 ng/g wet weight),
piscivorous fish (40 ng/g), and American mink (70 ng/g).

Percent of fish with Hg exceeding dietary
benchmarks for piscivorous fish and wildlife

Total
length Belted Piscivorous
(range, kingfisher fish American mink
Lake Species n mm) (30 ng/g) (40 ng/g) (70 ng/g)
Bass (Benzie) bluegill 42 29154 95 79 64
central mudminnow 21 38i 88 38 10 5
lowa darter 40 31i 56 100 100 50
johnny darter 3 48i 61 33 0 0
rock bass 16  115i 243 100 100 100
yellow perch 24 59177 96 79 25
<100 mm
Bass (Leelanau) yellow perch
<100 mm 72 481 99 24 1 0
0100 mm 11 100i 145 55 0 0
all lengths 83 48i 145 28 1 0
rock bass 2 194i 216 100 100 50
Manitou lowa darter 73 391 63 45 8 0
yellow perch
<100 mm 42 557 93 55 17 0
0100 mm 26  115i 264 96 81 54
all lengths 68 551 264 71 41 21
Round bluegill 61 21i71 51 23 2
central mudminnow 50 44778 60 30 2
lowa darter 10 447 51 20 10 0
johnny darter 25 391 63 0 0 0
yellow perch
<100 mm 4 741 82 0 0 0
0100 mm 9 100i 319 100 78 0
all lengths 13 741319 69 54 0

! Concentrations are given in nanograms per gram (ng/g), which are equivalent to parts per billion.

The screeningevel dietary benchmark for belted kingfisher (30 ng/g wet weight in whole prey fish)
wasexceeded in all or nearly all of the bluegill, lowa darter, small yellow perch, and rock bass from
Bass Lake (Benzie) (Table 56). Mercury levels in about half of the lowa darter and small yellow
perch in Lake Manitou and in about half of the bluegill aedtral mudminnow from Round Lake

also exceeded 30 ng/g. Mercury levels in most of the small yellow perch from Bass Lake (Leelanau)
and in most or all of the lowa darter, Johnny darter, and small yellow perch from Round Lake were
below the 3éng/g benchmé.

The screenindgevel dietary benchmark for American mink (70 ng/g wet weight in whole prey fish)
was exceeded in 50% or more of the bluegill, lowa darter, and rock bass from Bass Lake (Benzie),
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rock bass from Bass Lake (Leelanau), and larger yellowge®1 00 mm) from Lake Ma
56). Mercury levels in nearly all of the other prey fishes analyzed were below-tigggyBenchmark
(Table 56).

In Bass Lake (Benzie), the USEPA fighsue criterion for methylmercury (300 ng/g wet weighit)
derived toprotect the health of humans who eat noncommercial fisas exceeded in 77% of the
northern pike, in 92% of the largemouth bass, and in 19% of the rockska3salle 55). In Lake
Manitou, concentrations in 51% of the smallmouth bass exceeded the USE#E#$stie criterion for
methylmercury. In largemouth bass, the USEPA criterion was exceeded in 30% of the fish from
Round Lake and in 31% from Bass Lake (Leelanau), whereas only 1 of 45 northern pike from Bass
Lake (Leelanau) exceeded the USEPA-fiskLe criterion. Except for three of the rock bass from

Bass Lake (Benzie), mercury levels in black crappie, rock bass, and large yellow perch from the
lakes at SLBE were less than the USEPA criters@e{able 55). The concentrations of mercury in
axial fillets of predatory fish from all four study lakes at SLBE were high enough to warrant limited
frequency of consumption of these fishes by pregnant women, by women who may become pregnant,
and by children under 15 years of age, based ofistheonsumptiorguidelines recommended by

the Great Lakes Fish Advisory Workgroup (compare Tables 8 and 55)

Lead and Organic Contaminants

In contrast to the results for mercury, the concentrations of legacy contaminants (DDT, DDE, DDD,
PCBs, and Pb) and emerging contamisgPBDEs and PFCs) in predatory fish from the lakes at
SLBE were low, commonly below limits of detection.

Axial Muscle

Analytical results for organic contaminants and lead in axial muscle (skinless fillets) of fish collected
in 2008, which were reportdry Wiener et al. (2013), are briefly summarized here. Sixteen samples
of axial muscle from the four lakes at SLBE were analyzed for organic contaminants and total lead
(Appendix K Table K1). These samples included northern pikegesamples of individal fish
andonecomposite sample), largemouth bamsdindividual fish andive composite samples), and
smallmouth basglffreeindividual fish andhreecomposite samples).

Concentrations of PBDEs and PCBs in axial muscle tissue were low (Apperihbk L-8).

PBDEs were detected (concentration rangélldng/g wet weight) in only two smallmouth bass

from Lake Manitou, and PCBongeners were detected (raiigéd 1.3 ng/g wet weight) in only one
smallmouth bass from Lake Manitou. Concentrations of DDDE, and DDD were below limits of
detection (10 ng/g wet weigfdr total DDT) in all samples. Concentrations of most PFCs were

below reporting limits (range, <0.5 to <2.0 ng/g); low concentrations of perflliodanesulfonate

were detected (range 01221 ng/g wet weight) in smallmouth bass from Lake Manitou and in
largemouth bass from Round Lake and Bass Lake (Leelanau). The concentrations of these legacy and
emerging organic contaminants in axial fillets of fish from the study lakes at SLBE do not pose
significant risks to human health, based on published guidelines for human consumption of sport fish
(seeTable 8). Concentrations of lead were also low in axial fillets,empeg 5 ng/g wet weight

(range3i 8 ng/g) in northern pike, 6 ng/g (rangelR ndg) in largemouth bass, and 6 ng/g (range 3

11 ng/g) in smallmouth bass.
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Whole Fish

Thirteen composite samples of largemouth bass from Bass Lake (Benzie), Badseleddeau) and
Round Lakefive composite samples of northern pike from Bass Lake (Benzie) and Bass Lake
(Leelanau)and six composite samples of smallmouth bass from Lake Manitou were collected in
2010, 2011and 2012 and analyzed for organic contaminants and lead. Each ofdhgsesite
samples contained four whole fish of similar size (AppendiX&ble k2).

Concentrations of PBDEs and PCBs were low in whole fish from SLBE (Appendialile L-9).
Only 3 of 17 PBDE congeners were detected in largemouth bass (concentrated.hégt ng/g
wet weight) from Bass Lake (Leelanau), Bass Lake (Benzie), and Roundih.akeallmouth bass
(1.27 3.9 ng/g) from Lake Manitgwand in northern pike (1i2.6 ng/g) from Bass Lake (Leelanau).
Few PCB congeners were detected (rangei @0.24hdg wet weight) in largemouth bass from Bass
Lake (Leelanau), Bass Lake (Benzie), and Round jLiak&amnallmouth bass from Lake Manitaand
in northern pike from Bass Lake (Leelanau). Concentrations of DDT and DD®bstaw limits of
detection {0 ng/g wetveightfor total DDT) in all samples, whereas DDE was detectddwatievels
(rangelGi 28 ng/g) in largemouth bass from Bass Lake (Leelanau), Bass Lake (Bandi®ound
Lake and in smallmouth bass (14 ng/g) from Lake Manitou. Low concentrations of W&@
detected (range 0.1B1 ng/g wet weight) in smallmouth bass from Lake Manitolargemouth
bass from Round Lake, Bass Lake (Benzie) and Bass Lake (Leelandui northern pike from
Bass Lake (Benzie) and Bass Lake (Leelanau). Concentratiteedofvere also low, avaging 16
ng/g wet weight (rang&2 19 ng/g) in whole lagemouth bass and 83 ng/g (ra®gé112 ng/g) in
smallmouth bass.

The concentrations of organic contaminants determined in whole fish from lakes at SLBE are
substantially beloweported benchmark concentrations associated with adverse effects on
piscivorous birds or mammalsgeTable 9) and do not pose significant risks to the health of
piscivorous wildlife.

Voyageurs National Park (VOYA)

We studied four lakes at VOYA, eachwlhich was sampled annually during 20@912. Three

lakes (Brown, Pearand Ryan) are small interior lakes (84 ha;seeTable 1) on the Kabetogama
Peninsulayhile Sand Point Lake is a much large/5@0 ha), deeper basin within the Nakaan

Reservoir (Kallemeyn et al. 2003). Waters in the four lakes had low specific conductance (range 22
66 €S/cm) and circumneutral pH (rangei6/67) (Table 57). All four lakes were near saturation with
regards to dissolved oxygen (range 143 mg/L) at the times @ur measurements. Mean

dissolved organic carbon (DOC) ranged from 9.2 to 13.2 mg/L, and mean concentrations of sulfate
were low, ranging from 1.5 to 5.0 mg/L
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Table 57. Summary of water quality measurements (mean * SE) in four lakes at Voyageurs National
Park, derived from annual in situ measurements and from analyses of water samples collected during
201071 2012.

Temperature DO Conductivity pH Sulfate DOC
Lake e (mgl/L) (mB/cm) (s.u.) (mg/L) (mg/L)
Brown 15.7° 0.5 10.4 22.0° 0.8 6.9 ° 0.02 15°0.1 9.6° 0.7
Peary 159° 0.1 10.7 25.6° 1.8 7.3°0.1 2.2°0.8 9.2° 07
Ryan 154° 0.4 10.6 ° 0.5 279° 3.3 6.6° 0.2 31°0.1 11.4° 0.8
Sand Point?® 15.7° 05 11.3 65.5° 3.9 7.7°0.1 5.0 13.2

! Dissolved oxygen (DO) was measured in 2010 and 2011 in Brown, Peary, and Sand Point lakes
and in 2010, 2011, and 2012 in Ryan Lake.

% Sulfate and dissolved organic carbon (DOC) in Sand Point Lake were measured in 2010 and 2012.

Mercury in Lakes and Food Webs

Soil

Surficial soils were collected akarshore margins of each lake during 2012. Concentrations of total
mercury averaged from 2.4 to 45 ng/g dry weight, and methylmercury averaged from 0.02 to 0.35
ng/g dry weight (Table 58). Total mercury was positively related to loss on ig(atsurrogte

measure of organic matter confeat pattern also observed in lake sediment. The fraction of total
mercury present as methylmercury ranged from 0.4% to 1.0%.

Table 58. Total mercury, methylmercury (MeHg), percent MeHg, and percent loss on ignition in soils
sampled near lakes in Voyageurs National Park. Means are reported for surface soil (upper 5 cm of core)
collected in 2012 within 5 m of the lake margin.

Total Hg MeHg Loss on ignition
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) Percent (%)
MeHg

Lake n  mean range mean range (mean) mean range
Brown 3 34 24i 43 0.35 0.3170.38 1.0 13 717
Peary 3 45 301 72 0.17 0.1210.22 0.4 15 51 36
Ryan 3 25 191 32 0.22 0.07i1 0.37 0.9 5.1 4.616.2
Sand Point 2 2.4 1.01 3.8 0.023 8t 1.0 0.6 0.3i 1.0

' One sample was analyzed for MeHg.

Sediment

Surficial sediments were sampled annually from nearshore locations at each lake durir2 2210
Concentrations of total mercury averaged fromt8.Z3 ng/g dry weight in the four lakes and were
positively related to percent loss on ignition (Tal®3. The mean concentrationrmaethylmercury in
sediment ranged from 0.10 to 3.9 ng/g dry weight. The fraction of total mercury present as
methylmercuryan indirect indicator of microbial mercury methylation in surficial sediment,
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averaged 2.3% in Sand Point Lake and was substantially higher in the other three inland lakes,
ranging from 9.6% to 12%

Table 59. Mean total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), percent MeHg, and percent loss on ignition in
surficial sediments (upper 5 cm) sampled from lakes in Voyageurs National Park during 20107 2012.
Surficial sediments were sampled from locations of concurrent larval dragonfly collection, within 2 m of
the shoreline.

Total Hg MeHg Loss on ignition
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) Percent (%)
MeHg
Lake n mean SE n mean SE (mean) mean range
Brown 7 11.6 1.4 4 1.59 0.77 12.1 6.7 3.1i11
Peary 7 18.1 15.6 5 3.93 3.87 10.1 20 0.81 58
Ryan 7 22.5 15.8 5 3.46 2.76 9.6 10 1.8i 27
Sand Point 7 3.7 0.5 5 0.10 0.05 2.3 13 0.6i 2.2
Water

Lake water was sampled annually during 2Q401.2, near the center of each lake basin. Mean
concentrations of total mercury in water ranged from 2.0 to 4.0 nglbfitered samples and from

1.4to 2.7 ng/L in 0.48m filtered samples. Filtgpassing total mercury accounted for 76%%

(SE) of the mercury present in unfiltered samples (Table 60). Mean concentrations of methylmercury
ranged from 0.16 to 0.18 ng/L unfiltered samples and from 0.07 to 0.16 ng/L in filtered samples,

with filter-passing methylmercury averaging 6#%1% of the total methylmercury present in

unfiltered water. Methylmercury accounted for 6.5%.1% of the total mercury in unfiltered

sanples and for 5.8% 1.0% of the total mercury in filtered samples

Table 60. Total mercury (Hg) and methylmercury (MeHg) in unfiltered water and 0.45-um filtered water
from lakes in Voyageurs National Park. Samples were collected near the center of each lake at a depth of
1i2m.

Total Hg (ng/L) MeHg (ng/L)
Unfiltered Filtered Unfiltered Filtered
Lake n® mean SE mean  SE n® mean SE mean SE
Brown 5 2.2 0.1 1.9 0.1 6 0.18 0.02 0.16 0.03
Peary 6 2.0 0.1 1.4 0.2 6 0.18 0.03 0.07 0.01
Ryan 6 4.0 0.1 2.7 8 ° 6 016 0.03 0.10 8 °
Sand Point 6 3.4 0.4 2.7 0.7 6 0.18 0.03 0.14 0.01

! n is the number of water samples collected and analyzed during 20107 2012.
2 Samples are reported only for 2010 and 2012.
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Seston

Total mercury in seston (suspended particulates in water) averaged from 75 to 347 ng/g dry weight,
and methylmercurgveraged from 7.5 to 28 ng/g (Table 61). The fraction of total mercury present as
methylmercury in seston ranged from 7% to 13%. The values for both concentration and percent

methylmercury are considered moderate to high for the Great Lakes region |qdytion Brown
Lake

Table 61. Total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in seston (suspended particles)
from lakes in Voyageurs National Park.

Total Hg' MeHg
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) Percent
MeHg

Lake n?  mean range n® mean SE (mean)
Brown 2 166 1131 219 7 28.3 9.1 12.8
Peary 2 211 18071 242 6 17.9 7.2 10.0
Ryan 2 347 2941 400 6 19.0 6.3 7.0
Sand Point 2 75 401 111 7 7.5 1.6 11.7

! Total Hg was not measured in seston sampled in 2010.

%n is the number of samples collected and analyzed for total Hg during 20117
2012 and for MeHg during 2010i 2012.

Zooplankton

Concentrations of total mercury in bulk zooplankton averaged from 97 to 251 ng/g dry weight in the
four lakes, and methylmercury averaged from 39 t0138 Agl¢ 62). The fraction of total mercury
present as methylmercury in zooplankton ranged from 40% to 62%. Values for both methylmercury
concentration and percent methylmercury in zooplankton are considered to be moderate to high for
the Great Lakes regio@oncentrations of both total mercury and methylmercury in seston and
zooplankton were higher in the three inland lakes (Brown, Peary, and Ryan) than in Sand Point Lake

Table 62. Total mercury, methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in bulk zooplankton from four lakes
in Voyageurs National Park during 20107 2012.

Total Hg MeHg
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) Pl\ellrec:nt
Lake n' mean SE n® mean SE (meag)
Brown 5 163 63 6 92 38 61
Peary 6 195 129 6 138 104 62
Ryan 6 251 95 5 129 53 40
Sand Point 6 97 50 6 39 18 45

! n is the number of samples collected and analyzed during 20107 2012.
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Larval Dragonflies

The Gomphidae, Corduliidae, Aeshnigdard Macromiidae were the most widely distributed

families of dragonflies collected at VOYA, inhabiting all four lakes and accounting for 90% of the
720 larvae analyzed (Table 63). Gomphids were most abundant, representing 59% of all larvae
analyzed. Mearoncentration of methylmercury in the four families rangeid®34sg/g dry weight in
gomphids, 70181 ng/g in corduliids, 9872 ng/g in aeshnids, andiZD4 ng/g in macromiids.
Seventyfive libellulids from three lakes were also analyzed, with mean coratimts of

methylmercury ranging from 64 to 109 ng/g. In Peary Lake, mean methlymercury concentrations in
all dragonfly families were less than 100 ng/g dry weight, whereas the other lakes had three or more
dragonfly families with mean concentrations geedahan 100 ng/gMethylmercury accounted for

more than 70% of the total mercury in dragonfly larvae for all families and lakes (Table 63). Across
the four lakes, percent methylmercury averaged from 71% to 89% in aeshnids, from 80% to 90% in
corduliids, flom 74% to 85% in gomphids, from 84% to 92% in libellulids, and from 85% to 95% in
macromiids

Table 63. Total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in families of larval dragonflies
collected during 2008 and 201071 2012 from Voyageurs National Park.

Total Hg MeHg Percent
(ng/g dry weight) (ng/g dry weight) MeHg
Lake Family n mean SE n mean SE mean SE
Brown Aeshnidae 26 214 13 26 172 10 81 2.6
Corduliidae 43 199 14 43 181 12 90 1.5
Gomphidae 72 105 4.3 72 83 4.5 82 8.0
Libellulidae 36 102 4.4 36 90 5.8 86 2.8
Macromiidae 11 172 15 8 142 21 85 4.2
Peary Aeshnidae 14 119 9.6 14 98 6.7 84 3.6
Corduliidae 13 76 55 15 70 9.1 80 6.3
Gomphidae 94 81 1.8 108 74 3.1 85 1.7
Libellulidae 20 76 4.0 20 64 4.8 84 34
Macromiidae 4 82 8.5 4 70 5.8 87 4.4
Ryan Aeshnidae 20 184 8.7 20 162 7.6 89 2.2
Corduliidae 31 158 8.5 29 137 8.2 83 25
Gomphidae 98 120 3.3 94 95 3.3 80 2.2
Libellulidae 19 120 7.1 19 109 6.1 92 24
Macromiidae 7 138 14 7 122 15 89 5.6
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Table 63 (continued). Total mercury (Hg), methylmercury (MeHg), and percent MeHg in families of larval
dragonflies collected during 2008 and 20107 2012 from Voyageurs National Park.

Total Hg
(ng/g dry weight)

MeHg
(ng/g dry weight)

Percent
MeHg

Lake Family n mean SE n mean SE mean SE
Sand Point  Aeshnidae 4 188 16 4 129 9.4 71 10
Corduliidae 35 178 13 36 157 13 88 1.7
Gomphidae 137 114 24 137 84 2.7 74 1.9
Macromiidae 10 217 15 10 204 11 95 2.7

Whole Prey Fish

Yellow perch, a regionally widespread and abundant fiseywere sampled from Brown, Peary,

Ryan, and Sand Point lakes during 200®12 and analyzed whole for total mercury. Mean
concentrations of mercury in small yellow perch (<100 mm) were substantially lower in Peary Lake
(36 ng/g wet weight) than those the other three lakes, which ranged from 101 to 107 ng/g (Table
64). Mercury concentrations in 11 whole lowa darters (total length: mean 48 mm, ra6Qen)

from Ryan Lake averaged 131 ng/g and ranged from 57 to 224 ng/g. Mercury concentratior’s were 5
ng/g in each of two whole johnny darters (total leng87sand 51 mm) from Sand Point Lake

Table 64. Fish length and concentration of total mercury (Hg) in whole yellow perch sampled in 20097
2012 from lakes in Voyageurs National Park.

Total length Hg
(mm) (ng/g wet weight)*
Total length
Lake group n mean range mean range
Brown <100 mm 111 54 42197 101 32i 175
0100 mm 4 116 1041 138 161 73i 310
all lengths 115 56 421138 103 32i 310
Peary <100 mm 116 48 37190 36 151 58
0100 mm 3 104 1021 106 71 571 84
all lengths 119 49 371106 37 15i 84
Ryan <100 mm 98 59 417 97 107 53i 198
0100 mm 4 110 104i 115 178 112i 276
all lengths 102 61 417 115 110 53i 276
Sand Point <100 mm 129 59 47199 104 481196
6100 mm 2 112 103i 121 104 79i 129
all lengths 131 60 471121 104 48i 196

! Concentrations are given in nanograms per gram (ng/g), which are equivalent to parts
per billion.

Predatory Fish (Axial Muscle)
We analyzed axial muscle tissue (skinless fillets) from 248 adult northern pike sampled during 2009
2012 for total mercury (Table 65). Mercury levels were highest in northern pike from Ryan Lake,
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averaging 071 ng/g and ranging from 354 to 2192 ng/g wet weight. Concentrations were lowest in
northern pike from Peary Lake, averaging 506 ng/g and ranging 180 to 1329 ng/g. Mercury

levels were intermediate in northern pike from Sand Point Lake (mean 773 ng/g, rang8 2247

ng/g) and Brown Lake (mean 860 ng/g, rangei 3395 ng/g). Concentrations of mercury were high
in axial muscle tissue from threelleyes from Sand Point Lake, averaging3B ng/g and ranging

from 980 to 1304 ng/g (Table 65).

Table 65. Fish length and concentrations of total mercury (Hg) in axial muscle tissue of predatory fish
collected during 20097 2012 from four lakes in Voyageurs National Park.

Hg concentration Percent (number) of fish

Total length (mm) (ng/g wet weight)l exceeding benchmarks?

Human Fish health

health and

USEPA reprod.

Lake Species n mean range mean range (300 ng/g) (500 ng/g)
Brown northern pike 50 487 3127 639 860 336i 3,305 100 (50) 90 (45)
Peary northern pike 70 552 398i 780 506 18071 1,329 87 (61) 40 (28)
Ryan northern pike 69 485 358i 589 1071 3547 2,192 100 (69) 90 (62)
Sand Point  northern pike 59 501  248i 810 773 217i2,372 90 (53) 54 (32)
walleye 3 409 384i 433 1138 980i 1,304 100 (3) 100 (3)

! Concentrations are given in nanograms per gram (ng/g), which are equivalent to parts per billion.

2 Fish with Hg concentration exceeding the USEPA fish-tissue criterion for methylmercury (300 ng/g) and an
estimated benchmark level (500 ng/g) for adverse effects on fish health and reproduction.

Trends

Longterm studies of mercury at VOYA (e.g., Sorensen et al. 2005, Wiener et al. 2006, Brigham et
al. 2014) allow amssessment of temporal trends that is not presently feasible with data available for
the other parks studied. Analyses of sediment cores and forest soils have shown that atmospheric
deposition is the dominant pathway for entry of mercury into VoyageursidaPark and that most

of the mercury present in lakes and watersheds in the park is from anthropogenic sources (Wiener et
al. 2006). The wet deposition of total mercury, sulfate, and hydrogen ion have decreased in northern
Minnesota during 1998012, and concurrent patterns in methylmercury concentrations in four

inland lakes at VOYA including three of the lakes in the present séugyere examined by

Brigham et al. (2014). Concentrations of methylmercury in water and of total mercury in small

yellow perchdecreased during 2002012 in two of the four lakes (Peary and Ryan), but increased in
one lake (Brown). No trends were evident in the fourth lake (Shoepack) during the same time
interval, possibly because disturbances caused by a forest fire and lmtiaitgria the watershed

that may have influenced the microbial methylation of mercury and the subsequent bioaccumulation
of methylmercury in the food web in that lake

Ecological and Health Risks of Methylmercury

It can be reasonably inferred that methghaury exposure is adversely affecting the health and
reproduction of piscivorous fishes in VOYA lakes, based on mercury levels in northern pike,
walleye, and prey fish. In northern pike, mean concentrations of mercury in axial musclesggsue (
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Table 65)exceeded 500 ng/g wet weight, a benchmark level associated with altered biochemical
processes, damage to cells and tissues, and reduced reproduction of fishes. In individual fish, the
500-ng/g benchmark was exceeded in 167 (67%) of the 248 northerrrqikeHe four lakessge

Table 65) and in all of the walleyes from Sand Point Lake. Mean concentrations of mercury in whole
yellow perch in three of the four lakes at VOYgegTable 64), in whole lowa darters from Ryan

Lake (131 ng/g), and in johnny daddrom Sand Lake (52 ng/g) exceeded the estimated dietary
threshold (40 ng/g wet weight in prey fish; Depew et al. 2012a) for reproductive effects of
methylmercury in piscivorous fish. The yellow perch is very important in the diets of northern pike
(Soupr et al. 2000) and walleye (Colby et al. 1979), and it can be reasonably inferred that predation
on yellow perch is an important trophic pathway for methylmercury exposure of these piscivores in
many lakes at VOYA.

Yellow perch are also the preferred po#yadult common loons, which generally eat prey fish in the
totaklength range of 10@50 mm (Barr 1996, Merrill et al. 2005). Concentrations of mercury in

both small (<100 mm) and | arger (0100 mm) whol e
and SandPoint;seeTable 64) exceeded the estimated dietary threshold (100 ng/g wet weight in prey

fish; Depew et al. 2012b) for adverse behavioral impacts of methylmercury in adult common loons.

About half of the whole yellow perch analyzed from Brown, Ryan,Zamttl Point lakes had

mercury concentrations exceeding the estimated dietary threshold of 100 ng/g for behavioral impacts

on adult common loons (Table 66).

Table 66. Percentages of whole yellow perch from four lakes in Voyageurs National Park with mercury
levels exceeding dietary benchmarks for belted kingfishers (30 ng/g wet weight), American mink (70
ng/g), and adult common loons (100 ng/g).

Percent of yellow perch with Hg exceeding dietary

Total length (mm) benchmarks for piscivorous fish and wildlife
Belted
length length kingfisher American mink Common loon
Lake N group range (30 ng/g) (70 ng/g) (100 ng/g)
Brown 111 <100 421 97 100 94 48
4 0100 1047 138 100 100 75
115 all fish 427138 100 94 49
Peary 116 <100 37190 72 0 0
3 0100 102106 100 67 0
119 all fish 371 106 72 2 0
Ryan 98 <100 417 97 100 93 55
4 0100 1041 115 100 100 100
102 all fish 417 115 100 93 57
Sand Point 129 <100 47199 100 87 50
2 0100 103i 121 100 100 50
131 all fish 477121 100 87 50

In addition, mean concentrations of mercury in yellow perch with total lengths of 200 mm or greater
were 161 ng/g wet weight in Brown Lake and 178 ng/g in Ryan Lake, levels near the dietary
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benchmark (180 ng/g wet weight in prey fish) associated witlifisignt reproductive impairment of

adult common loons (Depew et al. 2012b). None of the whole yellow perch from Peary Lake had
mercury concentrations exceeding the estimated dietary threshold of 100 ng/g for behavioral impacts
on adult common loons

The seeeninglevel dietary benchmark for belted kingfisher (30 ng/g wet weight in whole prey fish)
was exceeded in all prey fish (yellow perch, lowa darter, and johnny darter) analyzed from Brown,
Ryan, and Sand Point lakes and in 72% of the yellow perch fearyRake (Table 66). The
screeningevel dietary benchmark for American mink (70 ng/g wet weight in whole prey fish) was
exceeded in about 90% of the whole yellow perch analyzed from Brown, Ryan, and Sand Point lakes
(Table 66). Few (2%) of the yellow mér from Peary Lake had mercury levels exceeding the
benchmark for American mink.

The high mercury levels in fillets of piscivorous fish from VOYA lakes also pose health risks to
humans who consume game fish from these water bodies. Mean concentratiensuoy m

northern pike from all four lakes and in walleye from Sand Point Lake substantially exceeded the
USEPA fishtissue criterion of 300 ng/g wet weight, which was derived to protect the health of
humans who eat noncommercial fish. Moreover, the US&Ré&rion was exceeded in 233 (94%) of

the 248 northern pike analyzed from the four lakes and was substantially exceeded in the three
walleyes from Sand Point Lake. The fish consumption guidelines recommended by the Great Lakes
Fish Advisory Workgroup indate that pregnant women, women who may become pregnant, and
children under 15 years of age should greatly limit (e.g., one meal per month) or completely avoid
consumption of predatory game fish from the four study lakes at VOYA (compare Tables 8 and 65).

Lead and Organic Contaminants

In contrast to the results for mercury, the concentrations of legacy contaminants (DDT, DDE, DDD,
PCBs, and Pb) and emerging contaminants (PBDEs, and PFCs) in northern pike from the lakes at
VOYA were low, commonly belowimits of detection.

Axial Muscle

Analytical results for organic contaminants and lead in axial muscle (skinless fillets) of fish collected
in 2009, which were reported by Wiener et al. (2013), are briefly summarized here. Ten composite
samples of northerpike from the four lakes at VOY& each composite containing an equivalent
mass of axial muscle from four or five fish of similar length from a singledlakere analyzed for
organic contaminants and total lead (AppendjxXi&ble k1). Concentrations of PCBBBDES,

DDT, DDE, and DDD in all samples from VOYA were below limits of detection, which weie 6.5
ng/g for PCBs, 11i®2.0 ng/g for PBDES, and 10 ng/g wet weight for total DDT (Appendikable

L-10). Concentrations of PFCs were low (range 10580 ngg wet weight) in northern pike from

Brown and Sand Point lakes and were below reporting levels2(0.5g/g wet weight) in northern

pike from Peary and Ryan lakes. The concentrations of these legacy and emerging organic
contaminants in axial fillets ofgh from the four lakes at VOYA do not pose significant risks to
human health, based on published guidelines for human consumption of spaediabie 8).

Lead concentrations were also low, averaging 8 ng/g wet weight (ra8¢eng@/g) in northern pike

from the four lakes.
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Whole fish

Twenty-five composite samples of whole northern pike sampled from the four lakes in 2010, 2011,
and 2012 were analyzed for selected organic contaminants and total lead. Each of these composite
samples contained three to fdish of similar size (Appendix KTable K2).

Concentrations of DDT, DDE, DDD, and PCBs in all samples of whole northern pike were below
limits of detection, which were 10 ng/g wet weight for total DDT an8l3 ng/g wet weight for

PCBs (Appendix LTable L-11). Concentrations of PFCs and PBDEs in northern pike from each
lake were either below reporting levels (PFC range,i@.BD ng/g wet weight; PBDE range, 1200

ng/g) or were low (PFC range, 0i239 ng/g wet weight; PBDE range, 1107 ng/g). ©ncentrations

of lead were also low, aveging 10 ng/g wet weight (ran@g€18 ng/g) in whole northern pike from

the four lakes. The concentrations of legacy and emerging organic contaminants analyzed in whole
northern pike from lakes at VOYA are substaitibelow reported benchmark concentrations
associated with adverse effects on piscivorous birds or mamsealBable 9) and do not pose
significant risks to the health of piscivorous wildlife.

Regional Assessment of Bioaccumulative Contaminants
Mercury

Total Mercury in Surficial Sediment and Soil

Concentrations of total mercury in surficial bed sediment and adjacent soils from the six park units
were generally typical of those in the western Great Lakes region. Much of the variation in total
mercury within and among park units was related to variability in the organic matter content of soils
and sedments, as indicated by the linear relation between mercury concentration and percent loss on
ignition (a surrogate measure of organic matter content; Figuaep@ttern commonly observed in

soil and surficial sediment

At GRPO, mercury levels in soil and sedment, expressed as a function of organic content, were
substantially greater (about fefold) those in samples collected concurrently from the other five
park units (Figure 3). The ratios of total mercury to organic content in soils and sediments from the
other five national parks were similar, with estimated soil Hg:C molar ratios of about 3.8 x 10
(Rolfhus et al. 2015a).

We hypothesize that the locald&zenrichment of mercury in soils and sediments at GRPO resulted in
part from the use of vermilion in historic fur trading (Rolfhus et al. 2015a). Vermilion, a synthetic
mercuric sulfide pigment derived from cinnabar ore, was a principal trade item aimctiggt18th

century fur trade. For example, the Northwest Fur Company inventoried more than 100 pounds (45
kg) of vermilion in goods remaining at Grand Portage after seasonal trading in 1797 (White 2004).
Moreover, concentrations total mercury irh@rizan soils at three locations along the historic trail
were 1.7 to 2.4old those in Ahorizon soils, with no apparent local geogenic source (Laurel
Woodruff, US Geological Survey, St. Paul, MN, personal communication).

Atmospheric deposition is the primarodern pathway for entry of mercury into ecosystems within
the western Great Lakes Region encompassing the six park units. The analyses of dated lacustrine
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sediments show that most of this atmospherically deposited mercury is from anthropogenic emissions
(Swain et al. 1992, Wiener et al. 2006, Engstrom et al. 2007, Drevnick et al. 2012).
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Figure 3. Relation of total mercury (Hg) in surficial soil (upper panel) and sediment (lower panel) to
percent loss on ignition (a surrogate measure of organic matter content) in six national park units in the
Great Lakes region. The provisional estimate for Hg in soil from Grand Portage Creek at GRPO (Table
11) was not included in the figure.

Total Mercury in Surface Water

Aqueous concentrations of total mercury provatleapproximate measure of mercury contamination

in natural waters because of variation among water bodies in the fraction present as methylmercury.
Lakes within five of the park units (excluding GRPO streams) had concentrations of unfiltered and
filter-pasing total mercury that were typical of the western Great Lakes region (Wiener et al. 2006).
Concentrations of filtepassing total mercury in water from the six park units were correlated with
dissolved organic carbon (Figure 4), a finding in agreemeéhtatier research showing that the
hydrologic transport of organic matter from watersheds influences total mercury levels in water. In
GRPO streams, the concentrations of total mercury were at the upper end of the range reported for
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streams across the regi(Rolfhus et al. 2015a) and were generally greater than those in lakes
(Figure 4). At INDU, the concentrations of total mercury in the Great Marsh were typical of those in
regional wetland environments (Brigham et al. 2009).
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Figure 4. Relation of filter-passing total mercury (Hg) in water to dissolved organic carbon (DOC) in water
bodies at six national park units in the Great Lakes region. All of the streams were at GRPO and the
Great Marsh (marsh) is at INDU.

Methylmercury in Lower Food Web

Our analyss of methylmercury in sediments, soils, and water indicated active microbial methylation
of inorganic mercury, with detectable levels of methylmercury in all sampled components of the
lower food web. The concentrations of methylmercury in the lower fadnwaried substantially

among the 23 water bodies studied, both within and among the six park units (Figure 5). The
methylmercury concentrations in soil and sediment were consistent with other regional observations,
except for the unusually high levels ebged along streams at GRPO (Rolfhus et al. 2015a). Organic
matter content explained 68% and 73% of the variation in methylmercury concentrations in sediment
and soil, respectively, among lakes studied in the other five park units. As with total méresyi| t

and sediment from GRPO had three to four times the amount of methylmercury per amount of
organic carbon than the mean for the other five parks. Water at GRPO also had higher
methylmercury concentrations than water at the other parks. Streamdlgdraem higher

methylmercury concentrations than lakes, and the GRPO values were also at the high end of the
range of concentrations reported in stream waters across the region (Rolfhus et al. 2015a).

Methylmercury concentrations in filtered lake watersveigher in the two park units in the
northwestern portion of the studied region (VOYA and GRPO) than in the two parks in the
southeastern part of the study area (INDU and SLBE), whereas concentrations at ISRO and PIRO
were intermediateseeFigure 5). Tlhs spatial pattern in aqueous methylmercury does not parallel the
distribution of anthropogenic emissions or wet deposition of total mercury in the Great Lakes region,
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given that atmospheric emissions and concentrations of total mercury in wet depositioeatest

in the area south and east of Lake Michigan (Risch et al. 2012a, Wiener et al. 2012b, Gratz et al.

2013).
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Figure 5. Concentrations of methylmercury (MeHg) in three components of the lower aquatic food web in
six national park units in the western Great Lakes region. Bars represent the mean (x SE) for all waters
within each park, with each lake or stream averaged during 20107 2012. GRPO = Grand Portage, VOYA
= Voyageurs, ISRO = Isle Royale, PIRO = Pictured Rocks, SLBE = Sleeping Bear Dunes, INDU = Indiana

Dunes.

The relation between concentrations of methylmercury in filtered water and dissolved organic carbon
was weakethan that for total mercury, indicating that multiple factors were likely influencing
methylmercury levels in park waters. Variables usually associated with high methylmercury levels in
water and aquatic food webs include low pH, wetland and forest absso)ved sulfate, dissolved
organic carbon, watdevel fluctuation, low biotic productivity, and food web structure (Chen and
Folt 2005 Sorensen et al. 200®iener et al. 2003, 2008righam et al. 2009Chasar et al. 2009

Evers et al. 2011Chen efal. 2012). Results for specific lakes with elevated methylmercury levels

in water and plankton in our study indicate that a variety of factors likely enhanced microbial
production of methylmercury; these factors include high DOC and moderately low pbvat Bnd

Ryan lakes (VOYA), high DOC at Lake Harvey (ISRO), high sulfate at Chapel Lake (PIRO), and

low pH at Legion Lake (PIRO)

Both methylmercury concentration and the percent of total mercury present as methylmercury
increased through the lower food wélne percent methylmercury in abiotic and food web

components (mean N SE),

were 1.0 £ 0.1% in soil across all park units, 4.0 £ 0.6% in bulk sediment, 8.9 + 1.2% in filtered
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water, 12+ 2.3% in seston, and 43 £ 2.5% in bulk zooplankton. Percent methylmercury in these
components were within the ranges of regional values (Rolfhus et al. 2011) and did not vary greatly
by park unit.

The greatest trophistep increase in methylmercury contration in the aquatic food webs was

between water and seston, a widely reported pattern. Methylmercury levels in seston were variable,

but showed a weak positive relation to the filtered water values. This variability is to be expected,

given the varietyf living and detrital material that is sampled in suspension, as well as its varying
capacity to bind methylmercury (Rolfhus et al. 2011). Bulk zooplankton showed a much stronger
correlation with methylmercury in filtered water (Figure 6), indicatingange r a | -ufplbo tctoomh r o |
of methylmercury content in the food web. Thus, factors affecting the production and transport of
methylmercury in aquatic systems strongly influence concentratigoneyrfish and predatory fish
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Figure 6. Relation of park mean concentration of methylmercury (MeHg) in bulk zooplankton to that in
045-em filtered water from | akes and Middle Lagoon. Poin
all waters within each park, with each lake averaged during 2010-2012.

Larval Dragonflies as Biosentinels of Methylmercury in Food Webs

Published findings from this and other studies show that larval dragonflies are useful biosentinels of
methylmercury in aquatic food webs in the western Great Lakes region (Haro et al. 2013, Haro 2014
Jeremiason et al. 2016). Mean concentrations of methylmercury in three regionally widespread
families of dragonfly (Aeshnidae, Corduliidae, and Gomphidae; data grouped by family and park
unit) were highest at GRPO, PIRO, and VOYA. Most of the mercuseptan larvae was
methylmercury, with percent methylmercury in larval dragonflies (data for all families combined;
mean with 95% confidence interval) averaging 92.9 + 2.0% at GRPO, 82.5 + 2.0% at VOYA, 79.7 £
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1.7% at PIRO, 76.9 £ 4.1% at INDU, 74.4 + 1.3%SLBE, and 69.3 + 2.0% at ISRO. The high

percent methylmercury in larvae at GRPO coincided with the highest percent methylmercury in
unfiltered water, but the other park means did not show a consistent pattern between percent
methylmercury in dragonfleand water. Based on these findings, we conclude that the determination
of total mercury in dragonflies, which requires substantially less effort and cost than determination of
methylmercury, would provide reasonable, indirect estimates of methylmenciaryal dragonflies

in the western Great Lakes region. Within a given dragonfly taxon, mercury levels in larval
dragonflies generally reflected those in coexisting fish across the water bodies studied (Figure 7).

All of the water bodies included in thegsent study supported sslistaining fish populations.

However, dragonflies emerging as adults from fishless marshes and bogs provide a potentially
important pathway for dietary exposure of terrestrial insectivores to methylmercury (Chumchal and
Drenner ®15). Moreover, recent studies have shown that some invertivorous passerine songbirds
that feed in wetland habitats are at risk to methylmercury exposure (Gann et al. 2015, Jackson et al.
2015)

Regional Patterns in Biomagnification of Methylmercury

To assess the biomagnification of methylmercury in food webs, we calculated bioaccumulation

factors for methylmercury in seston, bulk zooplankton, and larval dragonflies relative to

concentrations of methylmercury in unfiltered water from the water bodigiedtin the six park

units (Figure 8). For prey fish, we calculated bioaccumulation factors based onbelgle

concentrations of total mercury, which exists almost entirely as methylmercury in whole prey fish.

Prey fish data in this analysis were limitedsmall, presumed agefish of four regionally

widespread species (based on lerfgtiquency distributions of these prey fish in our samples),
includingcat r al mudmi nn@® MmMmdt al owandaht &r (055 mm),
mm), and yellowperh ( O7 0 mm)

Patterns in the bioaccumulation of methylmercury in these food components were generally similar
among five of the park units in our study (INDU, ISRO, PIRO, SLBE, and VOYA). However, at
GRPO streams, bioaccumulation factors for dragonflyakaiand prey fish were lower than those for
the lentic water bodies sampled at other park units (Figure 8), suggesting that the transfer of
methylmercury from water to seston was less efficient in GRPO streams than in the other water
bodies studied (mostlakes). This may result partly from the high concentrations of dissolved
organic matter in stream water at GRPO (DOC2Bbmg/L), which can supress seston:water
bioaccumulation factors (partition coefficients) because of the competitive sorption of
methylnercury to dissolved organic matter (Rolfhus et al. 2011, Tsui and Finlay 2011).

Our findings show that concentrations of methylmercury in lower trophic levels of aquatic food webs

in the parks strongly influence methylmercury levels in fish, as well adieteey methylmercury
exposure of piscivorous wildlife supported by t
upo forcing i mposed by methyl mercury concentrat
the number of trophic levels) cée expected to influence the trophic transfer of methylmercury in

these ecosystems.
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Figure 7. Linear regression between mean concentration of total mercury (THg) in small, whole yellow
perch (<76 mm) and mean concentrations of (a) THg and (b) MeHg in coexisting larval Gomphus across
15 lakes in the northwestern Great Lakes region. Data for all coexisting species of Gomphus were

combined to estimate the unweighted mean concentrations of THg and MeHg in larvae for each lake.

Reprinted with permissionfromfi Har o,

R.

J.

S. W.

Bail ey, R. M.

Sandheinrich, and J.G. Wiener. 2013. Burrowing dragonfly larvae as biosentinels of methylmercury in

freshwater food webs. Environmental Science and Technology 47:8148-8 1 5 6 0

Chemical Society).
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Mercury in Fish and Risks to Piscivores

The accumulation of mercury fish varied substantially among the 23 water bodies studied, both
within and among the six park units. Concentrations of mercury in axial muscle of adult fish from
several lakes substantially exceeded 300 ng/g wet waiith isthe tissue residue cgition for
methylmercuryestablishedby the U.S. Environmental Protection Agertoyprotect the health of
humans who eat noncommercial fish. Mean concentrations of mercury in axial fillets of predatory
fish exceeded the USEPA criterion in 11 lakes, inclgdaurlakes at VOYA, three at PIRO, two at
ISRO, and two at SLBE (see Table 67). Concentrations of mercury in axial fillets of one or more
individual predatory fish from 17 water bodescluding fish from four lakes at VOYA, four lakes

at PIRO, four lake at ISRO, and four lakes at SLBExceeded the USEPA tissue residue criterion.
None of the individual fish from streams at GRPO and only one fish from INDU exceeded the
USEPA criterion. The small streams and beaver pond at GRPO do not provide habiikg farita
supporting longived piscivorous fish; if present, it would be reasonable to expect such piscivores to
bioaccumulate concentrations of methylmercury exceeding the USEPA criterion, based on the
mercury levels observed in resident prey fishes.
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Fishin some of the water bodies have bioaccumulated mercury (as methylmercury) to toxicologically
significant levels. In some predatory fish, concentrations of mercury in axial muscle tissue exceeded
500 ng/g wet weight, an estimated benchmark concentratsociated with altered biochemical
processes, damage to cells and tissues, and diminished reproduction in freshwater fish. Mean
concentrations in axial muscle tissue exceeded this benchmark level in predatory fish from a total of
eight lakes from the fourgok units, including all four lakes at VOYA, two at PIRO, one at ISRO,

and one at SLBEsgeTable 67). Concentrations in axial muscle tissue of one or more individual
predatory fish from a total of 16 lakes in four park units (ISRO, PIRO, SLBE, and VOX&eded

this benchmark.

Table 67. Number of water bodies at six national park units with mercury levels in axial muscle tissue of
adult fish exceeding benchmarks for risks to human health (300 ng/g wet weight) and to fish health and
reproduction (500 ng/g wet weight).

Number of water bodies with Hg in Number of water bodies with Hg in
fish exceeding 300 ng/g fish exceeding 500 ng/g
No. of water In one or more In mean for one In one or more In mean for one
Park unit bodies studied individual fish or more species individual fish or more species
GRPO 3 0 0 0 0
INDU 3 1 0 0 0
ISRO 4 4 2 4 1
PIRO 5 4 3 4 2
SLBE 4 4 2 4 1
VOYA 4 4 4 4 4
Al ST 23 17 11 16 8
units

Concentrations of mercury in whole prey fish from several waddies across the region exceeded
screeningevel dietary benchmarks for belted kingfisher and American mink, two piscivores that are
highly sensitive to methylmercury exposure. The screelewngl benchmark for belted kingfisher (30
ng/g wet weight in whie prey fish) was exceeded in 39% (INDU) to 93% (VOYA) of prey fish less
than 100 mm in total length (Figure 9), the size of prey typically consumed by this species
(Lazorchak et al. 2003).

American mink and common loons can consume fish larger than &Q@vth adult loons generally
consuming fish in the total length range of 100 to 250 mm (Barr 1996, Merrill et al. 2005). The
screeningevel benchmark for American mink (70 ng/g wet weight in whole prey fish) was exceeded
in 4% (INDU) to 45% (PIRO) of prefish less than 250 mm total length (Figure 10). In some water
bodies, concentrations of mercury in whole prey fish exceeded the estimated dietary thresholds for
adverse impacts of methylmercury on the common loon, an iconic species that is moderately
sersitive to methylmercury exposure. A relatively small percentage (7% or less) of prey fish less than
250 mm in total length at GRPO, INDEnd SLBE exceeded the dietary threshold (100 ng Hg/g wet
weight) for adult common loons, whereas 27% of the preyati$6RO, 31% at PIRO, and 43% at

VOYA exceeded this estimated threshold (Figure 10)
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Figure 9. Box and whisker plots of distribution of total mercury levels in whole prey fish < 100 mm in total
length from six park units in the western Great Lakes region. Each box represents the first through third
quartiles of the data in each park. The horizontal line within each box represents the median value and
the whiskers or bars extend to the 10th (lower bars) and 90th percentile (upper bar) of the data. Individual
dots represent outliers beyond the central 80% of the data. The dotted horizontal line represents the
concentration of mercury in whole prey that are threshold dietary concentrations for health and
reproduction in belted kingfisher (30 ng/g; Lazorchak et al. 2003). GRPO = Grand Portage, INDU =
Indiana Dunes, ISRO = Isle Royale, PIRO = Pictured Rocks, SLBE = Sleeping Bear Dunes, VOYA =
Voyageurs.

Sensitivity of Park Ecosystems to Mercury Pollution

Our results support prior studies showing that the nortGeeat Lakes region is a merctggnsitive

area in which inorganic mercury is readily methylated, bioaccumulated as methylmercury, and
biomagnified in food webs to high, potentially harmful concentrations in fish (Evers et al. 2011a,
2011h Monson et al2011, Sandheinrich et al. 201Wiener et al. 2012b). Multiple environmental
factors contribute to the high sensitivity of the northern Great Lakes region to mercury. The region
contains abundant wetlands, which are important sites of mercury methyladiomeghylmercury
export to hydrologically connected surface waters (Hurley et al. 1995, Sellers et al. 2001, Branfireun
et al. 2005, Brigham et al. 2009), and water and biota in weihdlugnced lakes and streams often
contain high concentrations of mgtimercury (Wiener et al. 2006, Brigham et al. 2009, Chasar et al.
2009, Route et al. 2011). Concentrations of methylmercury are also typically elevated in aquatic
organisms inhabiting lowH or low-alkalinity waters (Wiener et al. 2003, Burgess and Me (&8,
which are abundant in northern parts of the region (Eilers et al. 1988).
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Figure 10. Bar and whisker plots of distribution of total mercury levels in whole prey fish < 250 mm in total
length from six park units in the western Great Lakes region. Each box represents the first through third
guartiles of the data in each park. The horizontal line within each box represents the median value and
the whiskers or bars represent the 10th (lower bars) and 90th percentile (upper bar) of the data. Individual
dots represent outliers beyond the central 80% of the data. The dashed and dotted horizontal lines
represent the concentration of mercury in whole prey that are threshold dietary concentrations for effects
on the health and reproduction in American mink (70 ng/g; Lazorchak et al. 2003) and on behavior in
common loon (100 ng/g; Depew et al. 2012b). GRPO = Grand Portage, INDU = Indiana Dunes, ISRO =
Isle Royale, PIRO = Pictured Rocks, SLBE = Sleeping Bear Dunes, VOYA = Voyageurs.

Variation in the mercury saitivity of landscapes as receptors of mercury from atmospheric
deposition is illustrated by a comparison of concentrations in central mudminnows sampled during
2008 2009from three national park unit&RPO, INDU, and PIRO. Contemporary rates of wet and
dry deposition of total mercury, reported by Risch et al. (2012a, 2012b), were greater at INDU
(which is near industrialized and urban atmospheric sources of mercury along the southern shore of
Lake Michigan) (Gratz et al. 2013) than at PIRO in tdpperPeninsula of Michigan and GRPO in
northeastern Minnesota. However, concentrations of mercury in central mudminnows from PIRO and
GRPO exceeded those in fish from INDU (Figure 11). Concentrations inloanidaeninnows were
highest at Legion Lake, a cleaater, acidic lake at PIRO, intermediate at Snow Creek in GRPO,

and lowest at the Great Marsh in INDU. Low pH and low biotic productivity are two factors that
probably contribute to the high mercury concations in central mudminnows inhabiting Legion

Lake and Snow Creek
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Figure 11. Concentrations of mercury as a function of total length in whole central mudminnows sampled
from water bodies at three national park units in the western Great Lakes region. PIRO = Pictured Rocks,
GRPO = Grand Portage, INDU = Indiana Dunes.

Potential Effects of Climate Change

Changes in climate can be expected to significantly affect the hydrologic transport, microbial
methylation, and bioaccumulation of mercury in northempterate and boreal landscapes of the

Great Lakes region. Annual mean temperature has increased rapidly in national park units across the
western Great Lakes region (Monahan and Fisichelli 2014), and decreases in the duration of annual
ice cover indicate it lakes and rivers are warming in response (Magnuson et al. 2000). The rate of
microbial methylation of mercury increases with increasing temperature to a maximum at &6out 35
(Callister and Winfrey 1986), and detailed studies of Canadian lakes shanctieasing lake

temperature can be expected to increase both the microbial production of methylmercury in
epilimnetic sediments (Ramlal et al. 1993) and the concentrations of methylmercury bioaccumulated
by fish (Bodaly et al. 1993). Manipulative field@timents have shown that the concentrations of
methylmercury in aquatic food webs increase rapidly in response to increases in methylmercury
production and its entry into the base of the food web (Paterson et al. 1998, Bodaly and Fudge 1999).
Therefore, varming temperatures could exacerbate the mercury problem in the Great Lakes region.

Many of the key processes and environmental variables that influence the biogeochemistry,
methylation, and transport of mercury are also influenced by climate changbeanettall effect of

such changes on methylmercury levels in aquatic food webs are not readily predicted. For example,
both inorganic Hg(ll) and methylmercury in fresh waters associate strongly with dissolved organic
matter, which increases in responsea twarming climate. Keller et al. (200®und that temporal

trends in air temperature explained much of the 4aterual variation in concentrations of DOC in 12
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small boreal shield lakes in Ontario, with DOC increasing with average air temperatureoBased
their findings, Keller et al. (2008) estimated that a 1°C increase in air temperature could increase
DOC concentrations by 0.5 to 2.3 mg/L in their study lakes.

Climaterelated changes across the Great Lakes region also include altered patterngpitdtpreci

and increased frequency of flooding (Mallakpour and Villarini 2015), as well as associated
fluctuations in water levels. Extreme hydrologic events that inundatellevation terrestrial and

wetland areas could be followed by episodes of rapidabial methylation of mercury, particularly

in flooded areas that are subjected to alternating periods of wetting and drying (St. Louis et al. 2004,
Rolfhus et al. 205b). Conversely, in some areagh asorthern Minnesota and Michigaam)

eventual losef wetland habitat in response to changing climate could reduce methylmercury
production on some landscag&arris et al. 2015)

Lead and Organic Contaminants

Spatial Variation in Contamination of Fish

Patterns in the concentration of lead and organitacoinants were generally similar among five of

the park units (GRPO, ISRO, PIRO, SLEHRJVOYA). In the axial muscle of fish collected during

2008 2009, the concentrations of legacy contaminants (DDT and metabolites, PCBs, and total lead)
and emerging caaminants (PBDEs and PFCs) were low or below limits of detection in 60 samples,
which included 41 composite samples and 19 individual fish. DDT and its metabolites (DDE and
DDD) were below the limit of detection in all 60 samples of axial fillets. PCBe detected in five
samples, PBDEs in four, and PFCs in 39 of the 60 samples. Total lead was detected in all 60 samples
of axial fillets, but concentrations were low, ranging from 2 to 31 ng/g wet weight.

In composite samples of whole fish collected du@fgQ 2012, concentrations of lead and organic
contaminants from five of the six park units (GRPO, ISRO, PIRO, SBEB&YOYA) were also low

or below limits of detection. DDT and its metabolites were below the limit of detection in 54 of 71
samples from thee five park units, with a maximum concentration of 31 ng DDE/g wet weight in
smallmouth bass from Grand Sable Lake in PIRO. PCBs were detected in 34 of 94 samples; the
maximum concentration of total PCB was 61.2 ng/g in northern pike from Grand Sabl@ Lake

PIRO. Total PBDEs were detected in 30 of 71 samples; the maximum total PBDE was 10.3 ng/g in
largemouth bass from Bass Lake (Leelanau County) at SLBE. PFCs were detected in most (102 of
105) wholebody samples, but concentrations were typically less thng/g wet weight. Total lead

was also detected in most (36 of 37) samples of whole fish. The concentration of total lead was less
than 50 ng/g wet weight in all but a single sample that had 112 ng/g (smallmouth bass from Lake
Manitou at SLBE).

In contrast to the five park units to the north and northwest, the concentrations of legacy
contaminants (DDT and metabolites, PCBs, and total lead) were elevated in whole fish from Middle
Lagoon at INDU. Maximum concentrations of DDE, total PCBs, and total leael 570, 446, and

304 ng/g wet weight, respectively, in whole gizzard shad from Middle Lagoon, whereas
concentrations of these legacy contaminants were low or below limits of detection in fish from Great
Marsh and Long Lake. Levels of emerging contamin@PBDESs and PFCs) were also elevated in
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fish from Middle Lagoon, with maxima of 21.6 ng/g wet weight for total PBDE and 130 ng/g for
PFOS.

Risks to Piscivores

In five park units (GRPO, ISRO, PIRO, SLBE, and VOYA), measured concentrations of organic
contamnants in axial fillets did not exceed concentrations at which limited consumption of these
fishes by humans would be advised. Similarly, concentrations of organic contaminants in whole fish
from these five park units did not exceed screetengl benchmds levels associated with adverse
effects on piscivorous birds and mammals and probably do not pose significant risks to the health of
piscivorous wildlife.

At INDU, the concentrations of total DDT, total PCBs, total PBDEs, and PFOS in whole fish from
GreatMarsh and Long Lake were below limits of detection or were substantially less than reported
benchmark concentrations associated with adverse effects on piscivorous birds and mseemals (
Table 9). The concentrations of total PCBs, total PBDEs, and PH®8 inom Middle Lagoon
exceeded those in fish from Great Marsh and Long Lake, but were less than reported toxicological
benchmarks. However, maximum concentrations of DDD and DDE in gizzard shad from Middle
Lagoon yielded an e s déefimeadds e surh of DTt GDE, aDDD) ( EDD T,
exceeding screenidgvel benchmark concentrations associated with altered health and reproduction
in fish, belted kingfisher, and American mifherefore, scivorous wildlife and fish in Middle

Lagoon at INDU maye at risk from residues of the legacy pesticide DDT.

Fillets of fish from INDU were not analyzed for organic contaminants anddeat assessment of

risk to human consumers is not possible. Given that concentrations of DDD, DDE, PCBs, and PFOS
were hgh in some whole fish sampled from Middle Lagoon during 22002, it would be prudent

to assess potential health risks associated with consumption of sport fish from Middle Lagoon.
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Conclusions

Concentrations of methylmercury in aquatic food webs varied sefetdladmong 23 water bodies
sampled during 201@012 in six U.S. national park units in the western Great Lakes region. The 23
study sites included threstreams at GRPO, three sites at INDU (Great Marsh, Lakg,and

Middle Lagoon), four lakes at ISRO, five lakes at PIRO, four lakes at SLBE, and four lakes at
VOYA. Variation in methylmercury levels was observed in both physical and biotic components of
the food webs, both among and within the six park units.

Mercury concentrations in axial muscle tissue (skinless fillets) of adult fish from several water bodies
substantially exceeded the U.Swionmental Protection Agendigsue residue criterion for
methylmercury (300 ng/g or parts per billion on a-weight basis), which was established to protect
the health of humans who eat noncommercial fish. Average concentrations of mercury in axial fillets
of predatory fish exceeded the USEPA criterion in fithe 23 water bodies, including four lakes at
VOYA, three at PIRO, two at ISRO, and two at SLBE. None of the fish from streams at GRPO and
only one fish from INDU exceeded the criterion.

Fish in some park units and water bodies have bioaccumulated mier¢ewgls considered harmful

to fish health. Concentrations of mercury in axial muscle tissue in some predatory fish exceeded 500
ng/g wet weight, a benchmark level associated with altered biochemical processes, damage to cells
and tissues, and diminishegproduction in freshwater fish. Mean concentrations exceeded this
benchmark level in fish from a total of eight water bodies in four park units, including all lakes at
VOYA, two lakes at PIRO, one lake at ISRO, and one lake at SLBE.

Whole prey fish fronsome water bodies had concentrations of mercury considered harmfut to fish
eating wildlife. The fraction of sma{k100 mm in total lengthlwhole prey fish exceeding the

dietary benchmark of 30 ng/g wet weight for belted kingfishimpiscivorous bird thas highly
sensitive to methylmercuiyfanged from 39% at INDU to 93% at VOYA. The estimated dietary
threshold for adverse effects on the behavior of adult common loons (100 ng Hg/g wet weight),
which are moderately sensitive to methylmercury, was exdeed®/% of the whole prey fish at
ISRO, 31% of the prey fish at PIRO, and 43% at VOYA. Small prey fish in streams at GRPO had
mercury concentrations that could adversely affect belted kingfisher and mink, two species
considered highly sensitive to meth@mury exposure. Based on these findings, we conclude that
methylmercury exposure is adversely affecting the health and reproduction of fish and wildlife
supported by aquatic food webs in multiple national park units across the western Great Lakes
region.

Patterns in concentrations of methylmercury in the lower food web indicated bgdteontrol of
methylmercury bioaccumulation. Therefore, factors that affect the microbial production of
methylmercury and its concentration in components of the lower febdwater, seston, and
zooplankton) will strongly influence levels of methylmercury in all trophic levels, including fish and
piscivorous wildlife. Furthermore, the bottemp control of methylmercury concentrations from the
base of these aquatic food wehdicates that the contamination of biotic resources within individual
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park waters will be closely linked to the atmospheric deposition of mercury, particularly in water
bodies and landscapes that are sites of active mercury methylation.

This study provids further evidence that the northern Great Lakes region is a maensitive

geographic area. The high methylmercury levels measured in biota in the present study indicate that a
significant fraction of the inorganic mercury entering the park unitsmospheric deposition is

being microbially methylated, bioaccumulated as methylmercury, and biomagnified to potentially
harmful concentrations. More specifically, our findings indicate that the each of the five

northernmost park units (GRPO, ISRO, PIRO, &L Bnd VOYA) contains mercwgensitive

landscapes or water bodies with high rates of microbial production of methylmercury, which enters
aquatic food webs and biomagnifies to high concentrations in upper trophic levels.

Atmospheric deposition is the doraim modern pathway for entry of mercury into national park
units in this region, and esite geologic (natural) sources of mercury are generally very small. At
GRPO, the total concentrations of mercury in soil and sediment relative to organic mattetr conten
were notably higher than those at the other five park units, possibly due to legacy mercury
contamination along the Grand Portaigel from the use of vermilion in the fur trade.

We concude that management and regulatory actions that reduce regionati@mal emissions of
mercury to the atmosphere will decrease methylmercury contamination of food webs, benefiting fish
and wildlife in national park units and other lands within this mersensitive region. This

conclusion is supported by findings frahe present study, as well as a steadily increasing body of
scientific evidence showing that much of the mercury bioaccumulating as methylmercury in aguatic
food webs is derived from atmospheric deposition.

Our findings also show that whole larval dradimsf are useful biosentinels of methylmercury in
aquatic food webs across the western Great Lakes region. Most of the mercury in larvae was
methylmercury, and methylmercury levels in three regionally widespread families (Aeshnidae,
Corduliidae, and Gomphaat) were highest at GRPO, PIRO, and VOYA.

Concentrations of legacy contaminants (DDT, DBid DDD; PCBs; total lead) and emerging
contaminants (PBDEs and PFCs) were either nondetectable or very low in axial muscle (skinless
fillets) of fish collected dung 2008 2009 from five parkunits (GRPO, ISRO, PIRO, SLBE, and
VOYA). The measured concentrations and limits of detection for these contaminants were much
lower than levels considered harmful to the health ofdiating humans.

Concentrations of legacyntaminants (DDT and metabolites, PCBs, and total lead) and emerging
contaminants (PBDEs and PFCs) in whole fish collected during 201@ from GRPO, ISRO,

PIRO, SLBE, VOYA, and two of three water bodies at INDU (Great Marsh and Long Lake) were
also low @ below limits of detection. Concentrations of organic contaminants in whole fish at these
sites did not exceed benchmark values associated with adverse effects on piscivorous birds and
mammals, and probably do not pose significant risks to wildlife. trast, concentrations of DDT
metabolites, PCBs, and total lead were much higher in whole fish from Middle Lagoon (INDU).
Levels of total PCBs, total PBDEs, and PFOS in fish from Middle Lagoon were less than established
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toxicological benchmaskfor fish anl wildlife. However, high concentrations of DDE and DDD
contributed to an estimate of total DDT that exceeded screéaurgbenchmark concentrations
associated with altered health and reproduction in fish, belted kingfisher, and American mink.

Legacy cotamination of Middle Lagoon with DDE and DDD may pose risks to fish and piscivorous
wildlife.
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Recommendations

Providefish consumptionadvice to communicate the health risks (and benefits) of eating fish to
persons who harvest or consume fish from the park unitée recommend that such information
focus on mercury and that advice be provided for individual water bodies because a@ehe lar
variation in mercury levels in fillets of sport fish among park units and water bodies. We also
encourage application of the protocol for merebaged fish consumption advice developed for
mercury by the Great Lakes Fish Advisory Workgroup (2007), wisicomposed of environmental
health specialists from the eight Great Lakes states. Park managers are encouraged to quantify
mercury levels in sport fish from any intensively fished lakes that have not yet been surveyed.

Survey bioaccumulative organic adaminants in sport fish from Middle Lagoon at INDUOur

analyses of organic contaminants in whole fish sampled from Middle Lagoon durirni@a20

revealed high concentrations of DDD, DDE, PCBs, and PFOS in some fish. No edible fillets from the
fishes cdected in Middle Lagoon were analyzed. We recommend that fillets of selected sport fish
from the lagoon be analyzed for these bioaccumulative organic contaminants. Candidate species of
fish for sampling and analyses include largemouth bass, grass pitkeeeill, and channel catfish.

We do not recommend further monitoring of PBDEs and PFCs, based on thedwtectable to

low concentrations of these emerging contaminants in fish sampled during 2082 from the

other water bodies in the six park unitslowever, planners at parks throughout the Great Lakes
Inventory and Monitoring Network are encouraged to be alert for new scientific information
concerning the potential toxicity of other emerging, bioaccumulative compounds, as well as trends in
their envionmental concentrations, commercial production, use, and disposal.

Assess exposure and reproductive effects of methylmercury orefiging wildlife in the parks.
Concentrations of mercury in whole prey fish from several water bodies in the six park units
exceeded screenirigvel dietary benchmarks for piscivores that are highly sensitive or moderately
sensitive to methylmercury exposure. We recommend that the exposure and ecotoxicological impacts
of mercury be examined in piscivorous wildlife that feedefected water bodies in these national

park units.

Use larval dragonflies as biosentinels of methylmercury in aquatic food wElmlings from this

study show the utility and advantages of larval dragonflies as biosentinels of methylmercury in
aquatic fod webs across the western Great Lakes region. The sampling of larval dragonflies
provides an excellent opportunity for citizen science, and we commend the National Park Service for
involving citizen scientists in sampling larval dragonflies to assessunyszontamination in our

national parks. To the extent possible, the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network should
extend the monitoring of larval dragonflies as a biosentinel for mercury to all parks in the network.
Moreover, the present study foealson water bodies containing fish, yet dragonflies emerging as
adults from fishless water bod@&sncluding marshes, bogs, and other wetlands that can be important
sites of methylmercury production on the landséapeovide a trophic pathway for exposing

terrestrial invertivores to methylmercury. We recommend that the use of larval dragonflies as
biosentinels be extended to such fishless waters. We also recommend that the sampling and analysis

111



of larval dragonflies be focused on late instars to preventai@ending of spatiotemporal patterns
in mercury concentrations that would occur if the age of the larvae analyzed varied substantially
among water bodies or years.

Encourage and support regional and national actions to reduce anthropogenic emissions of

mercury to the atmosphereReduction in mercury emissions is an effective approach for reducing

biotic exposure to methylmercury and for decreasing the associated ecological and health risks of this
highly toxic contaminant in the western Great Lakes regmmhelsewhere.

Periodically reassess the status of mercury contamination of fish in national park units across the
Great Lakes regionDuring the coming years and decades, temporal changes in mercury
concentrations in aquatic food webs and fish can bemneaty expected in response to reduced
mercury emissions from ce@lurning power plants (via controls enacted through the USEPA
Mercury and Air Toxics Standards) and in response to changes in the hydrologic transport,
methylation, and bioaccumulation of mary caused by a changing climate. Given the high mercury
levels in fish in several park units and water bodies observed in the present study, we recommend
that mercury contamination of fish be periodically reassessed by sarapbiygar to 10year

intervals We recommend that this effort focus on quantifying mercury in piscivorous fish or prey
fish from select water bodies in the five northernmost park units across the region. Results of such
monitoring can be used to reassess ecological risks to gisas/wildlife and potential health risks

to persons who harvest or consume fish from the parks.

Continue trend monitoring of mercury in lakes at Voyageurs National Pavke recommend that

the National Park Service continue to facilitate the monitorimgecury in small yellow perch and

lake water to extend the trend analysis recently reported by Brigham et al. (2014). This study, which
has been a muitnstitutional effort involving scientists from federal agencies, academia, and the
National Atmospheri®©eposition Program, has provided a eefféctive and scientifically defensible
approach for assessing responses of lakes to temporal changes in atmospheric mercury .deposition
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Appendix A. Land cover of watersheds containing water bodies studied at six
national park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network.

. 1
Percent of total basin area, by land cover class

N - ? o n > n
National park unit ; § & § @ ;é;g 8 %, 2 é ,05) g 2 TEE gg 8 5
and water body g 3 S &5 s @ E 5 52 g 385 5% BEE 3
GRPO?
Grand Portage Creek 19.2 324 16.7 12.6 13.5 1.7 3.9
Poplar Creek 11.2 38.0 16.4 8.2 23.6 1.6 1.0
Snow Creek 13.0 34.2 26.0 9.4 11.7 4.6 11
INDU
Great Marsh 255 23.1 3.1 2.0 2.9 42.6 0.8
Long Lake 8.7 24.7 9.0 24.4 0.4 0.5 31.0 1.3
Middle Lagoon 275 46.1 9.0 12.4 0.7 0.2 4.1
ISRO
Angleworm Lake 18.0 36.2 5.5 27.5 10.9 1.4 0.4
Lake Harvey 19.0 14.0 16.3 37.7 0.1 10.9 2.0
Lake Ritchie 14.0 16.5 20.1 35.6 2.8 10.0 1.0
Sargent Lake 14.7 26.6 14.0 35.7 0.7 6.8 15

! Land cover data were derived from the National Land Cover Database (Fry et al. 2011).

2For GRPO, land cover attributes were calculated for the portion of each basin upstream from the most downstream sampling station in each stream.
Estimates for GRPO were derived with high-resolution (1 m) LiDar data from MNGEO, a database from the State of Minnesota.



8€T

Appendix A (continued). Land cover of watersheds containing water bodies studied at six national park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and
Monitoring Network.

. 1
Percent of total basin area, by land cover class

o] ° = 0 c ?’ E 5 2 g o .2
g = F g 8 2 ¢ 5% & ¢ g 5838
National park unit S T 3 2 'g:) g'gj) 8 E 2 3 2 2 § TS 5o 2 3
and water body g 3 g 85 33 £ S 52 g 3 5 g2 §2¢% 5
PIRO
Beaver Lake 111 0.3 0.1 59.0 11.3 3.7 0.1 0.4 135 0.5
Chapel Lake 1.3 0.1 73.5 0.1 1.8 22.6 0.6
Grand Sable Lake 6.5 1.2 3.6 72.2 2.8 1.4 0.1 2.3 0.2 9.5 0.2
Legion Lake 14.5 65.5 0.6 1.7 16.6 1.1
Miners Lake 0.4 2.0 76.2 0.2 1.2 0.8 0.5 0.3 0.9 17.0 0.5
SLBE
?;::;:'éeo_) 391 12 20.6 22.0 121 5.0
?Laes;:nﬂ‘jc(l) 5.0 3.8 50.5 3.4 2.4 16 8.8 4.7 135 5.6 0.7
Lake Manitou 13.2 0.1 0.1 82.0 0.4 0.5 3.1 0.6
Round Lake 10.2 3.3 32.4 9.4 26.1 18.6
VOYA
Brown Lake 13.4 42.2 4.1 23.7 2.6 10.6 3.4
Peary Lake 13.6 37.5 3.6 28.8 2.5 0.1 11.4 2.5
Ryan Lake 12.7 17.6 23.8 39.2 6.7
Sand Point Lake 17.4 0.6 0.1 9.3 17.6 32.8 3.6 1.3 15.8 0.9 0.6

! Land cover data were derived from the National Land Cover Database (Fry et al. 2011).

For GRPO, land cover attributes were calculated for the portion of each basin upstream from the most downstream sampling station in each
stream. Estimates for GRPO were derived with high-resolution (1 m) LiDar data from MNGEO, a database from the State of Minnesota.



Appendix B. Common and scientific names of fishes
analyzed in this study, following standardized nomenclature

by the American Fisheries Society.

Family Species common name’ Species scientific name’
Clupeidae gizzard shad Dorosoma cepedianum
Cyprinidae creek chub Semotilus atromaculatus
blacknose dace Rhinichthys atratulus
longnose dace Rhinichthys cataractae
fathead minnow Pimephales promelas
common carp Cyprinus carpio
Esocidae northern pike Esox lucius
grass pickerel Esox americanus
central mudminnow Umbra limi
Salmonidae rainbow trout Oncorhynchus mykiss
Ictaluridae black bullhead Ameiurus melas

Gasterosteidae
Centrarchidae

Percidae

Cottidae

channel catfish
brook stickleback
green sunfish
bluegill

rock bass

black crappie
smallmouth bass
largemouth bass
lowa darter
johnny darter
yellow perch
walleye

mottled sculpin

slimy sculpin

Ictalurus punctatus
Culaea inconstans
Lepomis cyanellus
Lepomis macrochirus
Ambloplites rupestris
Pomoxis nigromaculatus
Micropterus dolomieu
Micropterus salmoides
Etheostoma exile
Etheostoma nigrum
Perca flavescens
Sander vitreus

Cottus bairdii

Cottus cognatus

! Nomenclature of fishes follows Nelson et al. (2004).






Appendix C. Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/g
dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry
weight), percent of total mercury present as methylmercury
(9%oMeHg), and loss on ignition (LOI, %) in composite samples
of soils collected during 2012 from six park units in the Great
Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network. Analytical results
are listed alphabetically by park unit and water body (n =
number of composite samples analyzed, Min = minimum
value, Max = maximum value). Dashes (--) denote samples
not analyzed for total mercury.

Range

Park Mean or (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n Variable value Min Max
GRPO Grand Portage Creek 2 MeHg conc 2.26 1.99 2.54

0 THg conc

0 %MeHg

2 LOI 7.2 4.9 9.4
GRPO Poplar Creek 2 MeHg conc 1.58 1.58 1.59

2 THg conc 61.9 58.2 65.5

2 %MeHg 2.57 241 2.73

2 LOI 6.7 6.6 6.7
GRPO Snow Creek 2 MeHg conc 1.58 1.58 1.59

(beaver pond) 2 THg conc 152 150 154

1 %MeHg 1.06

2 LOI 19.2 18.9 19.5
GRPO Snow Creek 2 MeHg conc 2.90 2.65 3.16

(lower reach) 2 THg conc 164 151 178

2 %MeHg 1.79 1.49 2.09

2 LOI 17.4 17.0 17.8
INDU* Long Lake 4 MeHg conc 0.048 0.014 0.121

4 THg conc 3.10 2.15 5.37

4 %MeHg 1.30 0.651 2.25

4 LOI 1.5 0.8 2.9
INDU Middle Lagoon 2 MeHg conc 0.096 0.018 0.174

1 THg conc 26.7

1 %MeHg 0.651

2 LOI 2.2 0.4 4.1
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Appendix C (continued). Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/g dry weight) and
methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), percent of total mercury present as methylmercury
(%MeHg), and loss on ignition (LOI, %) in composite samples of soils collected during 2012 from six park
units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network. Analytical results are listed alphabetically by
park unit and water body (n = number of composite samples analyzed, Min = minimum value, Max =
maximum value). Dashes (--) denote samples not analyzed for total mercury.

Range
Park Mean or (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n Variable value Min Max
ISRO Angleworm Lake 2 MeHg conc 0.169 0.168 0.170
2 THg conc 49.8 47.4 52.2
2 %MeHg 0.340 0.326 0.354
2 LOI 11.9 10.0 13.9
ISRO Lake Harvey 2 MeHg conc 0.265 0.073 0.457
2 THg conc 49.1 18.9 79.3
2 %MeHg 0.482 0.387 0.576
2 LOI 12.0 3.2 20.8
ISRO Lake Richie 2 MeHg conc 0.136 0.056 0.215
2 THg conc 26.5 17.4 35.6
2 %MeHg 0.463 0.323  0.603
2 LOI 6.9 3.0 10.7
ISRO Sargent Lake 2 MeHg conc 0.493 0.183 0.803
2 THg conc 29.2 15.9 42.4
2 %MeHg 1.52 1.15 1.89
2 LOI 16.7 7.1 26.3
PIRO Beaver Lake 1 MeHg conc 0.014
1 THg conc 17.8
1 %MeHg 0.078
1 LOI 7.4
PIRO Chapel Lake 1 MeHg conc 0.743
1 THg conc 147
1 %MeHg 0.507
1 LOI 51.1
PIRO Grand Sable Lake 1 MeHg conc 0.085
1 THg conc 22.8
1 %MeHg 0.373
1 LOI 5.5
PIRO Legion Lake 1 MeHg conc 4.71
1 THg conc 198
1 %MeHg 2.39
1 LOI 70.6
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Appendix C (continued). Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/g dry weight) and
methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), percent of total mercury present as methylmercury
(%MeHg), and loss on ignition (LOI, %) in composite samples of soils collected during 2012 from six park
units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network. Analytical results are listed alphabetically by
park unit and water body (n = number of composite samples analyzed, Min = minimum value, Max =
maximum value). Dashes (--) denote samples not analyzed for total mercury.

Range
Park Mean or (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n Variable value Min Max
PIRO Miners Lake 1 MeHg conc 0.250
1 THg conc 44.0
1 %MeHg 0.568
1 LOI 13.4
SLBE Bass Lake 1 MeHg conc 0.469
(Benzie) 1 THg conc 40.9
1 %MeHg 1.15
1 LOI 11.0
SLBE Bass Lake 1 MeHg conc 0.033
(Leelanau) 1 THg conc 2.32
1 %MeHg 1.42
1 LOI 0.8
SLBE Lake Manitou 1 MeHg conc 0.288
1 THg conc 61.3
1 %MeHg 0.470
1 LOI 11.4
SLBE Round Lake 1 MeHg conc 0.270
1 THg conc 22.3
1 %MeHg 1.21
1 LOI 8.1
VOYA Brown Lake 2 MeHg conc 0.348 0.312 0.383
3 THg conc 33.6 24.3 42.9
2 %MeHg 1.25 0.927 1.57
3 LOI 12.7 6.8 17.1
VOYA Peary Lake 2 MeHg conc 0.173 0.122 0.224
3 THg conc 45.0 30.3 71.5
2 %MeHg 0.541 0.403 0.678
3 LOI 15.4 5.0 35.9
VOYA Ryan Lake 2 MeHg conc 0.220 0.072 0.368
3 THg conc 249 18.9 32.3
2 %MeHg 0.722 0.305 1.14
3 LOI 5.1 4.6 6.2
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Appendix C (continued). Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/g dry weight) and
methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), percent of total mercury present as methylmercury
(%MeHg), and loss on ignition (LOI, %) in composite samples of soils collected during 2012 from six park
units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network. Analytical results are listed alphabetically by
park unit and water body (n = number of composite samples analyzed, Min = minimum value, Max =
maximum value). Dashes (--) denote samples not analyzed for total mercury.

Range
Park Mean or (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n Variable value Min Max
VOYA Sand Point Lake 1 MeHg conc 0.023
2 THg conc 2.39 0.950 3.84
1 %MeHg 0.599
2 LOI 0.6 0.3 1.0
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Appendix D. Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/g
dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry
weight), percent of total mercury present as methylmercury
(9%oMeHg), and loss on ignition (LOI, %) in surficial sediment
sampled during 201071 2012 from six park units in the Great
Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network. Data are organized
alphabetically by park unit and water body (n = number of
samples analyzed, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum
value). Dashes (--) indicate samples not analyzed for mercury
or LOI.

Range
Park Annual means (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n Variable 2010 2011 2012 Min Max
GRPO Grand Portage Creek 5 MeHg conc 1.57 0.213 0.660 0.099 1.57
6 THg conc -- 37.6 35.8 21.6 48.7
4  %MeHg - 0.98 1.56 0.46 2.72
6 LOI - 6.66 4.88 2.82 8.85
GRPO Poplar Creek 4 MeHg conc 0.770 1.11 0.826 0.761 1.11
7 THg conc 65.6 67.9 49.5 40.8 72.5
4  %MeHg 1.17 1.58 1.86 1.17 2.18
7 LOI 15.2 7.76 7.17 5.60 15.2
GRPO Snow Creek 4 MeHg conc 2.49 1.07 1.55 1.07 2.49
(beaver pond) 7  THg conc 87.6 131 215 87.6 247
4  %MeHg 2.84 0.801 0.819 0.644 2.84
7 LOI 35.6 22.5 23.0 17.8 35.6
GRPO Snow Creek 5 MeHg conc 2.02 2.29 1.15 0.763 2.29
(lower reach) 7  THg conc 104 131 161 104 174
5  %MeHg 1.94 1.66 0.718 0.488 1.94
7 LOI 8.80 22.4 22.0 8.80 23.0
INDU Great Marsh 5 MeHg conc 1.10 12.5 0.631 0.180 12.5
6 THg conc 9.72 35.6 29.5 4.22 88.3
4  %MeHg 1.85 14.1 231 1.11 14.1
5 LOI 11.0 31.6 21.8 2.38 86.9
INDU Long Lake 4  MeHg conc 0.200 0.063 0.183 0.063 0.270
7  THg conc 8.16 5.39 4.08 1.93 12.6
4  %MeHg 2.82 0.627 2.94 0.627 3.50
7 LOI 18.0 141 2.35 0.79 33.9
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Appendix D (continued). Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/g dry weight) and
methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), percent of total mercury present as methylmercury
(%MeHg), and loss on ignition (LOI, %) in surficial sediment sampled during 20107 2012 from six park
units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network. Data are organized alphabetically by park unit
and water body (n = number of samples analyzed, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value).
Dashes (--) indicate samples not analyzed for mercury or LOI.

Range
Park Annual means (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n Variable 2010 2011 2012 Min Max
INDU Middle Lagoon 4 MeHg conc 0.011 0.013 0.079 0.011 0.101
5 THg conc 1.10 3.22 2.42 1.10 4.37
4  %MeHg 1.00 0.304 3.31 0.304 4.40
5 LOI 0.60 1.55 1.22 0.60 1.87
ISRO Angleworm Lake 4  MeHg conc 0.720 0.094 0.022 0.013 0.720
7  THg conc 12,5 6.58 3.89 3.04 12.5
4  %MeHg 5.75 1.56 0.540 0.262 5.75
7 LOI 12.7 3.30 1.64 1.27 12.7
ISRO Lake Harvey 3  MeHg conc 1.35 0.157 0.066 0.066 1.35
7  THg conc 15.5 5.68 4.66 2.69 15.5
3  %MeHg 8.69 2.87 1.26 1.26 8.69
7 LOI 5.00 1.91 1.94 1.48 5.00
ISRO Lake Richie 4 MeHg conc 0.200 0.039 0.045 0.025 0.200
7  THg conc 6.43 4.57 4.42 3.44 6.43
4  %MeHg 3.11 0.92 1.18 0.485 3.11
7 LOI 1.40 1.58 1.59 1.06 2.19
ISRO Sargent Lake 5 MeHg conc 0.080 0.018 0.066 0.018 0.092
7  THg conc 5.69 2.34 3.84 2.21 5.69
5 %MeHg 1.41 0.786 1.68 0.786 1.97
7 LOI 1.00 0.61 131 0.44 1.38
PIRO Beaver Lake 4  MeHg conc 0.012 0.011 0.025 0.011 0.029
7  THg conc 0.304 0.787 0.827 0.304 0.910
4  %MeHg 3.95 1.47 3.22 1.47 4.14
7 LOI 1.60 0.40 0.50 0.36 1.60
PIRO Chapel Lake 4  MeHg conc 0.220 0.010 0.027 0.010 0.220
7  THg conc 4.65 4.85 1.20 0.74 11.0
4  %MeHg 4.73 0.623 291 0.623 4.73
7 LOI 2.80 1.64 0.49 0.26 3.66
PIRO Grand Sable Lake 5 MeHg conc 0.097 0.006 0.106 0.006 0.134
6 THg conc - 1.29 1.75 0.966 2.08
4  %MeHg -- 0.423 5.96 0.423 7.45
6 LOI - 0.45 0.69 0.36 0.81
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Appendix D (continued). Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/g dry weight) and
methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), percent of total mercury present as methylmercury
(%MeHg), and loss on ignition (LOI, %) in surficial sediment sampled during 20107 2012 from six park
units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network. Data are organized alphabetically by park unit
and water body (n = number of samples analyzed, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value).
Dashes (--) indicate samples not analyzed for mercury or LOI.

Range
Park Annual means (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n Variable 2010 2011 2012 Min Max
PIRO Legion Lake 3  MeHg conc -- 0.417 0.265 0.252 0.417
6 THg conc -- 7.62 6.26 1.51 15.4
3  %MeHg -- 8.55 8.12 1.64 14.6
6 LOI - 3.34 2.48 0.52 7.21
PIRO Miners Lake 5 MeHg conc 0.128 0.104 0.254 0.041 0.618
7  THg conc 1.57 6.52 2.75 0.32 12.3
5  %MeHg 8.14 2.38 9.79 2.38 12.8
7 LOI 0.70 2.48 0.97 0.20 4.88
SLBE Bass Lake 4  MeHg conc 3.58 0.146 0.040 0.027 3.58
(Benzie) 7  THg conc 50.1 4.58 3.01 1.51 50.1
4  %MeHg 7.15 3.54 1.26 1.25 7.15
7 LOI 27.6 1.61 0.83 0.32 27.6
SLBE Bass Lake 5 MeHg conc 0.370 0.017 0.008 0.007 0.37
(Leelanau) 7  THg conc 5.39 2.54 1.53 0.67 5.39
5  %MeHg 6.87 0.60 0.69 0.39 6.87
7 LOI 3.90 1.00 0.94 0.51 3.90
SLBE Lake Manitou 4  MeHg conc 0.088 0.040 0.017 0.001 0.088
5 THg conc 104 235 1.37 1.17 235
4  %MeHg 0.850 0.169 1.43 0.044 2.81
5 LOI 3.30 30.4 0.65 0.41 30.4
SLBE Round Lake 4 MeHg conc 491 0.009 0.011 0.008 491
7  THg conc 34.5 1.53 3.96 0.793 34.5
4  %MeHg 14.2 0.550 0.941 0.273 14.2
7 LOI 15.7 0.66 0.50 0.27 15.7
VOYA Brown Lake 4  MeHg conc 2.34 2.36 0.053 0.025 2.36
7  THg conc 9.03 13.8 12.0 7.10 24.2
4  %MeHg 25.9 9.76 0.72 0.30 25.9
7 LOI 5.80 11.2 3.06 2.22 20.5
VOYA Peary Lake 5 MeHg conc 11.7 0.034 0.090 0.034 11.7
7  THg conc 49.2 1.37 3.58 0.83 49.2
5 %MeHg 23.7 3.26 3.36 1.97 23.7
7 LOI 57.5 0.82 1.54 0.41 57.5
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Appendix D (continued). Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/g dry weight) and
methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), percent of total mercury present as methylmercury
(%MeHg), and loss on ignition (LOI, %) in surficial sediment sampled during 20107 2012 from six park
units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network. Data are organized alphabetically by park unit
and water body (n = number of samples analyzed, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value).
Dashes (--) indicate samples not analyzed for mercury or LOI.

Range
Park Annual means (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n Variable 2010 2011 2012 Min Max
VOYA Ryan Lake 5 MeHg conc 0.920 8.97 0.485 0.170 8.97
7  THg conc 6.52 54.1 6.70 3.18 112
5 %MeHg 14.1 8.00 6.59 5.35 14.1
7 LOI 1.80 27.5 2.14 0.88 69.9
VOYA Sand Point Lake 5 MeHg conc 0.190 0.039 0.056 0.022 0.190
7  THg conc 4.59 2.78 3.71 2.09 5.08
5 %MeHg 4.14 0.993 1.89 0.438 4.14
7 LOI 1.20 0.64 2.17 0.53 3.28
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Appendix E. Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/L) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/L), and percent of
total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHq) in samples
of unfiltered (U) and 0.45-e m f i | F) wates collected
during 20107 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes
Inventory and Monitoring Network. Data are presented
alphabetically by park unit and water body (n = number of
samples analyzed, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum
value). Dashes (--) indicate samples not analyzed for
mercury.

Range

Park Sample type Annual means (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n and variable 2010 2011 2012 Min Max
GRPO Grand Portage Creek 3 U MeHg conc 0.553 0.854 0.309 0.309 0.854
3 U THg conc 6.50 9.25 10.2 6.50 10.2
3 U %MeHg 8.51 9.23 3.03 3.03 9.23
3 F MeHg conc 0.411 0.369 0.269 0.269 0.411
3 F THg conc 4.77 6.70 4.81 4.77 6.70
3 F %MeHg 8.62 5.51 5.59 5.51 8.62
GRPO Poplar Creek 3 U MeHg conc 0.820 0.751 0.725 0.725 0.820
2 U THg conc 16.2 17.5 16.2 17.5
2 U%MeHg 4.63 4.14 4.14 4.63
2 F MeHg conc 0.661 0.472 0.472  0.661
3 F THg conc 7.09 11.7 5.95 5.95 11.7
2 F%MeHg 9.32 7.93 7.93 9.32
GRPO Snow Creek 3 U MeHg conc 2.33 3.08 2.69 2.33 3.08
(beaver pond) 3 U THg conc 9.25 10.1 9.12 9.12 10.1
3 U %MeHg 25.1 30.6 29.5 25.1 30.6
3 F MeHg conc 1.45 2.30 1.94 1.45 2.30
3 F THg conc 5.68 7.10 4.67 4.67 7.10
3 F %MeHg 25.5 32.4 41.4 25.5 41.4
GRPO Snow Creek 2 U MeHg conc 2.29 1.50 1.50 2.29
(lower reach) 3 U THg conc 7.65 13.5 8.29 7.65 13.5
2 U %MeHg 29.9 18.1 18.1 29.9
3 F MeHg conc 0.448 1.10 0.999 0.448 1.10
3 F THgconc 6.45 10.9 4.85 4.85 10.9
3  F %MeHg 6.95 10.2 20.6 6.95 20.6
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Appendix E (continued). Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/L) and methylmercury (MeHg
conc, ng/L), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in samples of unfiltered (U)
and 0.45-e m f i IF}wateredlected during 20107 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes

Inventory and Monitoring Network. Data are presented alphabetically by park unit and water body (n =
number of samples analyzed, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Dashes (--) indicate

samples not analyzed for mercury.

Range
Park Sample type Annual means (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n and variable 2010 2011 2012 Min Max
INDU Great Marsh 7 U MeHg conc 0.262 0.249 0.165 0.098 0.426
7 U THg conc 3.16 2.96 1.68 1.51 3.45
6 U %MeHg 8.31 7.43 9.91 3.09 13.5
4 F MeHg conc -- 0.216 0.140 0.139 0.238
3 F THg conc -- 2.58 1.15 1.15 3.15
3 F %MeHg - 8.60 12.2 7.56 12.2
INDU Long Lake 5 U MeHg conc 0.131 0.077 0.136 0.060 0.201
6 U THg conc 1.96 1.73 0.550 0.390 2.49
3 U %MeHg 6.66 4.46 24.6 4.46 24.6
3 F MeHg conc -- 0.033 0.077 0.023 0.077
4 F THg conc 1.25 1.72 0.470 0.470 1.85
2 F %MeHg 1.92 16.4 1.92 16.4
INDU Middle Lagoon 6 U MeHg conc 0.130 0.044 0.038 0.022 0.182
6 U THg conc 1.38 1.19 0.580 0.350 1.56
3 U %MeHg 9.45 3.66 6.47 3.66 9.45
6 F MeHg conc 0.079 0.020 0.034 0.007 0.106
6 F THg conc 0.885 0.935 0.305 0.270 0.950
3 F %MeHg 8.87 2.14 11.0 2.14 11.0
ISRO Angleworm Lake 6 U MeHg conc 0.061 0.022 0.038 0.014 0.068
6 U THg conc 0.980 0.635 1.73 0.580 2.20
3 U %MeHg 6.22 3.46 2.20 2.20 6.22
5 F MeHg conc 0.049 0.013 0.032 0.008 0.049
6 F THg conc 0.635 0.385 0.805 0.370 0.880
3  F%MeHg 7.72 3.38 3.91 3.38 7.72
ISRO Lake Harvey 6 U MeHg conc 0.110 0.205 0.146 0.109 0.250
4 U THg conc 141 - 1.53 1.29 1.56
2 U %MeHg 7.80 9.54 7.80 9.54
6 F MeHg conc 0.103 0.190 0.093 0.089 0.220
4 F THg conc 0.665 -- 0.915 0.590 0.930
2 F %MeHg 15.5 10.1 10.1 15.5
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Appendix E (continued). Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/L) and methylmercury (MeHg
conc, ng/L), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in samples of unfiltered (U)
and 0.45-e m f i IF}wateredlected during 20107 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes
Inventory and Monitoring Network. Data are presented alphabetically by park unit and water body (n =
number of samples analyzed, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Dashes (--) indicate
samples not analyzed for mercury.

Range
Park Sample type Annual means (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n and variable 2010 2011 2012 Min Max
ISRO Lake Richie 6 U MeHg conc 0.066 0.040 0.064 0.029 0.068
6 U THg conc 1.30 0.725 1.21 0.710 1.50
3 U %MeHg 5.06 5.45 5.31 5.06 5.45
6 F MeHg conc 0.052 0.023 0.031 0.017 0.052
6 F THg conc 0.370 0.615 0.800 0.260 0.850
3 F %MeHg 14.1 3.74 3.88 3.74 14.1
ISRO Sargent Lake 5 U MeHg conc 0.110 0.031 0.047 0.031 0.113
6 U THg conc 0.820 0.845 1.21 0.540 1.29
3 U %MeHg 134 3.67 3.90 3.67 134
6 F MeHg conc 0.081 0.023 0.031 0.017 0.092
6 F THg conc 0.485 0.520 0.715 0.390 0.740
3  F %MeHg 16.6 4.33 4.34 4.33 16.6
PIRO Beaver Lake 6 U MeHg conc 0.046 0.033 0.044 0.031 0.053
6 U THg conc 0.895 1.21 0.835 0.590 1.28
3 U %MeHg 5.08 2.70 5.27 2.70 5.27
6 F MeHg conc 0.035 0.007 0.023 0.003 0.037
6 F THg conc 0.505 0.795 0.365 0.350 0.830
3 F %MeHg 6.93 0.881 6.16 0.881 6.93
PIRO Chapel Lake 6 U MeHg conc 0.291 0.271 0.124 0.122 0.456
6 U THgconc 2.49 4.39 2.05 2.00 4.50
3 U %MeHg 11.7 6.18 6.02 6.02 11.7
6 F MeHg conc 0.071 0.206 0.067 0.058 0.216
6 F THg conc 1.70 3.72 1.40 1.35 4.06
3  F %MeHg 4.18 5.55 4.79 4.18 5.55
PIRO Grand Sable Lake 6 U MeHg conc 0.104 0.146 0.084 0.046 0.161
6 U THg conc 1.35 1.90 1.31 1.10 1.94
3 U %MeHg 7.70 7.68 6.44 6.44 7.70
6 F MeHg conc 0.062 0.122 0.039 0.031 0.127
6 F THg conc 1.08 1.52 0.86 0.800 1.62
3 F %MeHg 5.77 8.02 4.48 4.48 8.02
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Appendix E (continued). Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/L) and methylmercury (MeHg
conc, ng/L), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in samples of unfiltered (U)
and 0.45-e m f i IF}wateredlected during 20107 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes
Inventory and Monitoring Network. Data are presented alphabetically by park unit and water body (n =
number of samples analyzed, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Dashes (--) indicate
samples not analyzed for mercury.

Range

Park Sample type Annual means (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n and variable 2010 2011 2012 Min Max

PIRO Legion Lake 6 U MeHg conc 0.069 0.051 0.091 0.047 0.111

6 U THg conc 2.06 1.38 1.07 0.900 2.28

3 U %MeHg 3.36 3.71 8.50 3.36 8.50

6 F MeHg conc 0.018 0.025 0.045 0.008 0.060

4 F THg conc 0.610 -- 0.525 0.100 1.12

2 F %MeHg 2.87 8.48 2.87 8.48

PIRO Miners Lake 5 U MeHg conc 0.184 0.324 0.138 0.104 0.343

6 U THg conc 2.26 3.24 1.45 1.22 3.29

3 U %MeHg 8.16 10.0 9.55 8.16 10.0

5 F MeHg conc 0.171 0.323 0.068 0.060 0.323

6 F THg conc 0.605 2.46 0.790 0.560 2.50

3  F %MeHg 28.3 13.2 8.54 8.54 28.3

SLBE Bass Lake 5 U MeHg conc 0.078 0.070 0.108 0.051 0.145

(Benzie) 6 U THg conc 1.13 1.04 1.03 0.840 1.42

3 U %MeHg 6.90 6.68 10.4 6.68 104

6 F MeHg conc 0.066 0.022 0.053 0.021 0.067

6 F THg conc 0.585 0.885 0.610 0.430 0.930

3 F %MeHg 11.2 2.43 8.61 2.43 11.2

SLBE Bass Lake 6 U MeHg conc 0.070 0.091 0.099 0.051 0.134

(Leelanau) 6 U THgconc 0.920 1.43 1.24 0.820 1.49

3 U %MeHg 7.61 6.33 8.02 6.33 8.02

6 F MeHg conc 0.056 0.016 0.043 0.011 0.060

4 F THg conc - 144 0.795 0.740 1.48

2 F %MeHg 1.08 5.41 1.08 5.41

SLBE Lake Manitou 4 U MeHg conc 0.059 0.044 0.080 0.044 0.093

6 U THg conc 0.600 0.860 0.615 0.410 0.940

3 U %MeHg 9.83 5.12 12.9 5.12 12.9

5 F MeHg conc 0.067 0.022 0.021 0.010 0.067

5 F THg conc 0.240 0.700 0.215 0.200 0.760

3 F %MeHg 27.9 3.14 9.77 3.14 27.9
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Appendix E (continued). Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/L) and methylmercury (MeHg
conc, ng/L), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in samples of unfiltered (U)
and 0.45-e m f i IF}wateredlected during 20107 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes

Inventory and Monitoring Network. Data are presented alphabetically by park unit and water body (n =
number of samples analyzed, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Dashes (--) indicate

samples not analyzed for mercury.

Range
Park Sample type Annual means (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n and variable 2010 2011 2012 Min Max
SLBE Round Lake 6 U MeHg conc 0.146 0.074 0.077 0.058 0.200
5 U THg conc 2.08 1.33 1.10 1.01 2.08
3 U %MeHg 7.02 5.53 6.99 5.53 7.02
6 F MeHg conc 0.075 0.046 0.040 0.038 0.100
5 F THg conc 0.720 1.14 0.925 0.660 1.14
3 F %MeHg 10.4 3.99 4.32 3.99 10.4
VOYA Brown Lake 6 U MeHg conc 0.206 0.158 0.168 0.135 0.245
5 U THg conc 211 2.45 2.13 1.97 2.45
3 U %MeHg 9.75 6.45 7.88 6.45 9.75
4 F MeHg conc 0.204 0.161 0.114 0.113 0.204
4 F THg conc 1.85 2.10 1.71 1.71 212
3  F %MeHg 11.0 7.67 6.67 6.67 11.0
VOYA Peary Lake 6 U MeHg conc 0.209 0.192 0.125 0.119 0.255
6 U THg conc 1.89 2.18 1.92 1.47 2.30
3 U %MeHg 11.1 8.80 6.48 6.48 11.1
5 F MeHg conc 0.099 0.070 0.054 0.044 0.099
5 F THg conc 1.25 1.73 1.35 1.25 1.74
3 F %MeHg 7.92 4.06 3.98 3.98 7.92
VOYA Ryan Lake 6 U MeHg conc 0.131 0.214 0.131 0.113 0.218
5 U THg conc 3.99 3.89 4.06 2.83 5.15
3 U %MeHg 3.28 5.49 3.23 3.23 5.49
4 F MeHg conc 0.122 - 0.081 0.079 0.123
4  F THg conc 2.67 - 2.74 2.53 2.81
2 F %MeHg 457 2.94 2.94 457
VOYA Sand Point Lake 6 U MeHg conc 0.132 0.237 0.182 0.118 0.273
6 U THg conc 271 3.68 3.92 2.30 3.95
3 U %MeHg 4.86 6.43 4.64 4.64 6.43
4 F MeHg conc 0.135 0.161 0.131 0.117 0.161
4 F THg conc 1.55 3.77 2.89 1.55 3.77
3 F %MeHg 8.71 4.27 4.52 4.27 8.71
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Appendix F. Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/g
dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry
weight), and percent of total mercury present as
methylmercury (9%oMeHg) in seston, listed alphabetically by
park unit and water body, sampled during 20107 2012 from
six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of samples analyzed, Min = minimum
value, Max = maximum value). Dashes (--) indicate samples
not analyzed for total mercury.

Range

Park Annual means (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n Variable 2010 2011 2012 Min Max
GRPO Grand Portage Creek 3  MeHg conc 1.27 1.15 1.18 1.15 1.27
2  THg conc - 60.6 39.8 39.8 60.6

2  %MeHg 1.90 2.96
GRPO Poplar Creek 3 MeHg conc 0.41 2.15 1.07 0.41 2.15
2  THgconc -- 133 15.8 15.8 133

2  %MeHg 1.62 6.77
GRPO Snow Creek 3  MeHg conc 16.2 24.1 8.28 8.28 24.1
(beaver pond) 2  THg conc -- 200 76.7 76.7 200

2  %MeHg 12.1 10.8
GRPO Snow Creek 2  MeHg conc 12.9 441 441 12.9
(lower reach) 2  THg conc -- 348 134 134 348

1 %MeHg 3.30
INDU Great Marsh 5 MeHg conc 6.85 9.84 0.67 0.67 13.4
3  THg conc -- 65.9 99.6 49.3 99.6

3  %MeHg 17.4 0.67
INDU Long Lake 5 MeHg conc 6.45 7.00 11.9 3.97 11.9
3 THg conc -- 37.6 53.6 37.6 58.0

2 %MeHg 18.6 22.2
INDU Middle Lagoon 7 MeHg conc 3.27 9.23 29.1 2.49 40.9
4  THg conc - 88.1 28.2 14.4 99.0

2  %MeHg 10.5 103
ISRO Angleworm Lake 7  MeHg conc 0.835 2.54 3.33 0.130 5.33
4  THg conc -- 122 160 85.2 189

2 %MeHg 2.08 2.09
ISRO Lake Harvey 6 MeHg conc 11.9 16.0 12.5 1.90 21.9
3  THg conc - 127 81.9 81.9 154

2  %MeHg 12.6 15.2
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Appendix F (continued). Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/g dry weight) and
methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury
(%MeHg) in seston, listed alphabetically by park unit and water body, sampled during 20107 2012 from six
park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network (n = number of samples analyzed, Min =
minimum value, Max = maximum value). Dashes (--) indicate samples not analyzed for total mercury.

Range

Park Annual means (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n Variable 2010 2011 2012 Min Max
ISRO Lake Richie 8 MeHg conc 4.12 4.42 6.25 2.84 6.90
4 THg conc -- 83.3 123 71.0 123

2  %MeHg 5.31 5.09
ISRO Sargent Lake 7  MeHg conc 2.35 3.61 7.40 1.69 8.27
4 THg conc -- 69.1 238 66.2 238

2  %MeHg 5.23 3.10
PIRO Beaver Lake 7 MeHg conc 9.99 4.84 5.20 3.03 11.3
2  THg conc -- 52.7 35.7 35.7 52.7

2  %MeHg 9.18 14.6
PIRO Chapel Lake 6 MeHg conc 13.0 8.31 17.2 7.74 23.4
2  THg conc -- 292 156 156 292

2  %MeHg 2.85 11.0
PIRO Grand Sable Lake 6 MeHg conc 6.95 5.19 5.00 3.08 7.63
2  THg conc -- 62.5 44.1 44.1 62.5

2  %MeHg 8.30 11.3
PIRO Legion Lake 5 MeHg conc 36.5 24.1 40.8 18.3 44.7
2 THg conc - 167 130 130 167

2 %MeHg 14.4 315
PIRO Miners Lake 6 MeHg conc 8.85 7.03 3.92 3.33 11.4
2  THg conc - 239 137 137 239

2  %MeHg 2.94 2.85
SLBE Bass Lake 6 MeHg conc 4.72 4.15 8.24 3.32 13.2
(Benzie) 2 THg conc -- 69.0 56.3 56.3 69.0

2 %MeHg 6.02 14.6
SLBE Bass Lake 6 MeHg conc 8.01 3.97 4.01 0.65 9.01
(Leelanau) 2  THg conc -- 115 61.2 61.2 115

2  %MeHg 3.46 6.54
SLBE Lake Manitou 6 MeHg conc 8.00 3.24 8.59 0.95 10.6
2  THgconc -- 38.5 29.4 29.4 38.5

2 %MeHg 8.41 29.2
SLBE Round Lake 5 MeHg conc 6.72 8.58 3.03 1.95 14.8
2 THg conc -- 100 76.3 76.3 100

2  %MeHg 8.58 3.97
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Appendix F (continued). Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/g dry weight) and
methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury
(%MeHg) in seston, listed alphabetically by park unit and water body, sampled during 20107 2012 from six
park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network (n = number of samples analyzed, Min =
minimum value, Max = maximum value). Dashes (--) indicate samples not analyzed for total mercury.

Range

Park Annual means (raw data)

unit Water body (site) n Variable 2010 2011 2012 Min Max

VOYA Brown Lake 7  MeHg conc 46.5 18.9 194 15.2 77.8
2 THg conc -- 113 219 113 219
2  %MeHg 16.8 8.87

VOYA Peary Lake 6 MeHg conc 9.10 32.2 12.3 5.50 49.5
2  THgconc -- 242 180 180 242
2  %MeHg 13.3 6.80

VOYA Ryan Lake 6 MeHg conc 12.2 31.5 13.2 3.53 40.4
2 THg conc -- 294 400 294 400
2  %MeHg 10.7 3.29

VOYA Sand Point Lake 7  MeHg conc 6.29 10.7 5.53 4.61 12.7
2 THg conc -- 111 40.2 40.2 111
2  %MeHg 9.61 13.7
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Appendix G. Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/g
dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry
weight), and percent of total mercury present as
methylmercury (9%oMeHg) in bulk zooplankton, listed
alphabetically by park unit and water body sampled during
201071 2012 from parks in the Great Lakes Inventory and
Monitoring Network (n = number of samples analyzed, Min =
minimum value, Max = maximum value).

Range
Park Annual means (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n Variable 2010 2011 2012 Min Max
INDU Long Lake 5 MeHg conc 40.1 25.2 19.3 19.3 48.1
4  THg conc 63.7 43.9 44.3 42.1 63.7
4 %MeHg 50.2 57.3 43.6 43.6 57.5
INDU Middle Lagoon 6 MeHg conc 27.2 18.3 8.30 8.30 34.4
6 THgconc 128 31.6 20.7 20.7 196
6 %MeHg 24.9 59.3 40.1 12.3 70.1
ISRO Angleworm Lake 8 MeHg conc 119 10.8 6.7 5.6 132
7 THg conc 102 58.4 84.3 41.4 102
7  %MeHg 129 19.8 7.95 6.63 129
ISRO Lake Harvey 5 MeHg conc 149 92.9 35.2 35.2 178
6 THgconc 234 136 91.2 89.8 234
4  %MeHg 52.0 68.7 38.2 38.2 74.3
ISRO Lake Richie 9 MeHg conc 43.4 19.3 15.2 12.0 54.0
9 THg conc 166 47.9 62.9 36.2 192
9 %MeHg 26.6 41.9 24.2 19.1 57.9
ISRO Sargent Lake 7  MeHg conc 22.7 15.8 14.8 7.52 26.9
7 THgconc 136 43.3 60.8 32.0 166.4
7  %MeHg 16.9 34.9 24.3 16.2 44.4
PIRO Beaver Lake 7 MeHg conc 38.6 24.6 215 9.6 58.1
6 THg conc 98.7 37.1 53.9 36.5 115
6 %MeHg 31.2 66.6 39.7 11.6 84.4
PIRO Chapel Lake 5 MeHg conc 275 40.9 55.1 36.8 392
5 THg conc 561 112 140 82.6 587
5 %MeHg 48.2 38.2 39.3 29.8 66.7
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Appendix G (continued). Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/g dry weight) and
methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury
(%MeHg) in bulk zooplankton, listed alphabetically by park unit and water body sampled during 20107

2012 from parks in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network (n = number of samples analyzed,

Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value).

Range

Park Annual means (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n Variable 2010 2011 2012 Min Max
PIRO Grand Sable Lake 7  MeHg conc 33.0 12.3 9.80 8.40 57.2
6 THgconc 138 22.2 49.0 18.8 151
6 %MeHg 23.5 54.8 20.1 9.21 56.6
PIRO Legion Lake 6 MeHg conc 251 106 43.6 36.2 284
6 THgconc 393 195 105 96.3 460
6 %MeHg 64.3 54.4 41.3 37.6 66.9
PIRO Miners Lake 5 MeHg conc 68.7 6.24 13.4 6.24 75.0
4 THg conc 118 127 38.5 38.5 127
4 %MeHg 58.8 4.93 34.8 4.93 64.0
SLBE Bass Lake 5 MeHg conc 38.2 19.8 39.1 18.0 52.7
(Benzie) 4  THg conc 274 61.4 77.0 57.4 274
4  %MeHg 19.3 32.2 50.8 19.3 50.8
SLBE Bass Lake 5 MeHg conc 54.3 16.3 8.10 8.10 59.8
(Leelanau) 4 THg conc 136 63.4 60.8 60.2 136
4  %MeHg 35.7 25.7 13.3 13.3 35.7
SLBE Lake Manitou 5 MeHg conc 36.1 18.3 195 16.1 51.6
5 THg conc 194 34.1 40.0 30.3 300
5 %MeHg 20.3 53.7 48.8 17.2 54.3
SLBE Round Lake 5 MeHg conc 74.6 61.5 46.0 39.5 110
5 THg conc 222 92.0 98.2 81.4 349
5 %MeHg 36.6 66.3 46.8 31.5 71.0
VOYA Brown Lake 6 MeHg conc 166 70.4 40.6 27.2 209
5 THg conc 289 91.3 110 91.3 300
5 %MeHg 58.2 88.5 36.0 29.8 88.5
VOYA Peary Lake 6 MeHg conc 346 30.2 37.0 26.8 390
6 THg conc 453 46.4 85.1 46.2 558
6 %MeHg 78.4 65.1 43.4 42.2 86.9
VOYA Ryan Lake 5 MeHg conc 229 112 46.7 45.5 229
6 THgconc 441 158 155 148 590
5 %MeHg 38.7 70.4 30.2 29.7 78.9
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Appendix G (continued). Concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/g dry weight) and
methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury
(%MeHg) in bulk zooplankton, listed alphabetically by park unit and water body sampled during 20107
2012 from parks in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network (n = number of samples analyzed,

Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value).

Range
Park Annual means (raw data)
unit Water body (site) n Variable 2010 2011 2012 Min Max
VOYA Sand Point Lake 6 MeHg conc 73.3 28.7 14.8 13.6 81.5
6 THgconc 197 41.2 54.4 35.6 226
6 %MeHg 37.5 71.0 27.2 24.6 80.6
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Appendix H. Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture
(Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc, ng/g dry weight) and

methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as
methylmercury (%0MeHg) in whole larval dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body,

and speciesd sampled during 2008i 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes
Inventory and Monitoring Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard

deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species

with a superscript Q@éctes-laveldaxondneicndesignatiendpertdimg a
confirmation.
Park Water body
unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
GRPO Grand Portage  Aeshna umbrosa Length 4 30.0 9.1 4.6 30.3 211 38.2 -5.8 0.0
Gz Moisture 79.4 1.2 0.6 79.7 777 805 2.5 1.4
THg conc 1835 453 22,6 1944 1223 2230 0.0 -1.0
MeHg conc 1718 428 214 181.7 1140 209.8 0.1 -1.0
%MeHg 93.6 0.4 0.2 93.5 93.1 94.1 2.3 05
GRPO Grand Portage  Boyeria vinosa Length 6 30.6 3.5 1.4 31.9 25.2 33.8 -1.2 -0.9
Creek Moisture 73.4 3.1 1.3 72.3 715 795 5.0 2.2
THg conc 1478 333 136 1335  119.0 208.6 2.0 1.5
MeHg conc 1244 359 147 113.9 86.8  177.6 -1.2 0.7
%MeHg 83.3 9.1 3.7 84.8 72.9 96.9 0.5 0.2
GRPO Grand Portage  Cordulegaster Length 10 357 3.0 1.0 37.1 28.5 39.0 3.3 -1.7
Cizei M Moisture 794 2.6 0.8 80.2 729 821 4.9 2.0
THg conc 168.4 23.7 7.5 170.9 130.4 200.5 -1.3 -0.3
MeHg conc 159.4  19.7 6.2 162.8  127.9 183.0 -1.3 -0.2
%MeHg 95.1 7.0 2.2 93.9 86.1  106.7 1.2 0.3
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordimation. e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
GRPO Grand Portage = Somatochlora minor Length 9 18.9 0.6 0.2 19.2 17.6 195 1.6 -1.4
el Moisture 792 19 0.6 78.9 76.1  82.8 1.0 0.4
THg conc 148.7 56.5 20.0 121.4 97.2 239.5 -0.9 1.0
MeHg conc 136.4 44.3 14.8 118.5 90.1 226.5 0.8 1.1
%MeHg 90.6 14.0 4.9 94.0 58.5 101.4 4.9 -2.1
GRPO  Poplar Creek Aeshna umbrosa Length 16 30.3 4.5 11 30.1 231 38.7 -0.3 0.3
Moisture 84.4 55 1.4 86.2 74.4 91.5 -0.9 -0.6
THg conc 135.9 42.2 10.5 148.3 72.0 201.8 -1.0 -0.2
MeHg conc 124.6 38.9 9.7 122.0 68.2 199.2 -0.6 0.3
%MeHg 94.6 24.0 6.0 93.3 61.7 163.1 3.8 1.4
GRPO  Poplar Creek Boyeria grafiana Length 3 33.2 15 0.9 33.0 31.8 34.8 o} 0.7
Moisture 74.3 0.9 0.5 74.4 73.4 75.2 d -0.5
THg conc 93.3 5.9 3.4 94.9 86.8 98.3 o} -1.1
MeHg conc 84.6 8.5 4.9 89.1 74.8 89.9 o} -1.7
%MeHg 90.5 4.3 25 90.6 86.2 94.8 fo} 0.0
GRPO  Poplar Creek Cordulegaster Length 12 29.6 4.5 13 29.0 23.5 36.6 -1.3 0.2
maculata Moisture 773 43 1.2 76.6 722 842 13 0.4
THg conc 125.8 24.4 7.0 134.6 88.8 166.7 -0.9 -0.3
MeHg conc 118.1 28.1 8.1 118.2 75.2 172.0 -0.5 0.3

%MeHg 95.2 22.6 6.5 94.8 69.4 157.0 5.3 1.9
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body
unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
GRPO Poplar Creek Epitheca canis Length 14 21.1 0.7 0.2 21.1 19.6 22.1 -0.1 -0.5
Moisture 82.5 24 0.6 82.5 78.8 87.4 0.0 0.6
THg conc 206.8 438 11.7 195.1 140.6  289.8 0.0 0.7
MeHg conc 197.8 40.8 10.9 193.3 129.8 283.6 0.5 0.4
%MeHg 96.5 11.7 3.1 99.8 64.3 108.1 3.9 -1.9
AGRPO Poplar Creek Libellula Length 1 18.5 o} o} 18.5 18.5 18.5 o} o}
quadrimaculata Moisture 801 3 5 804 801 801 5 5
THg conc 177.4 o) 4 177.4 177.4 177.4 o] o]
MeHg conc 111.3 o} o} 111.3 111.3 111.3 o} o}
%MeHg 62.7 o) 4 62.7 62.7 62.7 o] o]
GRPO Poplar Creek Somatochlora minor Length 17 18.8 1.6 0.4 19.0 15.6 21.3 -0.3 -0.6
Moisture 78.9 3.0 0.7 78.2 75.0 85.3 -0.4 0.5
THg conc 183.3 94.6 23.0 148.3 104.9 500.4 8.1 2.6
MeHg conc 1749 105.5 24.9 145.3 86.5 538.3 8.5 2.7
%MeHg 95.2 12.2 3.0 93.9 59.7 109.3 3.6 -1.5
GRPO Snow Creek Aeshna clepsydra Length 3 28.6 0.7 0.4 28.4 28.1 29.4 o} 1.3
(lower reach) Moisture 879 31 18 895 843 899 5 1.7
THg conc 245.2 27.3 15.7 260.8 213.7 261.0 o} -1.7
MeHg conc 167.6 90.2 521 177.6 72.8 252.4 o] -0.5
%MeHg 69.3 36.5 211 83.1 27.9 96.8 o] -15
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
super s cr idpntifiedtdaspeaiesdevel taxonomic designation pending confirmation.

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
GRPO Snow Creek Aeshna interrupta Length 2 37.4 1.7 1.2 37.4 36.2 38.6 o} o}
(Tt (EEE) Moisture 875 57 40 875 834 915 5 5
THg conc 222.7 28.9 20.4 222.7 202.3 2431 0 0
MeHg conc 148.1  85.3 60.3 148.1 87.8 208.4 o} o}
%MeHg 64.6 29.9 21.2 64.6 43.4 85.7 0 0
GRPO Snow Creek Aeshna umbrosa Length 5 32.0 3.7 1.7 30.5 29.4 38.5 4.5 21
(lower reach) Moisture 853 83 42 80 734  OL7 2.0 15
THg conc 2183 35.0 15.7 197.4 188.3  266.9 -1.9 0.8
MeHg conc 197.4 29.6 13.2 190.9 156.6 227.1 -1.2 -0.3
%MeHg 90.7 6.4 2.8 93.1 83.2 96.7 -3.0 -0.4
GRPO  Snow Creek Aeshna verticalis Length 1 30.2 o} o} 30.2 30.2 30.2 o} o}
(texs7e ey Moisture 91.8 & 5 91.8 918 918 3 3
THg conc 292.8 o} o} 292.8 292.8 292.8 o} o}
MeHg conc 301.7 o} o} 301.7 301.7 301.7 o} o}
%MeHg 103.0 o} o} 103.0 103.0 103.0 fo} o}
GRPO  Snow Creek Epitheca canis Length 10 21.4 1.2 0.4 21.2 19.8 23.4 -0.8 0.5
(lower reach) Moisture 8L7 17 05 80 788 836  -0.6 0.7
THg conc 165.3 16.8 5.3 166.8 130.6 194.6 1.8 -0.5
MeHg conc 156.7 20.2 6.4 159.8 116.6 187.2 0.7 -0.7

%MeHg 94.8 7.0 2.2 96.0 78.1 102.8 3.7 -1.6
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
GRPO  Snow Creek Somatochlora Length 6 22.4 0.5 0.2 22.5 215 23.0 0.0 -0.8
(ewermezen)  tlEmss Moisture 782 1.8 0.7 78.3 762 805 23 0.1
THg conc 173.5 19.8 8.1 169.0 152.3 201.0 -1.9 0.4
MeHg conc 172.8 26.2 10.7 163.8 146.5 211.1 -1.4 0.7
%MeHg 99.3 4.2 1.7 97.6 954 105.0 -1.8 0.7
GRPO  Snow Creek Aeshna clepsydra Length 3 28.8 3.2 1.9 27.9 26.0 32.3 o} 11
(beaver pond) Moisture 823 39 23 843 777 848 5 17
THg conc 151.3 43.0 24.8 139.5 1155 199.0 o) 11
MeHg conc 151.8 41.4 23.9 136.5 120.4 198.7 o] 1.4
%MeHg 100.6 3.2 1.9 99.9 97.9 104.2 4 1.0
GRPO  Snow Creek Aeshna umbrosa Length 4 30.9 3.6 1.8 29.8 27.7 36.1 2.8 15
(eEneEr ) Moisture 889 53 26 866 857 967 3.6 1.9
THg conc 1354 38.5 19.2 131.1 101.4 177.8 -4.7 0.2
MeHg conc 111.7 19.8 9.9 111.2 90.8 133.9 -34 0.1
%MeHg 84.7 11.6 5.8 87.1 68.7 96.0 1.5 -1.1
GRPO  Snow Creek Arigomphus cornutus  Length 1 31.4 o) o] 31.4 31.4 314 0 0
(beaver pond) Moisture 6.4 o 5 664 664  66.4 3 3
THg conc 69.9 o) o] 69.9 69.9 69.9 o] o]
MeHg conc 53.8 o) o] 53.8 53.8 53.8 o] o}
%MeHg 76.9 o) o] 76.9 76.9 76.9 0 o]
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
GRPO  Snow Creek Cordulia shurtleffi Length 4 19.9 2.8 1.4 21.0 15.8 21.9 3.1 -1.8
(a0 pame) Moisture 829 32 16 823 803 8.9  -28 0.6
THg conc 91.0 27.1 13.5 91.0 58.3 123.8 0.7 0.0
MeHg conc 92.0 34.0 17.0 94.8 48.5 129.9 0.6 -0.5
%MeHg 99.1 10.7 5.4 103.1 83.3 106.7 3.1 -1.7
GRPO  Snow Creek Epitheca canis Length 22 20.6 0.8 0.2 20.5 19.5 225 -0.6 0.4
(beaver pond) Moisture 793 16 03 793 759 818  -03 0.4
THg conc 144.3 37.0 7.9 142.6 63.9 204.8 -0.5 -0.2
MeHg conc 138.9 42.5 9.1 148.2 494 215.3 -0.2 -0.5
%MeHg 95.2 12.3 2.6 97.4 54.3 110.0 4.9 -1.8
GRPO  Snow Creek Leucorrhinia frigida Length 15 15.9 0.7 0.2 15.9 14.6 17.2 0.3 -0.1
(eEneEr ) Moisture 833 30 08 827  80.1 929 75 2.4
THg conc 123.3 41.2 10.6 118.2 64.4 188.0 -1.1 0.1
MeHg conc 107.6 43.6 11.3 109.5 37.5 193.0 -04 0.4
%MeHg 86.2 14.6 3.8 89.1 46.9 104.0 3.0 -1.5
GRPO  Snow Creek Leucorrhinia intacta Length 38 16.6 0.7 0.1 16.7 15.4 18.0 -0.7 0.1
(beaver pond) Moisture 822 21 0.3 82.7 775  86.6 -0.5 -0.4
THg conc 139.5 43.9 7.1 119.6 83.1 218.7 -14 0.4
MeHg conc 131.8 45.6 7.4 115.2 79.0 237.9 -0.2 1.0

%MeHg 95.3 14.3 2.3 99.6 55.2 115.5 13 -1.4
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
GRPO  Snow Creek Libellula Length 5 20.6 0.9 0.4 20.3 19.7 22.1 0.7 1.1
(e fpeme)) — ellEelinR e Moisture 796 16 0.7 78.7 780 817 1.8 0.7
THg conc 128.8 70.3 31.4 133.3 61.9 229.7 -0.7 0.6
MeHg conc 115.1 71.2 31.8 116.6 53.1 227.2 1.1 1.1
%MeHg 87.5 7.0 3.1 86.5 80.0 98.9 25 1.3
GRPO  Snow Creek Somatochlora Length 1 21.8 o} o} 21.8 21.8 21.8 o} o}
(beaver pond)  tenebrosa Moisture 775 3 3 775 775 7715 3 3
THg conc 119.0 o) o] 119.0 119.0 119.0 4 4
MeHg conc 118.8 o) 0 118.8 118.8 118.8 o] o]
%MeHg 99.8 o) 0 99.8 99.8 99.8 s} d
GRPO  Snow Creek Somatochlora Length 3 19.3 0.7 0.4 19.3 18.6 20.1 o} 0.1
(ezewerpens)) e Moisture 803 20 12 807 781 822 3 0.7
THg conc 185.3 17.9 10.3 177.6 172.5 205.8 o) 1.6
MeHg conc 173.8 13.8 7.9 167.0 164.8 189.6 o) 1.7
%MeHg 93.9 25 1.5 92.8 92.2 96.8 o) 1.6
INDU Great Marsh Aeshna interrupta Length 1 31.6 o} o} 31.6 31.6 31.6 o} o}
(GRMA-2) Moisture 926 o 5 926 926 926 3 3
THg conc 88.7 o) o] 88.7 88.7 88.7 o] o]
MeHg conc 90.6 o) o] 90.6 90.6 90.6 o] o}
%MeHg 102.2 o) o] 102.2 102.2 102.2 0 o]
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
INDU Great Marsh Anax junius Length 1 34.2 o) o) 34.2 34.2 34.2 o} o}
(CR Moisture 795 o 5 795 795 795 3 3
THg conc 39.8 0 0 39.8 39.8 39.8 ) )
MeHg conc 42.1 o} o} 42.1 42.1 42.1 o} o}
%MeHg 105.8 o} o} 105.8 105.8 105.8 o} o}
INDU Great Marsh Pachydiplax Length 8 17.1 0.7 0.2 17.3 16.1 18.0 -0.5 -0.7
(GRMA-2) longipennis Moisture 832 43 15  8L4 789 898  -15 0.6
THg conc 68.0 25.0 8.8 59.8 42.8 116.3 0.6 1.1
MeHg conc 62.7 243 8.6 65.4 13.7 98.2 24 -0.9
%MeHg 101.2 42.9 15.2 101.0 15.7 157.8 1.7 -1.0
INDU Great Marsh Plathemis lydia Length 10 18.9 0.9 0.3 18.9 17.6 20.7 0.1 0.5
(CRLEE Moisture 821 43 14 819 748 879 0.8 0.4
THg conc 30.1 9.1 29 27.2 21.2 53.6 54 2.2
MeHg conc 19.9 9.5 3.0 18.6 10.5 43.1 4.0 1.7
%MeHg 64.2 15.2 4.8 63.6 434 86.5 -1.8 0.1
INDU Great Marsh Anax junius Length 1 35.8 o} o} 35.8 35.8 35.8 o} o}
(GRMA-3) Moisture 840 o 5 840 840 840 3 3
THg conc 24.4 o} o} 24.4 24.4 24.4 0 0
MeHg conc 20.2 o} o} 20.2 20.2 20.2 o} o}
%MeHg 82.9 o} o] 82.9 82.9 82.9 0 o}
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigmiibn pendingcordimmationi. e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
INDU Great Marsh Erythemis Length 5 15.1 0.5 0.2 15.1 14.3 15.7 0.8 -0.7
(GRMA-3) simplicicollis
Moisture 80.4 3.9 1.7 78.7 77.7 87.1 3.7 1.9
THg conc 28.7 4.8 2.1 26.8 23.0 35.0 -1.4 0.3
MeHg conc 18.9 8.2 3.7 17.3 12.1 32.2 1.7 1.3
%MeHg 63.8 17.6 7.9 63.2 45.3 92.0 1.9 1.2
INDU Great Marsh Libellula pulchella Length 13 24.3 0.9 0.3 24.4 231 25.9 -0.9 0.0
(GRMA-3) Moisture 884 39 11 890 769 919 6.9 2.3
THg conc 23.3 4.5 13 22.5 16.0 324 0.0 0.4
MeHg conc 11.6 29 0.8 111 8.1 16.8 -1.1 0.5
%MeHg 50.4 9.8 2.7 50.6 33.2 69.2 0.0 0.0
INDU Great Marsh Libellula Length 1 19.5 o} o} 19.5 19.5 19.5 o} o}
(CRLES quadrimaculata Moisture 75.4 3 3 75.4 754 754 3 3
THg conc 19.3 o} o} 19.3 19.3 19.3 o} o}
MeHg conc 13.6 o} o} 13.6 13.6 13.6 o} o}
%MeHg 70.3 o} o} 70.3 70.3 70.3 o} o}
INDU Great Marsh Pachydiplax Length 5 17.3 1.3 0.6 17.0 16.0 19.5 2.7 1.5
(GRMA-3) longipennis Moisture 858 56 25 858 802 933  -16 0.4
THg conc 72.2 50.6 22.6 66.2 27.3 155.7 2.3 1.4
MeHg conc 61.1 16.0 7.2 57.3 44.4 87.8 3.0 1.4

%MeHg 107.7 47.5 21.2 90.2 56.4 162.6 -2.7 0.3
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
INDU Long Lake Anax junius Length 11 39.1 4.9 15 42.5 32.1 44.0 2.1 -0.3
Moisture 83.8 3.5 11 83.9 79.1 89.8 -1.0 0.1
THg conc 51.5 14.0 4.2 51.2 31.3 87.7 5.0 1.6
MeHg conc 49.7 13.7 4.1 49.0 33.7 83.8 3.6 1.6
%MeHg 96.8 9.6 2.9 95.6 83.5 109.6 -1.3 -0.2
INDU Long Lake Erythemis Length 8 14.2 0.3 0.1 14.2 13.7 14.9 2.3 0.5
simplicicollis
Moisture 82.3 6.3 2.2 78.9 76.7 92.8 -1.3 0.8
THg conc 42.5 13.3 4.7 38.9 29.9 71.6 3.3 1.7
MeHg conc 39.5 12,5 4.4 36.9 29.3 68.8 5.6 2.2
%MeHg 93.4 9.4 3.3 92.3 83.0 111.6 0.7 1.0
INDU Long Lake Leucorrhinia frigida Length 4 14.8 1.3 0.6 15.2 13.0 15.8 2.6 -1.6
Moisture 82.1 5.1 25 83.2 75.4 86.4 -0.9 -0.9
THg conc 24.1 7.2 3.6 24.6 14.9 32.4 1.0 -0.4
MeHg conc 14.4 5.2 2.6 15.3 7.3 19.5 1.3 -1.0
%MeHg 58.3 6.5 3.3 60.5 48.8 63.5 3.2 -1.7
INDU Long Lake Leucorrhinia intacta Length 7 14.8 0.7 0.3 14.5 14.3 16.2 1.6 15
Moisture 80.6 3.3 1.2 80.4 75.7 84.3 -1.2 -0.3
THg conc 24.0 5.5 21 23.1 15.9 335 0.9 0.4
MeHg conc 13.8 3.9 15 12.8 10.0 20.2 -0.6 1.0

%MeHg 60.2 20.9 7.9 53.4 38.5 89.1 -1.3 0.6
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanicidésigrmiibn pendingcordimmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
INDU Long Lake Pachydiplax Length 20 14.6 15 0.3 145 12.0 17.1 -0.4 0.0
g Moisture 864 5.3 1.1 88.0 715 927 2.1 1.4
THg conc 32.8 15.7 35 29.9 9.2 71.6 0.3 0.6
MeHg conc 20.2 9.8 2.1 23.0 5.6 35.8 -1.4 0.0
%MeHg 57.6 18.4 4.1 53.1 24.5 104.9 2.0 11
INDU Middle Lagoon  Anax junius Length 4 29.0 8.8 4.4 294 20.6 36.6 -5.8 0.0
Moisture 87.9 0.9 0.4 88.3 86.7 88.6 25 -1.6
THg conc 54.7 21.8 10.9 50.6 32.6 84.7 2.1 11
MeHg conc 47.3 18.4 9.2 43.9 29.3 72.2 0.7 0.9
%MeHg 87.1 9.4 4.7 87.4 75.6 98.1 0.4 -0.2
INDU Middle Lagoon  Arigomphus cornutus  Length 1 33.8 o} o} 33.8 33.8 33.8 o} o}
Moisture 82.9 o} o} 82.9 82.9 82.9 d d
THg conc 13.6 o} o} 13.6 13.6 13.6 o} o}
MeHg conc 5.5 o} o} 5.5 5.5 5.5 o} o}
%MeHg 40.4 o} o} 40.4 40.4 40.4 fo} o}
INDU Middle Lagoon  Celithemis elisa Length 1 10.0 o} o} 10.0 10.0 10.0 0 o}
Moisture 54.3 o} o} 54.3 54.3 54.3 d d
THg conc 66.1 o} o} 66.1 66.1 66.1 o} o}
MeHg conc 41.0 o} o} 41.0 41.0 41.0 o} o}
%MeHg 62.0 o} o} 62.0 62.0 62.0 o} o}
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
super s cr idpntifiedtdaspeaiesdevel taxonomic designation pending confirmation.

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
INDU Middle Lagoon  Epitheca princeps Length 2 16.2 0.4 0.3 16.2 15.9 16.5 o} o}
Moisture 82.0 6.7 4.8 82.0 77.2 86.8 o} o}
THg conc 73.3 445 31.4 73.3 41.8 104.7 o} o}
MeHg conc 58.8 47.1 33.3 58.8 255 92.1 o} o}
%MeHg 74.5 19.0 13.4 74.5 61.1 88.0 o} o}
INDU Middle Lagoon  Epitheca spinigera Length 29 17.3 0.9 0.2 17.2 15.9 19.3 -0.2 0.5
Moisture 75.5 48.6 9.0 85.9 -175.9 91.8 28.4 -5.3
THg conc 47.1 20.8 3.9 43.5 13.3 85.7 -1.0 0.3
MeHg conc 37.0 18.2 34 33.6 9.5 78.0 -0.2 0.6
%MeHg 78.7 16.6 3.1 78.7 43.2 104.3 -0.6 -0.5
INDU Middle Lagoon  Libellula luctuosa Length 1 20.6 o} o} 20.6 20.6 20.6 o} o}
Moisture 89.6 o} o} 89.6 89.6 89.6 o} o}
THg conc 45.1 o} o} 45.1 45.1 45.1 o} o}
MeHg conc 37.4 o} o} 37.4 37.4 37.4 o} o}
%MeHg 82.9 o} o} 82.9 82.9 82.9 o} o}
INDU Middle Lagoon  Libellula pulchella Length 19 17.8 17 0.4 17.1 15.9 20.9 -0.8 0.9
Moisture 85.8 4.3 1.0 85.0 77.0 93.1 -0.5 0.0
THg conc 38.0 19.5 45 31.7 14.6 85.7 1.3 13
MeHg conc 32.8 12.2 2.8 29.6 18.5 65.2 2.1 15

%MeHg 93.6 22.9 5.2 92.6 65.7 161.8 3.4 1.6
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
INDU Middle Lagoon  Libellula Length 1 215 o) o) 215 215 215 o} o}
RN et Moisture 84.4 3 3 84.4 84.4 844 K} K}
THg conc 48.9 o} o} 48.9 48.9 48.9 o} o}
MeHg conc 31.6 o} o} 31.6 31.6 31.6 o} o}
%MeHg 64.7 o} o} 64.7 64.7 64.7 o} o}
INDU Middle Lagoon  Libellula semifasciata  Length 4 16.6 0.6 0.3 16.5 16.1 17.5 1.9 1.3
Moisture 87.5 5.0 25 86.4 82.9 94.2 0.3 1.0
THg conc 35.7 11.3 5.7 35.8 25.2 46.0 -5.9 0.0
MeHg conc 29.3 14.0 7.0 29.1 15.8 42.9 -5.5 0.0
%MeHg 78.7 14.8 7.4 78.1 62.9 95.6 -3.0 0.1
ISRO Angleworm Aeshna interrupta Length 2 27.5 5.0 3.5 27.5 23.9 31.0 o} o}
Lele Moisture 86.1 22 1.6 86.1 845  87.6 0 o
THg conc 132.2 26.3 18.6 132.2 113.7 150.8 o} o}
MeHg conc 92.3 18.9 13.3 92.3 79.0 105.7 o} o}
%MeHg 72.7 28.7 20.3 72.7 524 93.0 o) o}
ISRO Angleworm Basiaeschna janata Length 1 18.1 o} o} 18.1 18.1 18.1 o} o}
Lake Moisture 716 o 5 716 716 716 3 3
THg conc 46.3 o} o} 46.3 46.3 46.3 0 0
MeHg conc 39.5 o) o] 39.5 39.5 39.5 o] o}
%MeHg 85.3 o} o] 85.3 85.3 85.3 0 o}
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
ISRO Angleworm Cordulia shurtleffi Length 1 26.1 o) o) 26.1 26.1 26.1 o) o}
LG Moisture 74.9 3 3 74.9 749 749 K} K}
THg conc 64.3 o} o} 64.3 64.3 64.3 o} o}
MeHg conc 53.0 o) o) 53.0 53.0 53.0 d o}
%MeHg 82.4 o} o} 82.4 82.4 82.4 o} o}
ISRO Angleworm Didymops transversa  Length 2 27.0 1.0 0.7 27.0 26.3 27.7 o} o}
Lake Moisture 743 10 07 743 736 751 5 5
THg conc 47.8 0.7 0.5 47.8 47.3 48.3 o} o}
MeHg conc 35.2 6.5 4.6 35.2 30.6 39.8 o} o}
%MeHg 73.5 12.5 8.8 73.5 64.7 82.3 4 4
ISRO Angleworm Dromogomphus Length 12 34.3 0.7 0.2 34.3 33.1 35.7 0.7 0.2
Lele SRIISERE Moisture 827 30 09 8.9 784 874  -11 0.1
THg conc 51.3 10.4 3.0 47.6 38.1 72.7 0.0 0.9
MeHg conc 20.9 7.9 2.3 21.0 9.3 37.9 0.7 0.6
%MeHg 42.5 17.5 5.0 45.0 18.3 71.8 -0.9 -0.1
ISRO Angleworm Epitheca spinigera Length 4 23.8 0.9 0.4 235 23.2 25.1 1.7 1.4
Lake Moisture 758 08 0.4 75.9 748  76.8 1.4 -0.4
THg conc 48.1 6.4 3.2 46.3 42.5 57.3 2.8 1.5
MeHg conc 36.9 7.8 3.9 351 29.7 47.5 0.6 1.1
%MeHg 76.1 6.9 3.5 75.9 69.8 82.9 -5.7 0.0
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordimation. e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
ISRO Angleworm Gomphus exilis Length 31 26.8 0.6 0.1 26.9 24.9 28.0 3.5 -1.0
Lele Moisture 806 8.1 1.4 81.1 400 884 21.8 -43
THg conc 51.3 125 2.2 48.7 37.4 107.8 13.9 3.2
MeHg conc 35.9 14.8 2.6 34.2 4.7 89.3 5.1 1.4
%MeHg 68.0 20.7 3.7 70.5 9.8 110.5 1.4 -0.9
ISRO Angleworm Gomphus lividus Length 19 25.6 1.6 0.3 254 22.7 314 7.2 1.9
Lake Moisture 743 22 04 737 722 825 8.2 25
THg conc 53.0 16.0 3.7 484 33.6 101.8 3.9 1.7
MeHg conc 40.9 13.8 2.8 37.7 23.4 81.5 2.3 1.5
%MeHg 78.6 13.7 31 80.9 55.0 107.8 -04 0.2
ISRO Angleworm Gomphus spicatus Length 20 31.3 1.8 0.4 31.1 28.4 36.0 1.0 0.6
Lele Moisture 788 43 0.9 76.6 733 862 15 0.5
THg conc 45.4 6.4 1.4 44.8 35.1 58.9 0.0 0.5
MeHg conc 27.7 5.2 1.1 26.5 20.7 38.2 -0.5 0.7
%MeHg 61.5 8.8 2.0 60.2 50.0 84.9 1.7 1.3
ISRO Angleworm Hagenius brevistylus  Length 1 22.9 o} o} 22.9 22.9 22.9 0 o}
Lake Moisture 728 o 5 728 728 728 3 3
THg conc 34.3 o} o} 34.3 34.3 34.3 0 0
MeHg conc 28.5 o} o} 28.5 28.5 285 o} o}
%MeHg 83.2 o} o] 83.2 83.2 83.2 0 o}
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
ISRO Angleworm Ladona julia Length 4 23.4 0.9 0.4 23.5 22.3 24.4 0.6 -0.5
LG Moisture 811 21 1.1 81.6 784  83.0 -0.9 -0.8
THg conc 60.0 4.6 2.3 60.2 55.1 64.7 -4.5 -0.1
MeHg conc 50.5 2.2 1.1 50.5 47.8 53.2 0.6 0.0
%MeHg 84.5 7.8 3.9 85.8 73.9 92.5 1.2 -0.9
ISRO Lake Harvey Aeshna eremita Length 2 33.4 10.4 7.4 33.4 26.1 40.8 o} o}
Moisture 78.1 3.8 2.7 78.1 75.5 80.8 o} o}
THg conc 46.0 15.7 11.1 46.0 34.9 57.1 s} s}
MeHg conc 32.8 0.5 0.3 32.8 325 33.2 o} o}
%MeHg 76.0 27.0 19.1 76.0 56.9 95.1 s} o
ISRO Lake Harvey Aeshna umbrosa Length 2 28.4 5.1 3.6 28.4 24.8 32.0 o} o}
Moisture 89.3 5.6 4.0 89.3 85.4 93.3 o} o}
THg conc 195.3 12.3 8.7 195.3 186.6  204.0 o} o}
MeHg conc 176.4 1.3 0.9 176.4 175.6  177.3 o} o}
%MeHg 90.5 5.1 3.6 90.5 86.9 94.1 o} o}
ISRO Lake Harvey Basiaeschna janata Length 1 34.5 o} o} 345 345 345 o} o}
Moisture 75.4 o} o} 75.4 75.4 75.4 o} o}
THg conc 171.3 o} o} 171.3 1713 1713 o} o}
MeHg conc 154.0 o} o} 154.0 154.0 154.0 o} o}
%MeHg 89.9 o} o} 89.9 89.9 89.9 o} o}




6.7

Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
ISRO Lake Harvey Cordulia shurtleffi Length 2 21.4 0.1 0.1 21.4 21.4 21.5 o) o}
Moisture 82.9 1.7 1.2 82.9 81.7 84.0 o} o}
THg conc 188.2 38.3 27.1 188.2 161.2 2153 o} o}
MeHg conc 148.4 46.6 33.0 148.4 1154  181.3 o} o}
%MeHg 77.9 8.9 6.3 77.9 71.6 84.2 o} o}
ISRO Lake Harvey Didymops transversa  Length 14 23.3 3.3 0.9 25.1 17.6 27.4 -1.6 -0.4
Moisture 77.8 17 0.5 78.5 75.1 80.3 -1.0 -0.6
THg conc 150.7 26.8 7.2 154.0 96.4 212.0 2.0 0.2
MeHg conc 152.5 28.0 7.5 156.4 90.0 204.8 1.0 -0.5
%MeHg 101.1 6.9 1.8 100.2 90.7 110.5 -1.4 0.1
ISRO Lake Harvey Epitheca spinigera Length 3 23.4 0.6 0.3 23.4 22.9 24.0 -4.6 0.2
Moisture 80.8 3.8 1.9 81.3 75.8 84.8 -0.1 -0.6
THg conc 103.9 14.8 8.5 110.3 87.0 114.5 o} -1.6
MeHg conc 98.2 27.8 13.9 91.2 73.4 136.8 1.4 1.2
%MeHg 82.3 8.2 4.7 84.4 73.3 89.4 o} -1.0
ISRO Lake Harvey Gomphus exilis Length 1 24.4 o} o} 24.4 24.4 24.4 0 o}
Moisture 84.6 o} o} 84.6 84.6 84.6 o} o}
THg conc 119.8 o} o} 119.8 119.8  119.8 o} o}
MeHg conc 102.5 o} o} 102.5 1025 102.5 o} o}
%MeHg 85.6 o} o} 85.6 85.6 85.6 o} o}
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (Y%sMeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
ISRO Lake Harvey Gomphus spicatus Length 35 29.3 3.3 0.5 30.9 19.6 32.8 0.2 -1.0
Moisture 81.3 3.0 0.5 81.3 72.8 87.1 0.4 -0.5
THg conc 94.3 22.2 3.8 98.6 8.4 125.6 5.6 -1.9
MeHg conc 84.6 82.6 13.2 71.6 4.3 533.9 24.0 4.5
%MeHg 68.5 20.4 3.4 75.5 11.3 101.2 1.3 -1.2
ISRO Lake Harvey Hagenius brevistylus  Length 1 30.2 o} o} 30.2 30.2 30.2 o} o}
Moisture 76.3 o} o} 76.3 76.3 76.3 o} o}
THg conc 96.5 o} o} 96.5 96.5 96.5 s} 0
MeHg conc 87.9 o} o} 87.9 87.9 87.9 o} o}
%MeHg 91.1 o} o} 91.1 91.1 91.1 s} o}
ISRO Lake Harvey Ladona julia Length 1 22.6 1.3 0.7 22.7 21.0 23.9 -3.4 -0.3
Moisture 82.5 0.8 0.4 82.1 82.0 83.4 o} 1.6
THg conc 105.4 o} o} 105.4 1054 1054 o} o}
MeHg conc 132.9 50.4 25.2 147.5 60.2 176.4 2.9 -1.5
%MeHg 57.1 o} o} 57.1 57.1 57.1 fo} o}
ISRO Lake Richie Aeshna umbrosa Length 1 30.4 o} o} 30.4 30.4 30.4 o} o}
Moisture 91.1 o} o} 91.1 91.1 91.1 o} o}
THg conc 134.0 o} o} 134.0 134.0 134.0 o} o}
MeHg conc 98.2 o} o} 98.2 98.2 98.2 o} o}
%MeHg 73.2 o} o} 73.2 73.2 73.2 o} o}
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordimation. e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
ISRO Lake Richie Cordulia shurtleffi Length 1 22.4 o) o) 22.4 22.4 22.4 o) o}
Moisture 75.4 o} o} 75.4 75.4 75.4 o} o}
THg conc 63.6 o} o} 63.6 63.6 63.6 o} o}
MeHg conc 53.0 o) o) 53.0 53.0 53.0 d o}
%MeHg 83.3 o} o} 83.3 83.3 83.3 o} o}
ISRO Lake Richie Dromogomphus Length 10 34.2 1.2 0.4 34.0 325 35.8 -15 0.0
spinosus Moisture 811 14 05 81.3 790 832 1.3 -0.2
THg conc 47.5 7.1 2.3 46.4 374 65.3 5.1 1.8
MeHg conc 24.9 55 1.7 235 18.8 38.7 4.9 2.0
%MeHg 52.2 55 1.7 50.1 45.7 60.7 -1.3 0.5
ISRO Lake Richie Epitheca spinigera Length 12 23.7 0.4 0.1 23.6 23.2 24.4 -0.3 0.5
Moisture 80.4 1.9 0.6 80.5 75.5 83.4 3.7 -1.3
THg conc 81.9 15.8 4.6 79.1 63.5 120.5 22 1.3
MeHg conc 54.5 16.0 4.6 53.9 35.3 81.6 -1.4 0.3
%MeHg 68.7 22.8 6.6 62.8 30.8 104.5 -1.0 0.2
ISRO Lake Richie Gomphus exilis Length 10 26.7 0.8 0.2 26.7 255 27.9 -0.5 -0.1
Moisture 78.1 2.0 0.6 79.1 74.6 80.2 -0.8 -0.9
THg conc 48.0 7.4 2.3 48.8 37.2 62.2 0.3 0.3
MeHg conc 29.3 8.3 2.6 25.5 18.8 45.7 0.4 1.0

%MeHg 60.4 10.3 3.3 61.8 47.9 75.3 -15 0.1
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
ISRO Lake Richie Gomphus spicatus Length 47 32.3 1.8 0.3 325 24.9 35.0 10.7 -2.9
Moisture 79.2 3.7 0.5 79.1 61.6 84.4 9.7 -2.2
THg conc 54.3 16.5 24 50.8 28.3 95.6 0.1 0.8
MeHg conc 39.9 16.0 2.3 36.3 15.3 97.3 2.8 1.4
%MeHg 74.8 22.1 3.2 76.3 35.0 132.0 0.0 0.3
ISRO Lake Richie Hagenius brevistylus  Length 5 23.6 8.2 3.6 19.3 17.9 37.6 35 1.9
Moisture 75.5 6.7 3.0 76.8 67.8 83.7 -2.2 -0.1
THg conc 86.7 45.3 20.3 72.4 50.8 164.0 3.2 1.8
MeHg conc 33.2 20.3 9.1 35.0 11.5 64.5 1.0 0.9
%MeHg 48.5 34.5 15.4 59.6 11.9 89.0 -2.5 -0.2
ISRO Lake Richie Ladona julia Length 14 23.9 0.7 0.2 23.9 23.0 25.6 1.4 1.0
Moisture 81.7 1.3 0.4 81.6 79.3 84.0 -0.4 -0.1
THg conc 94.5 38.8 10.4 93.3 374 146.1 -1.5 -0.1
MeHg conc 66.8 30.3 8.1 61.3 25.4 115.0 -1.1 0.3
%MeHg 70.4 9.9 2.6 70.7 48.9 83.6 0.2 -0.7
ISRO Sargent Lake Aeshna umbrosa Length 1 24.5 o} o} 24.5 24.5 24.5 o} o}
Moisture 75.8 o} o} 75.8 75.8 75.8 o} o}
THg conc 75.2 o} o} 75.2 75.2 75.2 o} o}
MeHg conc 54.0 o} o} 54.0 54.0 54.0 o} o}
%MeHg 71.8 o} o} 71.8 71.8 71.8 o} o}




€8T

Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
ISRO Sargent Lake Basiaeschna janata Length 6 37.0 2.3 0.9 36.4 35.1 41.6 5.1 2.2
Moisture 78.4 4.2 1.7 78.0 74.2 83.0 -2.9 0.1
THg conc 71.7 9.8 4.0 72.9 55.4 81.8 0.3 -0.9
MeHg conc 69.2 15.1 6.2 70.9 43.2 85.4 1.2 -1.0
%MeHg 95.7 10.8 4.4 97.1 77.9 106.5 -0.1 -0.8
ISRO Sargent Lake Didymops transversa  Length 28 26.9 0.8 0.1 27.0 25.1 28.2 -0.7 -0.3
Moisture 74.5 3.0 0.6 73.3 71.3 83.2 1.0 1.2
THg conc 57.5 14.8 2.8 55.6 41.2 117.4 9.8 2.7
MeHg conc 40.0 9.8 1.9 38.8 19.2 715 3.1 11
%MeHg 70.9 14.0 2.6 72.9 35.2 99.8 15 -0.8
ISRO Sargent Lake Dromogomphus Length 13 33.6 0.7 0.2 33.5 32.6 35.1 -0.3 0.4
spinosus Moisture 794 28 0.8 80.3 71.8 824 4.3 -1.9
THg conc 53.5 11.0 3.1 51.6 41.8 80.2 1.7 1.3
MeHg conc 27.9 6.9 1.9 28.0 16.4 42.0 0.4 0.5
%MeHg 53.5 15.7 4.4 51.5 325 85.4 0.6 0.9
ISRO Sargent Lake Epitheca spinigera Length 1 23.9 o) o] 23.9 23.9 23.9 o] 0
Moisture 76.6 o} o} 76.6 76.6 76.6 s} 0
THg conc 87.9 o} o} 87.9 87.9 87.9 o} o}
MeHg conc 80.4 o} o} 80.4 80.4 80.4 o} o}
%MeHg 91.4 o} o} 91.4 91.4 91.4 o} o}
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigmiibn pendingcordimmationi. e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
ISRO Sargent Lake Gomphus exilis Length 20 26.3 0.6 0.1 26.2 25.4 28.0 1.7 1.1
Moisture 78.2 15 0.3 77.9 75.9 81.0 -1.0 0.4
THg conc 55.0 15.4 3.4 51.3 37.9 103.7 5.0 2.1
MeHg conc 35.1 7.7 1.7 34.7 21.8 46.4 -1.2 -0.1
%MeHg 66.3 17.4 3.9 68.0 40.6 95.6 -1.2 0.1
ISRO Sargent Lake Gomphus lividus Length 2 26.8 0.8 0.5 26.8 26.2 27.3 o} o}
Moisture 72.2 1.6 1.1 72.2 71.1 73.3 o} o}
THg conc 47.0 0.5 0.4 47.0 46.7 47.4 s} s}
MeHg conc 29.3 6.0 43 29.3 25.0 33.6 o} o}
%MeHg 62.4 13.6 9.6 62.4 52.8 72.0 s} o
ISRO Sargent Lake Gomphus spicatus Length 67 30.9 1.9 0.2 30.9 25.8 34.4 -0.6 -0.3
Moisture 77.8 3.0 0.4 77.0 73.4 85.7 -0.5 0.7
THg conc 58.0 12.7 1.5 57.6 35.9 95.6 1.6 11
MeHg conc 37.8 13.7 1.7 34.8 9.1 79.5 1.4 1.0
%MeHg 65.1 17.3 2.1 64.8 17.9 102.9 -0.2 0.0
ISRO Sargent Lake Hagenius brevistylus Length 1 23.1 o} o} 23.1 23.1 23.1 o} o}
Moisture 69.8 o} o} 69.8 69.8 69.8 o} o}
THg conc 27.9 o} o} 27.9 27.9 27.9 o} o}
MeHg conc 235 o} o} 235 235 235 o} o}
%MeHg 84.3 o} o} 84.3 84.3 84.3 o} o}
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
super scri pt 0106 ar e -lexkldaxanomicidesignatioroperalingscpnérmatians

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
PIRO Beaver Lake Aeshna interrupta Length 1 30.0 o) o) 30.0 30.0 30.0 o) o}
Moisture 77.6 o} o} 77.6 77.6 77.6 o} o}
THg conc 68.5 o} o} 68.5 68.5 68.5 o} o}
MeHg conc 51.3 o} o} 51.3 51.3 51.3 o} o}
%MeHg 74.9 o} o} 74.9 74.9 74.9 o} o}
PIRO Beaver Lake Anax junius Length 1 44.5 o} o} 44.5 44.5 445 o} o}
Moisture 80.9 o} o} 80.9 80.9 80.9 o} o}
THg conc 70.2 o} o} 70.2 70.2 70.2 s} s}
MeHg conc 38.0 o} o} 38.0 38.0 38.0 o} o}
%MeHg 54.1 o} o} 54.1 54.1 54.1 s} s}
PIRO Beaver Lake Basiaeschna janata Length 16 30.6 2.6 0.6 30.6 23.7 35.5 2.2 -0.4
Moisture 74.1 2.8 0.7 73.2 70.9 81.1 15 14
THg conc 100.9 27.3 6.6 106.2 66.5 146.3 -1.7 0.2
MeHg conc 86.3 26.9 6.5 91.3 26.3 132.0 0.1 -0.4
%MeHg 83.9 18.9 4.7 83.1 324 109.2 2.6 -1.1
PIRO Beaver Lake Boyeria vinosa Length 4 26.5 4.1 21 26.4 22.3 31.0 -4.4 0.1
Moisture 79.5 7.2 3.6 76.5 74.7 90.1 3.6 1.9
THg conc 50.1 15.8 7.9 51.6 33.2 64.0 -5.1 -0.2
MeHg conc 43.1 14.1 7.1 45.2 26.7 55.4 -3.9 -0.4
%MeHg 86.9 17.0 8.5 86.3 66.8 108.4 14 0.2
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
PIRO Beaver Lake Didymops transversa  Length 35 26.7 3.8 0.6 25.3 22.4 35.1 -0.1 1.2
Moisture 79.4 3.3 0.6 78.9 74.6 92.6 6.7 2.1
THg conc 83.9 33.3 5.6 77.6 46.1 224.3 8.7 2.6
MeHg conc 56.2 30.7 5.2 50.9 20.9 188.1 9.4 2.6
%MeHg 67.9 21.9 3.7 74.1 17.1 124.5 0.6 -0.2
PIRO Beaver Lake Dromogomphus Length 34 33.2 0.9 0.1 33.3 30.6 34.5 1.0 -0.6
spinosus Moisture 795 2.0 0.4 79.4 750  83.3 -0.3 0.2
THg conc 65.3 17.0 2.9 62.1 44.1 126.4 5.8 2.2
MeHg conc 40.4 9.2 1.6 39.2 214 62.2 0.0 0.4
%MeHg 63.8 14.6 25 64.4 34.8 91.7 -0.5 -0.5
PIRO Beaver Lake Epitheca cynosura Length 12 20.3 0.8 0.2 20.4 19.1 21.6 -1.6 0.0
Moisture 11.2 228.0 65.8 75.9 -712.7 82.3 12.0 -3.5
THg conc 107.2 61.2 17.7 88.4 58.5 288.1 8.1 2.7
MeHg conc 98.5 58.0 16.7 77.6 53.2 267.9 7.6 2.6
%MeHg 91.2 5.5 1.6 90.3 84.5 100.3 -0.8 0.6
PIRO Beaver Lake Epitheca princeps Length 3 27.7 0.3 0.2 27.7 27.4 28.1 0 0.7
Moisture 78.1 1.9 1.1 77.7 76.5 80.1 s} 1.0
THg conc 91.0 32.6 18.8 87.1 60.5 125.4 0 0.5
MeHg conc 85.8 25.8 14.9 98.8 56.0 102.4 o] -1.7
%MeHg 96.0 16.1 9.3 92.7 81.7 113.5 0 0.9
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar +eveltakenaniicidésigratibn gerdingcordimmation. e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
PIRO Beaver Lake Epitheca spinigera Length 2 20.4 0.5 0.4 20.4 20.1 20.8 o} o}
Moisture 76.9 0.0 0.0 76.9 76.9 76.9 d d
THg conc 111.8 51.6 36.5 111.8 75.4 148.3 o} o}
MeHg conc 101.5 48.8 34.5 101.5 67.0 136.0 o} o}
%MeHg 90.3 1.9 1.4 90.3 88.9 91.7 o} o}
PIRO Beaver Lake Gomphus adelphus Length 1 24.4 o} o} 24.4 24.4 24.4 o} o}
Moisture 80.0 o} o} 80.0 80.0 80.0 o} o}
THg conc 36.8 o} o} 36.8 36.8 36.8 s} 0
MeHg conc 37.8 o} o} 37.8 37.8 37.8 o} o}
%MeHg 102.9 o} o} 102.9 1029 1029 s} o
PIRO Beaver Lake Gomphus exilis Length 49 25.9 1.3 0.2 25.9 20.6 28.6 4.6 -1.1
Moisture 80.9 3.8 0.5 80.2 74.4 90.8 -0.2 0.5
THg conc 69.3 20.9 3.0 62.8 36.1 137.2 1.3 11
MeHg conc 54.7 19.6 2.8 52.2 22.2 134.9 5.6 1.8
%MeHg 79.9 16.2 2.3 82.0 32.8 101.0 0.5 -0.9
PIRO Beaver Lake Hagenius brevistylus Length 19 35.6 2.2 0.5 35.7 295 38.6 2.3 -11
Moisture 73.8 3.1 0.7 734 66.2 81.9 3.0 0.3
THg conc 87.3 30.1 6.9 90.0 39.7 177.6 3.7 14
MeHg conc 68.4 23.7 5.4 734 21.0 112.3 0.0 -0.5

s
»

%MeHg 79.4 195 4.5 87.8 35.1 99.9 0.5
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
super scri pt 0106 ar e -lexkldaxanomicidesignatioroperalingscpnérmatians

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
PIRO Beaver Lake Macromia illnoiensis Length 21 27.0 1.8 0.4 27.3 22.0 29.2 3.3 -1.7
Moisture 75.8 3.0 0.6 74.9 72.0 83.0 0.6 1.0
THg conc 76.4 27.4 6.0 70.0 46.1 145.5 0.8 1.2
MeHg conc 56.3 26.9 5.9 54.2 15.3 135.6 3.0 1.3
%MeHg 72.7 20.4 45 80.1 33.2 105.8 -0.9 -0.4
PIRO Chapel Lake Aeshna interrupta Length 1 30.2 o} o} 30.2 30.2 30.2 o} o}
Moisture 82.5 o} o} 82.5 82.5 82.5 o} o}
THg conc 126.6 o) o] 126.6 126.6 126.6 4 4
MeHg conc 116.8 o} o} 116.8 116.8  116.8 o} o}
%MeHg 92.3 o} o} 92.3 92.3 92.3 s} s}
PIRO Chapel Lake Basiaeschna janata Length 3 16.6 3.6 2.1 15.2 13.9 20.7 o} 15
Moisture 78.2 8.5 4.9 73.4 73.2 88.1 o} 1.7
THg conc 200.9 72.0 41.6 179.8 1418 281.1 o} 1.2
MeHg conc 184.0 72.3 41.7 154.5 131.2 266.4 o} 15
%MeHg 92.2 18.1 10.5 94.8 73.0 108.9 fo} -0.6
PIRO Chapel Lake Cordulegaster Length 18 29.6 3.8 0.9 29.8 22.0 36.3 0.1 -0.1
maculata Moisture 779 37 0.9 78.3 724 876 2.0 0.9
THg conc 293.7 83.7 19.7 261.2 184.6 4815 0.0 0.9
MeHg conc 265.5 91.0 21.5 241.0 1471  478.1 0.5 1.0

o
©

%MeHg 90.6 16.1 3.8 96.4 50.8 108.0 -1.3




68T

Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
PIRO Chapel Lake Didymops transversa  Length 6 24.9 0.4 0.2 24.9 24.2 25.4 0.6 -0.7
Moisture 79.7 0.4 0.2 79.6 79.2 80.3 -1.5 0.4
THg conc 151.7 43.9 17.9 129.5 1143  213.0 -1.7 0.9
MeHg conc 122.3 56.0 22.9 100.8 66.0 210.7 -0.6 0.9
%MeHg 78.2 16.9 6.9 78.7 54.2 104.0 0.6 0.2
PIRO Chapel Lake Epitheca spinigera Length 2 19.2 0.6 0.4 19.2 18.8 19.6 o} o}
Moisture o} o} o} o} o} o} o} o}
THg conc 191.1 86.3 61.0 1911 130.1 2522 s} s}
MeHg conc 198.6 1159 820 198.6 116.6  280.6 o} o}
%MeHg 100.5 15.3 10.8 100.5 89.6 111.3 o} o
PIRO Chapel Lake Gomphus exilis Length 13 24.7 25 0.7 25.8 19.8 27.3 0.1 -1.3
Moisture 80.9 2.7 0.8 81.2 76.6 87.0 1.1 0.6
THg conc 134.4 51.0 14.1 117.7 69.7 234.2 -0.3 0.9
MeHg conc 128.5 52.0 14.4 109.6 65.7 244.6 0.5 11
%MeHg 95.3 6.2 1.7 94.3 86.5 104.5 -1.2 0.0
PIRO Chapel Lake Gomphus spicatus Length 20 29.0 2.9 0.6 29.8 24.4 33.6 -1.4 -0.3
Moisture 78.7 45 1.0 78.6 62.9 85.9 7.5 -2.0
THg conc 106.6 20.9 4.7 106.1 73.4 150.1 -0.5 0.2
MeHg conc 68.4 20.4 4.5 64.9 32.8 133.4 45 1.6

%MeHg 64.7 20.8 4.7 62.6 32.9 125.3 2.7 13
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
super s cr idpntifiedtdaspeaiesdevel taxonomic designation pending confirmation.

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
PIRO Chapel Lake Hagenius brevistylus Length 7 31.4 6.9 2.6 35.2 18.3 37.2 1.3 -1.3
Moisture 74.1 3.5 1.3 74.4 67.6 78.6 1.8 -0.9
THg conc 149.7 37.3 14.1 147.7 108.9 222.8 2.3 1.3
MeHg conc 139.5 38.9 14.7 132.3 98.0 213.3 1.5 1.2
%MeHg 93.1 9.2 3.5 92.8 76.5 104.1 0.9 -0.7
PIRO Grand Sable Aeshna interrupta Length 1 311 o} o} 311 311 311 o} o}
Lake Moisture 846 & 5 84.6 846  84.6 3 3
THg conc 47.7 o) o] 47.7 47.7 47.7 4 4
MeHg conc 28.5 o} o} 28.5 28.5 28.5 o} o}
%MeHg 59.8 o} o} 59.8 59.8 59.8 d o
PIRO Grand Sable Basiaeschna janata Length 10 32.2 5.4 1.6 33.7 16.5 36.4 9.4 -3.0
Lele Moisture 764 49 15 77.0 64.3  82.3 3.1 15
THg conc 111.4 27.4 8.3 104.4 76.9 161.0 -0.7 0.7
MeHg conc 98.3 29.8 9.4 96.0 56.2 147.6 -0.5 0.3
%MeHg 85.9 18.8 5.9 90.5 50.0 109.2 -0.4 -0.7
PIRO Grand Sable Boyeria vinosa Length 6 31.2 0.4 0.1 31.2 30.7 31.9 2.7 0.6
Lake Moisture 828 41 1.7 83.1 752  86.7 2.8 15
THg conc 1104 24.0 9.8 113.7 80.2 138.9 -2.0 -0.2
MeHg conc 74.1 29.0 11.9 75.5 37.2 107.9 -2.4 -0.1

%MeHg 66.7 21.2 8.6 66.9 40.5 90.8 -2.0 -0.1
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
PIRO Grand Sable Cordulegaster Length 5 33.2 3.5 1.6 32.4 29.9 38.2 -1.1 0.7
Lele TEEILEE Moisture 799 6.0 2.7 82.0 69.9  84.6 2.8 1.7
THg conc 497.8 304.7 136.3 521.4 78.9 933.5 1.7 0.1
MeHg conc 4045 202.5 90.6 488.5 72.8 585.4 1.9 -1.4
%MeHg 86.1 14.0 6.3 92.3 62.7 97.9 25 -1.6
PIRO Grand Sable Didymops transversa  Length 4 25.8 11 0.5 25.9 24.7 26.9 -4.3 -0.1
Lake Moisture 80.7 26 13  8L5 771 829 16 1.4
THg conc 125.5 8.1 4.0 122.1 120.4 137.6 3.8 1.9
MeHg conc 81.6 8.5 4.3 82.9 70.3 90.3 0.5 -0.8
%MeHg 65.2 8.0 4.0 64.1 58.4 74.1 -4.5 0.3
PIRO Grand Sable Dromogomphus Length 36 32.8 25 0.4 33.7 24.4 35.9 2.1 -1.4
Lae SEIIEEEE Moisture 781 4.0 0.7 77.4 722 851 -1.2 0.3
THg conc 67.0 12.9 2.2 64.4 47.8 107.4 1.8 1.1
MeHg conc 56.9 16.4 2.7 53.2 33.4 108.4 24 1.3
%MeHg 84.7 15.1 2.5 86.1 53.9 111.0 -0.9 -0.3
PIRO Grand Sable Epitheca spinigera Length 4 20.0 0.7 0.3 20.1 19.2 20.8 -3.3 -0.2
Lake Moisture 810 14 0.7 81.1 792 825 1.2 -0.3
THg conc 111.6 42.3 21.2 100.2 73.8 172.2 2.7 1.5
MeHg conc 89.2 53.1 26.5 72.9 46.2 164.7 2.0 1.5

%MeHg 77.1 21.3 10.7 83.0 46.5 95.6 2.6 -15
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
PIRO Grand Sable Gomphus adelphus Length 8 26.0 0.7 0.3 25.9 25.0 27.3 0.3 0.6
LG Moisture 795 20 0.7 79.4 765 821 1.2 0.0
THg conc 79.5 35.0 12.4 63.1 54.5 149.4 1.2 1.5
MeHg conc 57.5 19.6 6.9 51.2 40.0 99.2 2.7 1.7
%MeHg 77.4 20.7 7.3 81.3 36.6 104.2 1.5 -1.1
PIRO Grand Sable Gomphus exilis Length 48 25.8 1.0 0.1 26.0 22.3 27.8 21 -1.0
Lake Moisture 790 38 05 786 729 878 07 0.3
THg conc 72.3 21.5 31 69.4 20.8 125.1 0.7 0.4
MeHg conc 57.4 20.1 2.5 52.3 27.8 121.3 1.0 1.1
%MeHg 87.1 28.9 4.2 90.8 38.3 227.8 11.2 2.3
PIRO Grand Sable Gomphus spicatus Length 3 32.1 1.3 0.8 31.4 31.2 33.6 o} 1.7
Lae Moisture 818 16 0.9 82.5 80.0 829 K} -16
THg conc 138.1 104.7 60.4 83.6 71.9 258.8 o) 1.7
MeHg conc 99.8 50.7 29.3 72.9 68.2 158.2 o) 1.7
%MeHg 81.0 17.6 10.2 87.1 61.1 94.8 o) -1.4
PIRO Grand Sable Macromia illnoiensis Length 7 271 0.6 0.2 27.1 26.0 28.0 1.3 -0.5
Lake Moisture 779 24 0.9 77.6 752 825 1.7 1.2
THg conc 104.8 14.8 5.6 109.6 85.4 128.2 -04 0.1
MeHg conc 88.2 21.8 8.2 854 49.0 118.9 1.4 -0.6

%MeHg 84.1 16.9 6.4 91.9 49.5 95.8 3.2 -1.9
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordimation. e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
PIRO Legion Lake Aeshna eremita Length 8 40.6 2.4 0.8 41.5 35.2 42.7 34 -1.8
Moisture 80.6 3.8 1.3 79.8 76.2 86.9 -1.0 0.4
THg conc 288.4 34.7 12.3 285.0 2385 351.3 0.6 0.5
MeHg conc 255.5 48.8 16.3 250.0 184.2 353.6 14 0.9
%MeHg 88.3 12.4 4.4 84.8 72.1 106.3 -1.6 0.3
PIRO Legion Lake Aeshna interrupta Length 6 35.4 3.2 1.3 36.6 30.9 38.3 -1.8 -0.7
Moisture 84.7 4.6 1.9 85.7 77.8 91.0 0.0 -0.3
THg conc 221.0 63.7 26.0 199.4 170.4  343.6 3.8 1.9
MeHg conc 205.1 76.2 31.1 203.0 101.6  336.0 2.2 0.7
%MeHg 91.9 18.0 7.3 99.0 56.1 103.4 4.9 -2.2
PIRO Legion Lake Aeshna umbrosa Length 17 37.4 2.7 0.7 38.0 31.7 40.4 -0.2 -1.0
Moisture 87.2 3.8 0.9 86.8 78.3 93.1 0.6 -0.4
THg conc 276.8 106.1  25.7 237.0 112.3  543.0 1.2 11
MeHg conc 261.2 1170 284 219.6 108.6  555.2 1.0 1.2
%MeHg 93.0 10.4 25 96.7 72.1 106.5 -0.3 -0.7
PIRO Legion Lake Arigomphus cornutus  Length 4 29.4 7.5 3.8 25.7 25.4 40.7 4.0 2.0
Moisture 74.8 4.7 2.4 74.7 69.6 80.2 -2.4 0.1
THg conc 109.5 108.1 541 59.1 48.3 2715 4.0 2.0
MeHg conc 39.0 9.1 4.5 40.3 27.0 48.4 0.9 -0.8

%MeHg 54.4 27.6 13.8 61.1 15.6 79.5 1.9 -1.3
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
PIRO Legion Lake Cordulia shurtleffi Length 19 20.5 0.4 0.1 20.4 20.1 21.7 2.8 1.6
Moisture 85.0 2.2 0.5 84.9 81.2 91.3 2.9 1.0
THg conc 219.6 40.9 9.4 220.9 127.3  311.2 1.3 -0.1
MeHg conc 183.2 56.3 12.9 173.3 81.4 299.4 0.2 0.6
%MeHg 82.0 12.6 2.9 80.9 63.9 105.3 -1.1 0.3
PIRO Legion Lake Ladona julia Length 12 21.9 0.6 0.1 21.8 21.0 22.9 -1.3 0.0
Moisture 83.4 15 0.4 83.1 81.7 87.1 1.3 1.3
THg conc 146.0 48.3 13.9 146.7 83.2 215.4 -1.3 0.1
MeHg conc 143.6 41.6 10.1 147.7 78.1 225.8 -0.6 0.0
%MeHg 96.1 8.2 24 94.2 84.9 109.9 -0.6 0.5
PIRO Legion Lake Leucorrhinia glacialis  Length 11 17.0 0.7 0.2 17.0 15.8 17.9 -0.4 -0.6
Moisture 85.9 1.1 0.3 85.9 84.0 87.5 -0.7 -0.2
THg conc 250.2 36.7 11.1 257.2 2019 328.7 0.8 0.7
MeHg conc 234.2 39.4 11.9 231.5 166.3 3235 25 0.7
%MeHg 93.7 8.3 25 95.5 82.1 106.4 -1.2 -0.1
PIRO Miners Lake Aeshna interrupta Length 11 37.7 2.8 0.8 38.8 32.2 40.1 1.3 -1.6
Moisture 86.1 4.0 1.2 87.6 76.4 89.8 25 -1.6
THg conc 120.5 29.3 8.8 113.3 85.9 196.1 45 1.9
MeHg conc 95.4 44.2 13.3 95.1 32.8 208.0 4.4 1.6

%MeHg 79.2 24.6 7.4 91.2 23.0 106.1 1.4 -1.2
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
PIRO Miners Lake Aeshna umbrosa Length 22 31.7 6.5 1.4 31.6 12.9 39.8 3.4 -1.6
Moisture 83.0 6.7 1.4 84.2 68.1 90.7 -0.3 -0.8
THg conc 96.8 25.1 54 101.7 48.0 137.4 -1.1 -0.1
MeHg conc 87.7 204 4.3 87.2 48.0 132.5 0.0 0.2
%MeHg 92.0 10.4 2.2 93.1 70.2 107.5 0.0 -0.7
PIRO Miners Lake Boyeria vinosa Length 1 324 o} o} 324 324 324 o} o}
Moisture 77.8 o} o} 77.8 77.8 77.8 o} o}
THg conc 243.1 o) o] 243.1 243.1 243.1 4 4
MeHg conc 143.4 o} o} 143.4 143.4 143.4 o} o}
%MeHg 59.0 o} o} 59.0 59.0 59.0 s} o
PIRO Miners Lake Cordulegaster Length 11 28.8 2.3 0.7 29.2 24.2 31.9 -0.1 -0.7
maculata Moisture 76.6 4.6 1.4 75.8 682  87.4 3.6 0.9
THg conc 167.6 36.9 11.1 178.1 86.8 212.4 1.0 -1.0
MeHg conc 128.8 28.7 8.3 124.2 86.5 181.9 -0.4 0.5
%MeHg 77.6 17.2 5.2 75.4 44.9 99.7 -0.5 -0.6
PIRO Miners Lake Ophiogomphus Length 5 30.4 5.6 2.5 28.0 25.1 36.9 -3.1 0.5
colubrinus Moisture 783 4.2 1.9 78.7 731 824 2.5 -0.2
THg conc 165.0 40.9 18.3 166.3 120.2 221.1 -1.1 0.4
MeHg conc 125.3 58.8 26.3 108.1 77.9 227.8 4.2 2.0

%MeHg 74.6 20.5 9.2 61.3 59.1 103.0 -2.0 0.8
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
PIRO Miners Lake Plathemis lydia Length 14 22.1 0.5 0.1 22.0 21.1 23.2 0.3 0.3
Moisture 81.0 21 0.6 80.6 78.1 85.7 0.1 0.5
THg conc 114.9 20.7 5.5 112.3 80.3 151.4 -0.7 0.1
MeHg conc 101.4 26.6 6.9 108.5 37.0 144.7 1.6 -1.1
%MeHg 86.3 14.9 4.0 91.0 46.1 102.6 3.6 -1.9
PIRO Miners Lake Somatochlora Length 1 224 o} o} 224 224 224 o} o}
williamsoni Moisture 808 & 5 808 808 808 5 5
THg conc 192.6 o) o] 192.6 192.6 192.6 4 4
MeHg conc 179.2 o} o} 179.2 179.2 179.2 o} o}
%MeHg 93.0 0 0 93.0 93.0 93.0 d d
SLBE Bass Lake Basiaeschna janata Length 14 28.4 2.0 0.5 28.1 26.2 324 0.3 1.0
(Eele) Moisture 769 61 16 746 699 866  -0.9 0.9
THg conc 81.3 40.6 10.9 59.0 41.2 164.2 -0.6 0.9
MeHg conc 70.0 41.2 11.0 51.3 22.3 146.1 -0.9 0.8
%MeHg 83.1 14.2 3.8 86.2 42.6 100.5 4.9 -1.9
SLBE Bass Lake Boyeria vinosa Length 1 28.0 o} o} 28.0 28.0 28.0 o} o}
(Benzie) Moisture 82.7 K} 8 82.7 82.7 827 K} K}
THg conc 127.9 o) o] 127.9 127.9 127.9 o] o]
MeHg conc 107.7 o) o] 107.7 107.7 107.7 o] o]
%MeHg 84.2 o} o] 84.2 84.2 84.2 0 o}
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20081 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 01 6speaiesdevel takenanici désigratibn gewdingconfirmation.

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
SLBE Bass Lake Celithemis elisa Length 1 15.2 o) o) 15.2 15.2 15.2 o} o}
(Eemmt) Moisture 8.9 o 5 81.9 819 819 3 3
THg conc 207.9 o} o} 207.9 207.9  207.9 o} o}
MeHg conc 175.1 o) o) 175.1 175.1 175.1 o) d
%MeHg 84.2 o} o} 84.2 84.2 84.2 o} o}
SLBE Bass Lake Didymops transversa  Length 12 24.6 0.5 0.1 245 24.0 25.9 2.0 13
(Benzie) Moisture 756 22 06 746 734 812 3.0 17
THg conc 67.0 32.8 9.5 59.9 31.2 141.3 1.0 1.1
MeHg conc 57.1 33.6 9.7 51.0 16.6 151.3 6.2 2.2
%MeHg 84.8 18.6 54 82.8 53.1 108.2 -1.2 -0.1
SLBE Bass Lake Dromogomphus Length 10 32.3 1.0 0.3 32.3 30.4 33.9 0.9 -0.2
(EEnrrs) SRIISERE Moisture 81.8 33 10 818 752 863 0.7 0.8
THg conc 44.1 11.5 3.6 44.5 25.0 61.9 -0.8 -0.1
MeHg conc 29.5 11.1 35 27.3 15.6 56.8 4.3 1.7
%MeHg 66.5 12.2 3.9 64.2 45.1 91.7 1.7 0.5
SLBE Bass Lake Epitheca cynosura Length 4 19.2 0.5 0.2 19.2 18.6 19.7 -2.4 -0.4
(Benzie) Moisture 792 08 0.4 79.0 784  80.3 1.2 11
THg conc 89.4 44.5 22.2 69.3 63.2 155.9 3.9 2.0
MeHg conc 804 494 24.7 57.2 52.6 154.3 3.9 2.0

%MeHg 86.8 8.6 4.3 84.8 78.8 99.0 2.5 13




86T

Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
SLBE Bass Lake Epitheca spinigera Length 6 18.4 0.6 0.3 18.5 175 19.0 -2.7 -0.2
(BEnre) Moisture 823 3.0 1.2 83.4 76.9  84.9 1.9 15
THg conc 91.1 20.8 8.5 96.7 65.5 111.8 -2.3 -0.4
MeHg conc 77.9 23.5 9.6 83.6 49.6 103.6 -2.2 -0.4
%MeHg 84.1 7.2 2.9 86.3 73.7 92.6 -1.1 -0.6
SLBE Bass Lake Gomphus exilis Length 29 24.7 0.9 0.2 24.7 22.8 26.7 -0.3 0.1
(Benzie) Moisture 795 36 06 800 705 85  -0.4 05
THg conc 344 23.9 4.2 29.5 2.9 106.3 1.6 1.2
MeHg conc 23.4 14.9 2.8 20.8 5.9 59.4 0.5 1.1
%MeHg 67.2 18.1 34 67.2 344 99.5 -1.0 -0.1
SLBE Bass Lake Gomphus graslinellus  Length 2 22.6 3.8 2.7 22.6 19.9 25.3 o) o}
(EEnrrs) Moisture 735 35 25 735 710 760 3 3
THg conc 73.8 34.0 24.0 73.8 49.7 97.8 o) o)
MeHg conc 85.1 59.1 41.8 85.1 43.3 126.9 o) o)
%MeHg 108.4 30.1 21.3 108.4 87.1 129.7 o) o)
SLBE Bass Lake Hagenius brevistylus Length 22 29.6 7.2 15 34.0 135 36.7 -0.2 -1.0
(Benzie) Moisture 745 3.1 0.7 73.9 701 85.0 5.4 1.7
THg conc 97.5 50.6 10.8 89.4 5.8 211.3 -0.3 0.4
MeHg conc 78.5 375 8.0 84.2 55 164.8 0.2 0.2

%MeHg 83.3 13.6 2.9 83.8 56.7 105.7 0.0 -0.6
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a

superscript6 1 6 ar e i de nt-lefelitaxahomicadesignat®rpperaingecenfirmation.
Park Water body
unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
SLBE Bass Lake Libellula vibrans Length 2 21.6 0.6 0.5 21.6 21.1 22.0 o} o}
(Eemmt) Moisture 825 44 31 825 794 856 3 3
THg conc 120.7 125 8.8 120.7 111.9 129.6 o} o}
MeHg conc 106.6 14.0 9.9 106.6 96.7 116.5 o} o}
%MeHg 88.2 25 1.7 88.2 86.5 89.9 ) )
SLBE Bass Lake Macromia illnoiensis Length 1 26.2 o} o} 26.2 26.2 26.2 o} o}
(Benzie) Moisture 87.1 3 3 87.1 87.1  87.1 3 3
THg conc 76.1 o) o] 76.1 76.1 76.1 4 4
MeHg conc 80.1 o} o} 80.1 80.1 80.1 o} o}
%MeHg 105.3 o} o} 105.3 105.3  105.3 s} d
SLBE Bass Lake Basiaeschna janata Length 2 18.3 0.1 0.1 18.3 18.2 18.4 o} o}
(FeeEmED) Moisture 81.6 38 27 816 789 843 3 3
THg conc 63.0 3.7 2.6 63.0 60.3 65.6 o} o}
MeHg conc 47.2 6.2 4.4 47.2 42.8 51.6 o} o}
%MeHg 74.8 54 3.8 74.8 70.9 78.6 o) o)
SLBE Bass Lake Didymops transversa  Length 5 24.4 0.9 0.4 24.4 23.3 255 -1.3 -0.2
(Leelanau) Moisture 761 21 0.9 76.2 728 784 1.7 11
THg conc 58.5 12.1 54 57.1 45.7 73.9 -2.2 0.3
MeHg conc 55.9 13.9 6.2 51.0 41.3 73.9 -2.1 0.5
%MeHg 95.2 7.2 3.2 99.0 85.7 102.0 -2.4 -0.7
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
SLBE Bass Lake Dromogomphus Length 15 31.1 2.0 0.5 31.3 24.6 33.3 8.8 -2.6
(LesEmam) STTERE Moisture 814 42 1.1 80.1 744 878 13 0.1
THg conc 36.9 17.4 4.5 31.5 16.3 89.3 5.6 2.1
MeHg conc 22.8 8.2 2.1 214 11.4 43.2 1.6 0.9
%MeHg 66.8 18.5 4.8 72.9 19.0 91.9 1.9 -1.2
SLBE Bass Lake Epitheca cynosura Length 5 19.3 1.4 0.6 19.0 17.9 213 -1.8 0.5
(Leelanau) Moisture 80.8 22 10  8L9 774 826 0.2 1.2
THg conc 46.5 16.2 7.2 42.9 29.8 73.3 2.9 1.4
MeHg conc 36.4 15.4 6.9 36.7 21.3 60.2 0.8 1.0
%MeHg 77.8 15.8 7.1 82.1 53.5 91.7 0.3 -1.1
SLBE Bass Lake Epitheca princeps Length 7 24.5 0.3 0.1 24.5 24.1 25.0 -0.4 0.4
(FeeEmED) Moisture 732 13 05 730 713 750  -05 0.1
THg conc 54.4 10.8 4.1 52.8 41.7 71.0 -1.0 0.6
MeHg conc 46.3 11.1 4.2 44.6 28.8 62.2 0.1 0.0
%MeHg 85.0 10.8 4.1 87.6 63.7 98.3 2.7 -1.3
SLBE Bass Lake Gomphus exilis Length 2 24.3 0.4 0.3 24.3 24.0 245 o] o]
(Leelanau) Moisture 823 02 01 823 822 824 3 3
THg conc 39.9 5.9 4.1 39.9 35.8 44.0 o] o]
MeHg conc 31.9 3.4 2.4 31.9 29.5 34.3 o} o}
%MeHg 80.3 3.3 2.3 80.3 78.0 82.6 0 o]
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20081 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 01 6speaiesdevel takenanici désigratibn gewdingconfirmation.

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
SLBE Bass Lake Gomphus graslinellus  Length 5 21.4 3.2 1.4 22.9 17.0 24.2 -2.1 -0.7
(LesEmam) Moisture 744 26 1.2 74.3 709 776 -0.9 -0.1
THg conc 52.4 10.4 4.6 56.9 374 61.9 -1.2 -0.8
MeHg conc 47.2 15.8 7.1 49.3 20.7 60.3 2.7 -1.6
%MeHg 89.1 26.1 11.7 83.1 55.4 127.0 1.1 0.4
SLBE Bass Lake Gomphus spicatus Length 38 30.0 1.0 0.2 30.0 27.7 32.4 0.9 0.1
(Leelanau) Moisture 790 30 05 790 733 839  -10 0.0
THg conc 38.9 17.6 29 36.4 12.2 90.0 0.7 0.8
MeHg conc 30.4 14.2 2.3 31.0 6.8 63.3 -0.3 0.4
%MeHg 76.9 14.6 24 77.5 49.3 106.7 -0.6 0.0
SLBE Bass Lake Hagenius brevistylus Length 35 30.8 6.1 1.0 33.8 16.7 35.3 0.1 -1.3
(LelEren) Moisture 721 43 07 729 645 802 0.9 0.0
THg conc 55.0 10.7 1.8 53.5 35.3 78.0 -04 0.1
MeHg conc 45.0 11.6 2.0 44.4 23.9 71.0 -0.1 0.1
%MeHg 81.8 14.3 24 79.7 524 111.2 -0.3 -0.1
SLBE Bass Lake Ladona julia Length 5 21.6 1.2 0.6 21.8 19.5 22.8 3.3 -1.6
(Leelanau) Moisture 814 26 1.2 81.0 784 857 2.3 1.0
THg conc 32.3 10.1 4.5 31.6 21.8 457 -1.8 0.4
MeHg conc 23.6 11.3 5.0 23.6 11.6 38.7 -1.6 0.3

%MeHg 70.0 131 5.9 74.8 53.2 84.6 -2.0 -0.4
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (Y%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
SLBE Bass Lake Macromia illnoiensis Length 6 25.0 0.5 0.2 24.8 24.4 25.7 -1.4 0.6
(Ceckucy) Moisture 741 13 05 73.4 731 764 0.7 1.4
THg conc 54.5 4.7 1.9 53.0 50.2 62.0 -0.4 0.9
MeHg conc 50.6 17.3 7.0 55.7 18.1 67.0 3.2 -1.7
%MeHg 91.9 28.1 11.5 104.6 36.1 107.9 4.8 -2.2
SLBE Bass Lake Progomphus obscurus Length 38 27.9 1.3 0.2 28.0 21.8 29.8 12.4 -2.7
(Leelanau) Moisture 755 19 03 757 700 797 1.3 05
THg conc 50.1 11.1 1.8 47.8 28.7 80.4 0.7 0.8
MeHg conc 335 9.5 1.5 32.6 17.3 55.0 -0.6 0.4
%MeHg 67.7 16.6 2.7 67.8 36.1 120.4 15 0.6
SLBE Lake Manitou Basiaeschna janata Length 27 32.0 1.8 0.3 315 29.5 35.9 -0.7 0.6
Moisture 77.2 2.7 0.5 76.6 74.2 89.2 15.1 3.5
THg conc 77.2 15.5 3.0 75.8 44.3 103.5 -0.5 0.0
MeHg conc 57.2 18.3 35 53.7 29.8 111.7 1.7 0.9
%MeHg 74.3 17.7 3.4 72.9 39.0 109.0 -0.1 0.0
SLBE Lake Manitou Didymops transversa  Length 2 25.6 0.3 0.2 25.6 254 25.8 o} o}
Moisture 76.0 2.8 2.0 76.0 74.0 78.0 s} 0
THg conc 66.9 6.5 4.6 66.9 62.3 715 o} o}
MeHg conc 62.1 11.1 7.8 62.1 54.3 70.0 s} 0
%MeHg 92.5 7.5 5.3 92.5 87.2 97.8 o} o}




€0¢

Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
SLBE Lake Manitou Dromogomphus Length 56 31.9 1.8 0.2 31.9 28.5 35.1 -1.1 0.0
SRlppses Moisture 81.8 3.9 05 82.2 748 982 4.3 1.0
THg conc 47.9 32.4 4.3 42.6 12.6 228.8 18.3 3.7
MeHg conc 36.7 25.6 3.4 31.7 6.2 161.4 9.1 2.3
%MeHg 74.8 21.3 2.9 75.4 221 128.5 0.0 -0.1
SLBE Lake Manitou Epitheca cynosura Length 17 20.3 0.4 0.1 20.3 19.4 21.2 0.8 0.2
Moisture 79.4 1.7 0.4 79.7 74.8 81.6 1.3 -1.1
THg conc 38.9 11.4 2.6 33.9 21.5 62.2 -0.5 0.8
MeHg conc 35.6 13.1 3.2 32.2 14.3 60.7 -0.2 0.8
%MeHg 90.5 12.8 3.1 93.0 65.8 107.5 -0.3 -0.8
SLBE Lake Manitou Epitheca spinigera Length 11 20.0 0.5 0.1 20.0 19.3 20.8 -0.8 0.3
Moisture 77.6 2.0 0.6 77.3 74.6 82.4 2.9 11
THg conc 32.3 6.4 1.9 32.7 21.8 41.2 -1.0 -0.3
MeHg conc 23.2 4.3 1.3 23.6 16.5 32.2 0.9 0.5
%MeHg 72.5 7.8 2.4 70.5 63.4 92.2 3.8 1.7
SLBE Lake Manitou Gomphus spicatus Length 39 31.4 14 0.2 31.4 29.1 34.5 -0.8 0.3
Moisture 80.2 2.1 0.3 80.4 76.1 84.0 -1.0 -0.2
THg conc 29.8 15.7 25 23.8 11.3 73.7 1.0 1.2
MeHg conc 23.8 15.2 24 18.1 4.7 65.5 1.0 1.3

%MeHg 77.5 17.2 2.8 82.6 29.6 107.8 0.9 -0.9
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (Y%sMeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
SLBE Lake Manitou Macromia illnoiensis Length 1 24.2 o) o) 24.2 24.2 24.2 o) o}
Moisture 74.3 o} o} 74.3 74.3 74.3 o} o}
THg conc 58.9 o} o} 58.9 58.9 58.9 o} o}
MeHg conc 40.8 o} o} 40.8 40.8 40.8 o} o}
%MeHg 69.2 o} o} 69.2 69.2 69.2 o} o}
SLBE Round Lake Aeshna umbrosa Length 2 31.3 0.6 0.4 313 30.9 31.7 o} o}
Moisture 85.1 12.1 8.5 85.1 76.6 93.7 o} o}
THg conc 5426 176.3 124.7 542.6 4179 667.2 s} s}
MeHg conc 500.9 150.6 106.5 500.9 3944 607.4 o} o}
%MeHg 92.7 2.4 1.7 92.7 91.0 94.4 s} o}
SLBE Round Lake Basiaeschna janata Length 3 30.4 1.2 0.7 30.5 29.2 315 o} -0.3
Moisture 73.6 2.7 1.6 75.0 70.5 75.3 o} -1.7
THg conc 41.8 18.2 10.5 42.6 23.1 59.5 o} -0.2
MeHg conc 36.0 12.6 7.3 38.3 22.4 47.2 o} -0.8
%MeHg 88.6 8.8 5.1 89.8 79.3 96.7 o} -0.6
SLBE Round Lake Celithemis elisa Length 6 14.3 0.5 0.2 145 135 14.9 1.2 -1.1
Moisture 79.9 2.6 1.1 79.4 77.2 84.8 3.0 15
THg conc 32.9 14.0 5.7 30.2 16.3 51.4 -1.8 0.3
MeHg conc 26.7 145 5.9 20.9 12.7 47.4 -1.6 0.8
%MeHg 78.7 12.0 4.9 79.0 61.2 92.2 -1.0 -0.3
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20081 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 01 6speaiesdevel takenanici désigratibn gewdingconfirmation.

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
SLBE Round Lake Cordulia shurtleffi Length 1 18.8 o) o) 18.8 18.8 18.8 o) o}
Moisture 81.7 o} o} 81.7 81.7 81.7 o} o}
THg conc 217.9 o} o} 217.9 2179 2179 o} o}
MeHg conc 206.7 o} o} 206.7 206.7  206.7 o} o}
%MeHg 94.9 o} o} 94.9 94.9 94.9 o} o}
SLBE Round Lake Epitheca princeps Length 6 231 11 0.5 22.9 22.0 24.7 -1.5 0.5
Moisture 73.0 2.8 1.1 72.9 69.8 76.2 -2.2 0.1
THg conc 31.3 7.8 3.2 32.0 18.8 41.7 0.7 -0.5
MeHg conc 22.6 8.1 3.3 21.3 11.8 36.0 14 0.7
%MeHg 70.9 8.5 3.5 70.2 63.1 86.3 2.3 14
SLBE Round Lake Epitheca spinigera Length 3 18.0 0.8 0.4 17.6 17.6 18.9 o} 1.7
Moisture 78.3 3.1 1.8 77.1 75.9 81.9 o} 15
THg conc 27.0 3.0 1.7 26.8 24.0 30.1 o} 0.3
MeHg conc 20.4 35 2.0 21.7 16.5 23.2 o} -1.4
%MeHg 75.5 6.3 3.6 77.0 68.6 80.8 o} -1.0
SLBE Round Lake Gomphus exilis Length 40 24.2 0.7 0.1 24.2 23.1 25.7 -0.7 0.4
Moisture 81.0 3.4 0.5 81.0 73.6 86.2 -1.0 -0.3
THg conc 304 11.6 1.8 30.2 9.5 49.9 -0.9 -0.1
MeHg conc 22.2 11.4 1.8 21.9 25 43.5 -1.2 -0.1

%MeHg 71.7 26.4 4.2 77.1 23.3 116.5 -0.8 -0.3
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
SLBE Round Lake Gomphus spicatus Length 37 29.8 1.2 0.2 29.7 28.0 32.2 -0.7 0.4
Moisture 80.6 4.0 0.7 80.4 72.5 87.6 -0.7 0.0
THg conc 23.2 16.6 2.7 19.3 4.9 78.4 2.2 15
MeHg conc 12.0 12.1 2.0 7.5 0.0 49.8 2.6 1.7
%MeHg 49.1 26.7 4.4 53.4 0.0 102.6 -0.8 0.2
SLBE Round Lake Hagenius brevistylus  Length 2 26.0 1.6 11 26.0 24.8 271 o} o}
Moisture 74.1 7.8 55 74.1 68.6 79.6 o} o}
THg conc 73.5 71.7 50.7 73.5 22.8 124.1 s} s}
MeHg conc 64.7 65.4 46.2 64.7 18.4 110.9 o} o}
%MeHg 85.1 6.0 4.3 85.1 80.8 89.4 o} 0
SLBE Round Lake Ladona julia Length 8 20.0 1.2 0.4 19.8 18.5 224 0.9 0.9
Moisture 80.0 2.6 0.9 80.8 75.7 82.6 -0.3 -1.1
THg conc 87.9 75.0 26.5 75.6 11.1 228.1 0.2 0.9
MeHg conc 70.3 63.8 22.5 52.4 5.0 181.2 -0.6 0.8
%MeHg 74.2 16.9 6.0 75.8 45.1 98.2 0.0 -0.3
SLBE Round Lake Progomphus obscurus Length 13 27.1 0.7 0.2 27.1 25.6 28.5 2.2 -0.1
Moisture 76.0 2.6 0.7 76.0 72.6 81.4 0.0 0.5
THg conc 28.2 6.4 1.8 26.6 20.5 40.4 -0.6 0.6
MeHg conc 16.3 9.2 2.6 13.6 8.7 335 -0.1 1.2

%MeHg 54.6 17.8 4.9 45.8 37.7 90.4 0.1 13
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 2008i 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
VOYA  Brown Lake Aeshna eremita Length 2 29.2 1.9 1.4 29.2 27.9 30.6 o} o}
Moisture 88.7 4.7 3.3 88.7 85.4 92.0 d d
THg conc 204.9 0.6 0.4 204.9 2045 205.3 o} o}
MeHg conc 122.2 17.2 12.2 122.2 110.1 1344 o} o}
%MeHg 59.7 8.6 6.0 59.7 53.6 65.7 o} o}
VOYA  Brown Lake Aeshna interrupta Length 6 27.4 3.5 1.4 27.3 23.1 32.1 -1.9 0.1
Moisture 88.2 34 1.4 88.3 82.7 91.6 0.2 -0.7
THg conc 229.6 87.2 35.6 222.6 1245  361.9 -0.5 0.4
MeHg conc 176.0 63.6 26.0 170.8 89.3 281.0 14 0.6
%MeHg 78.0 13.5 55 74.7 61.8 95.3 -1.7 0.4
VOYA  Brown Lake Aeshna umbrosa Length 8 29.0 3.7 1.3 30.3 19.9 311 7.4 -2.7
Moisture 86.1 4.7 1.7 86.7 77.9 91.8 -0.3 -0.7
THg conc 209.7 65.2 23.0 197.9 129.2 2941 -1.7 0.2
MeHg conc 183.4 47.4 16.8 189.3 122.3 2595 -1.1 0.2
%MeHg 89.3 10.8 3.8 92.0 70.7 100.2 -0.8 -0.7
VOYA  Brown Lake Anax junius Length 1 31.7 o} o} 31.7 31.7 317 o} o}
Moisture 86.0 o} o} 86.0 86.0 86.0 o} o}
THg conc 333.3 o} o} 333.3 333.3 3333 o} o}
MeHg conc 211.1 o} o} 211.1 2111 2111 s} 0
%MeHg 63.3 o} o} 63.3 63.3 63.3 o} o}
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
super s cr idpntifiedtdaspeaiesdevel taxonomic designation pending confirmation.

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
VOYA  Brown Lake Basiaeschna janata Length 8 35.7 1.3 0.5 36.0 33.0 36.9 2.7 -15
Moisture 79.1 4.4 1.6 77.6 74.2 87.7 1.0 11
THg conc 180.8 27.8 9.8 186.7 146.2  219.7 -1.5 -0.1
MeHg conc 149.9 30.4 10.7 147.5 115.6 1924 -1.7 0.2
%MeHg 82.8 10.3 3.6 81.9 71.8 105.0 3.2 15
VOYA  Brown Lake Celithemis elisa Length 12 15.3 0.4 0.1 15.2 15.0 16.1 0.5 1.3
Moisture 84.5 1.9 0.6 84.0 81.1 88.0 -0.4 0.2
THg conc 124.7 235 6.8 130.0 89.6 155.8 -1.6 -0.2
MeHg conc 127.2 25.5 7.4 132.2 82.9 168.4 -0.4 -0.5
%MeHg 102.1 9.6 2.8 101.2 88.2 120.2 -0.2 0.5
VOYA  Brown Lake Cordulia shurtleffi Length 8 21.3 0.9 0.3 21.2 19.8 22.3 -0.8 -0.4
Moisture 83.0 2.2 0.8 82.6 80.6 86.1 -1.9 0.3
THg conc 209.1 55.6 19.7 230.7 1225 265.6 -1.1 -0.8
MeHg conc 191.0 57.7 20.4 193.5 98.4 283.1 -0.1 0.0
%MeHg 91.4 12.9 4.6 87.9 75.5 112.3 -0.5 0.7
VOYA  Brown Lake Didymops transversa  Length 8 25.6 0.6 0.2 25.6 245 26.5 -11 -0.2
Moisture 78.6 2.6 0.8 79.1 74.0 82.0 -0.6 -0.4
THg conc 172.5 50.8 15.3 177.3 71.2 239.1 0.4 -0.7
MeHg conc 142.4 58.5 20.7 141.4 53.5 245.0 0.6 0.3

%MeHg 84.8 11.8 4.2 80.4 75.0 104.2 -0.3 1.2
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 2008i 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
VOYA  Brown Lake Epitheca cynosura Length 12 21.0 0.8 0.2 20.8 20.0 22.4 -1.0 0.5
Moisture 76.7 1.2 0.4 76.6 75.2 79.0 -0.8 0.5
THg conc 114.1 56.3 16.2 104.2 43.6 197.0 -1.4 0.5
MeHg conc 113.5 58.4 16.9 100.6 40.2 203.8 -1.3 0.5
%MeHg 87.8 10.5 3.0 90.1 65.5 98.5 0.5 -1.1
VOYA  Brown Lake Epitheca spinigera Length 15 22.0 0.5 0.1 22.0 21.2 22.9 -0.2 0.2
Moisture 81.2 25 0.6 82.0 76.0 84.2 0.6 -1.1
THg conc 2328 1035 26.7 199.2 71.9 400.2 -1.1 0.3
MeHg conc 201.2 80.6 20.8 176.4 66.2 341.1 -0.6 0.4
%MeHg 88.5 7.7 2.0 90.1 72.8 98.7 -0.7 -0.6
VOYA  Brown Lake Gomphus exilis Length 38 26.6 0.9 0.1 26.6 25.1 28.6 -0.5 0.1
Moisture 79.6 3.6 0.6 79.8 72.3 86.0 -0.6 0.0
THg conc 102.7 36.7 6.0 101.3 31.2 203.6 0.7 0.6
MeHg conc 76.5 38.4 6.2 71.7 22.6 169.2 -0.3 0.6
%MeHg 72.5 20.5 3.3 77.8 24.3 97.9 0.6 -1.2
VOYA  Brown Lake Gomphus spicatus Length 30 31.9 17 0.3 31.9 26.2 35.8 3.3 -0.8
Moisture 80.4 2.7 0.5 79.8 75.8 88.1 0.7 0.7
THg conc 110.2 36.2 6.6 106.7 42.6 180.2 -0.9 0.2
MeHg conc 86.2 33.0 6.0 82.4 28.5 163.9 -0.1 0.5

%MeHg 78.1 13.2 2.4 82.7 33.6 93.5 3.2 -1.6
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
VOYA  Brown Lake Hagenius brevistylus Length 4 26.8 6.1 3.1 29.5 17.7 30.6 3.7 -1.9
Moisture 73.0 0.4 0.2 72.9 72.7 73.6 3.3 1.8
THg conc 96.5 42.0 21.0 116.3 335 119.9 4.0 -2.0
MeHg conc 112.6 66.2 33.1 80.4 77.8 2119 4.0 2.0
%MeHg 208.9 2823 141.1 68.7 65.8 632.3 4.0 2.0
VOYA Brown Lake Ladona julia Length 24 22.6 1.2 0.2 22.7 18.3 24.3 6.5 -1.9
Moisture 83.8 1.8 0.4 83.8 79.6 87.2 0.8 -0.6
THg conc 90.1 19.2 3.9 93.2 39.1 116.4 1.9 -1.4
MeHg conc 71.2 20.7 4.2 77.8 221 101.8 0.9 -1.1
%MeHg 77.7 12.8 2.6 80.9 42.5 98.3 1.0 -0.9
VOYA  Brown Lake Nasiaeschna Length 1 44.2 o} o} 44.2 44.2 44.2 o} o}
pentacantha Moisture 773 8 5 773 773 773 3 3
THg conc 322.5 o} o} 322.5 322.5 322.5 o} o}
MeHg conc 289.6 o} o} 289.6 289.6 289.6 o} o}
%MeHg 89.8 o} o} 89.8 89.8 89.8 fo} o}
VOYA Brown Lake Somatochlora Length 8 21.6 0.5 0.2 214 21.0 224 0.4 1.1
williamsoni Moisture 814 26 09 81.3 783 858 -0.8 0.4
THg conc 254.8 345 12.2 247.6 2221 332.7 4.4 1.9
MeHg conc 234.6 304 10.8 232.0 196.5 296.2 1.9 1.1

%MeHg 92.4 8.1 2.8 94.0 75.9 104.1 2.7 -1.0
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordimation. e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
VOYA  Peary Lake Aeshna clepsydra Length 4 35.8 4.3 2.2 36.3 31.0 39.4 -4.9 -0.2
Moisture 86.1 3.1 1.5 86.2 82.5 89.4 -2.5 -0.2
THg conc 139.3 54.4 27.2 129.9 84.1 213.2 1.4 0.9
MeHg conc 100.8 29.0 14.5 96.0 71.4 139.9 1.2 0.9
%MeHg 75.0 11.6 5.8 75.3 64.2 85.1 -5.9 0.0
VOYA  Peary Lake Aeshna interrupta Length 1 37.8 o} o} 37.8 37.8 37.8 o} o}
Moisture 87.9 o} o} 87.9 87.9 87.9 o} o}
THg conc 125.9 o) o] 125.9 125.9 125.9 4 4
MeHg conc 130.6 o} o} 130.6 130.6  130.6 o} o}
%MeHg 103.7 o} o} 103.7 103.7  103.7 o} o
VOYA  Peary Lake Aeshna umbrosa Length 6 315 4.4 1.8 31.7 26.0 39.2 1.8 0.9
Moisture 82.9 3.6 1.5 82.5 78.6 87.2 -2.2 0.1
THg conc 98.4 21.3 8.7 92.8 78.7 132.8 -0.4 0.9
MeHg conc 84.4 19.5 8.0 83.9 57.5 108.2 -1.3 -0.1
%MeHg 86.5 14.8 6.0 89.7 66.0 101.8 -2.0 -0.4
VOYA  Peary Lake Basiaeschna janata Length 2 38.4 3.0 2.1 38.4 36.3 40.5 o} o}
Moisture 76.6 14 1.0 76.6 75.6 77.6 o} o}
THg conc 120.6 16.1 11.4 120.6 109.2  132.0 o} o}
MeHg conc 105.9 26.8 18.9 105.9 87.0 124.9 s} 0
%MeHg 87.1 10.5 7.5 87.1 79.7 94.6 o} o}




[A X4

Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
VOYA  Peary Lake Epitheca spinigera Length 13 21.9 1.0 0.3 21.8 20.4 23.4 -1.4 0.0
Moisture 77.1 2.0 0.5 76.8 74.1 80.9 -0.9 0.3
THg conc 75.7 19.8 5.5 71.6 45.2 110.6 -0.7 0.5
MeHg conc 70.0 35.3 9.1 63.4 27.7 157.2 1.7 1.2
%MeHg 79.9 22.8 6.3 87.6 41.8 106.1 -0.8 -0.9
VOYA  Peary Lake Gomphus exilis Length 43 26.7 11 0.1 26.7 20.8 28.1 18.3 -3.4
Moisture 78.5 3.7 0.6 78.0 71.1 87.8 0.1 0.6
THg conc 76.1 17.2 2.6 71.6 53.5 131.0 2.0 1.3
MeHg conc 79.0 41.6 5.8 67.3 30.5 227.7 5.2 2.2
%MeHg 88.9 15.6 24 91.8 43.1 117.6 1.3 -0.9
VOYA  Peary Lake Gomphus spicatus Length 51 32.9 0.9 0.1 32.9 30.9 34.8 -0.9 0.1
Moisture 77.4 4.7 0.7 78.0 59.9 84.8 6.7 2.1
THg conc 84.4 16.1 2.3 81.6 57.1 133.7 0.5 0.6
MeHg conc 69.2 18.4 25 70.0 40.3 113.7 -0.4 0.4
%MeHg 81.7 16.0 2.2 77.6 52.9 122.0 -0.4 0.3
VOYA  Peary Lake Ladona julia Length 20 23.1 1.0 0.2 23.1 21.3 25.1 0.0 0.3
Moisture 81.5 21 0.5 81.6 77.4 85.0 -0.4 -0.1
THg conc 75.9 17.7 4.0 75.5 54.4 127.0 23 1.2
MeHg conc 64.0 21.6 4.8 64.8 26.6 127.1 2.9 11

%MeHg 84.0 15.3 3.4 85.4 29.7 106.7 8.4 -2.4
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (Y%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
VOYA  Peary Lake Macromia illnoiensis Length 4 26.7 0.5 0.2 26.6 26.3 27.4 11 1.2
Moisture 74.0 0.6 0.3 73.8 73.7 74.8 3.6 1.9
THg conc 81.9 17.1 8.5 83.6 59.9 100.4 0.4 -0.5
MeHg conc 70.2 11.5 5.8 75.5 52.9 76.8 3.9 -2.0
%MeHg 86.5 8.9 4.4 86.7 75.6 97.0 0.9 -0.1
VOYA  Peary Lake Nasiaeschna Length 1 31.8 o} o} 31.8 31.8 31.8 o} o}
pentacantha Moisture 759 & 5 759 759  75.9 5 5
THg conc 153.0 o} o} 153.0 153.0 153.0 s} 0
MeHg conc 123.0 o} o} 123.0 123.0 123.0 o} o}
%MeHg 80.4 o} o} 80.4 80.4 80.4 o} o
VOYA  Ryan Lake Aeshna interrupta Length 1 30.0 o} o} 30.0 30.0 30.0 o} o}
Moisture 83.9 o} o} 83.9 83.9 83.9 o} o}
THg conc 166.8 o} o} 166.8 166.8 166.8 o} o}
MeHg conc 144.5 o} o} 144.5 14455 1445 o} o}
%MeHg 86.7 o} o} 86.7 86.7 86.7 o} o}
VOYA  Ryan Lake Aeshna umbrosa Length 4 31.1 15 0.7 31.3 29.2 32.8 1.7 -0.7
Moisture 83.6 2.8 1.4 83.0 80.9 87.6 2.1 1.2
THg conc 164.6 35.8 17.9 155.3 133.0 214.8 1.6 13
MeHg conc 155.0 25.1 12.6 149.6 130.7  190.2 2.1 1.2
%MeHg 95.0 5.3 2.7 95.5 88.5 100.3 -2.6 -0.4




14X

Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanicidésigrmiibn pendingcordimmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
VOYA  Ryan Lake Basiaeschna janata Length 12 34.3 2.3 0.7 34.7 30.5 37.0 -0.9 -0.6
Moisture 75.5 2.8 0.8 76.0 71.7 80.5 -0.6 0.1
THg conc 174.4 26.5 7.6 175.5 1229 2121 -0.1 -0.3
MeHg conc 152.0 24.1 7.0 152.4 116.1  191.3 -0.7 0.2
%MeHg 87.8 11.0 3.2 88.4 65.7 103.5 0.1 -0.6
VOYA  Ryan Lake Celithemis elisa Length 13 16.2 0.4 0.1 16.3 15.1 16.8 3.3 -1.5
Moisture 86.8 1.9 0.5 86.7 84.1 89.5 -1.3 0.1
THg conc 115.8 26.9 7.5 117.7 67.1 149.5 -1.1 -0.5
MeHg conc 110.2 25.8 7.2 116.5 57.8 152.5 0.0 -0.5
%MeHg 95.3 7.9 2.2 94.4 82.1 110.3 -0.3 0.1
VOYA Ryan Lake Cordulia shurtleffi Length 4 21.6 0.7 0.3 21.6 20.7 22.3 1.6 -0.7
Moisture 81.2 2.8 1.4 81.1 78.7 83.8 -5.8 0.0
THg conc 205.8 36.0 18.0 196.3 173.3  257.3 2.7 14
MeHg conc 188.9 30.8 15.4 177.3 166.9 234.3 3.3 1.8
%MeHg 92.0 3.1 1.5 91.3 89.0 96.3 2.1 1.2
VOYA  Ryan Lake Dromogomphus Length 1 34.6 o} o} 34.6 34.6 34.6 o} o}
spinosus Moisture 81.9 3 3 81.9 81.9 819 3 3
THg conc 88.9 o} o} 88.9 88.9 88.9 o} o}
MeHg conc 45.9 o} o} 45.9 45.9 45.9 o} o}
%MeHg 51.6 o} o} 51.6 51.6 51.6 o} o}
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
VOYA  Ryan Lake Epitheca spinigera Length 22 22.2 0.7 0.1 22.4 20.4 23.2 1.4 -1.2
Moisture 79.6 3.5 0.7 79.5 74.4 85.4 -1.5 0.1
THg conc 139.9 34.0 6.9 145.4 63.6 188.4 -0.4 -0.6
MeHg conc 117.4 24.6 5.3 110.2 76.8 166.9 -0.6 0.4
%MeHg 81.1 14.3 3.0 88.4 51.8 100.6 -1.1 -0.6
VOYA  Ryan Lake Gomphus exilis Length 36 26.7 11 0.2 26.8 23.3 28.7 0.7 -0.7
Moisture 77.8 3.2 0.6 77.5 73.6 85.3 -0.1 0.7
THg conc 119.6 16.1 2.6 120.0 75.1 154.5 0.4 -0.3
MeHg conc 97.3 28.1 4.7 101.4 54.7 161.7 -0.5 0.2
%MeHg 82.9 25.2 4.2 82.8 43.9 157.4 0.8 0.7
VOYA  Ryan Lake Gomphus lividus Length 13 24.5 3.0 0.8 26.0 21.0 28.9 -1.9 0.0
Moisture 79.8 5.4 15 80.7 72.3 88.2 -1.4 0.0
THg conc 127.2 19.8 5.5 133.1 97.5 156.4 -1.1 -0.1
MeHg conc 105.8 20.0 5.6 100.7 71.9 143.0 -0.6 0.3
%MeHg 83.4 10.7 3.0 81.9 67.8 104.3 -0.4 0.4
VOYA  Ryan Lake Gomphus spicatus Length 37 32.0 1.9 0.3 32.1 27.3 35.8 0.4 -0.6
Moisture 79.8 2.8 0.5 79.6 74.3 85.8 -0.1 0.3
THg conc 107.6 35.0 5.7 108.9 62.8 267.0 11.0 25
MeHg conc 81.0 27.0 4.4 75.0 39.6 133.5 -0.9 0.3

%MeHg 76.2 19.0 3.1 80.2 26.7 106.4 -0.3 -0.5
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20081 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 01 6speaiesdevel takenanici désigratibn gewdingconfirmation.

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
VOYA  Ryan Lake Hagenius brevistylus Length 7 34.8 5.3 2.0 36.8 23.1 38.7 5.9 -2.4
Moisture 74.8 1.8 0.7 75.0 71.4 76.6 3.1 -15
THg conc 183.4 32.2 12.2 188.8 132.1  214.8 -0.8 -0.8
MeHg conc 143.2 44.1 16.6 139.6 76.2 207.7 -0.2 0.1
%MeHg 77.9 19.0 7.2 75.7 52.5 99.4 -1.8 -0.2
VOYA Ryan Lake Ladona julia Length 6 22.8 1.0 04 22.8 21.7 24.4 1.0 0.8
Moisture 83.6 22 0.9 83.5 81.3 86.5 -2.4 0.2
THg conc 127.5 404 16.5 126.9 66.4 186.3 0.7 -0.1
MeHg conc 105.4 31.0 12.7 108.0 50.3 135.4 1.8 -1.2
%MeHg 83.3 11.9 4.9 79.4 71.3 103.3 0.4 1.0
VOYA  Ryan Lake Macromia illnoiensis Length 7 24.6 1.9 0.7 24.9 20.7 26.2 4.6 -2.0
Moisture 77.5 2.2 0.8 77.6 74.3 81.1 0.5 0.3
THg conc 137.6 38.0 14.4 126.8 93.6 191.2 -1.8 0.3
MeHg conc 121.6 40.0 15.1 99.3 78.2 178.9 -1.3 0.8
%MeHg 88.6 14.9 5.6 90.9 59.0 103.9 2.6 -1.5
VOYA Ryan Lake Nasiaeschna Length 3 31.7 2.8 1.6 30.8 29.5 34.8 0 1.3
pentacantha Moisture 796 81 47 753 747 889 3 1.7
THg conc 253.0 9.4 5.5 254.8 242.8 261.4 0 -0.8
MeHg conc 218.8 33.5 19.3 219.9 184.8 251.8 s} -0.1
%MeHg 86.2 10.1 5.8 86.3 76.1 96.3 0 0.0
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
VOYA  Ryan Lake Somatochlora Length 3 20.9 0.5 0.3 21.0 20.4 21.3 o} -0.8
ALLEl ] Moisture 767 06 03 76.6 762 774 3 11
THg conc 235.4 32.9 19.0 250.6 197.7  258.0 o} -1.6
MeHg conc 209.0 49.0 28.3 199.2 165.6  262.2 o} 0.9
%MeHg 88.5 14.3 8.3 83.8 77.2 104.6 o} 13
VOYA  Sand Point Lake Arigomphus cornutus  Length 1 41.0 o} o} 41.0 41.0 41.0 o} o}
Moisture 78.1 o} o} 78.1 78.1 78.1 o} o}
THg conc 180.5 o} o} 180.5 180.5 180.5 s} 0
MeHg conc 15.6 o} o} 15.6 15.6 15.6 o} o}
%MeHg 8.6 o} o} 8.6 8.6 8.6 s} o
VOYA  Sand Point Lake Basiaeschna janata Length 4 34.6 0.8 0.4 34.3 34.0 35.7 3.5 1.8
Moisture 77.9 1.6 0.8 77.4 76.7 80.2 2.8 1.7
THg conc 188.0 32.7 16.4 189.9 153.8 218.2 -5.2 -0.1
MeHg conc 129.4 18.8 9.4 131.5 104.7  150.0 1.3 -0.6
%MeHg 71.4 20.5 10.3 73.2 49.0 90.3 -4.8 -0.2
VOYA  Sand Point Didymops transversa  Length 7 26.3 0.8 0.3 26.4 24.6 27.1 4.6 -1.9
Lake Moisture 75.4 2.8 1.1 75.8 716 786 -2.0 -0.2
THg conc 2343 42.9 16.2 226.4 169.1  282.6 -1.3 -0.4
MeHg conc 218.7 32.0 12.1 232.7 167.9 2545 -0.9 -0.7

O
©

%MeHg 94.2 9.2 3.5 93.9 85.5 109.0 0.7
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
super scri pt 0106 ar e -lexkldaxanomicidesignatioroperalingscpnérmatians

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
VOYA  Sand Point Lake Dromogomphus Length 23 29.6 1.8 0.4 29.3 27.3 33.8 0.7 1.1
STTERE Moisture 76.4 2.4 0.5 75.9 716 821 1.1 0.8
THg conc 113.2 26.0 5.4 117.5 69.6 159.3 -0.9 0.2
MeHg conc 87.6 22.7 4.7 90.3 324 131.7 0.7 -0.6
%MeHg 78.3 18.7 3.9 74.7 40.6 123.1 1.2 0.7
VOYA  Sand Point Lake Epitheca cynosura Length 7 20.4 0.6 0.2 20.4 19.7 215 -0.1 0.7
Moisture 77.1 2.4 0.8 77.6 73.7 81.0 -0.4 0.1
THg conc 129.4 33.2 12.5 118.7 101.7 199.4 4.2 2.0
MeHg conc 114.9 27.2 9.6 108.5 834 167.3 0.8 1.1
%MeHg 86.4 6.8 2.6 85.5 77.8 99.4 2.0 1.1
VOYA  Sand Point Epitheca princeps Length 12 26.5 0.7 0.2 26.5 25.7 28.0 0.2 0.7
Lele Moisture 748 23 0.6 743 726 789 -0.9 0.7
THg conc 233.8 107.6 31.1 253.0 87.2 439.7 -0.5 0.3
MeHg conc 215.3 106.0 30.6 222.9 76.1 422.6 -04 0.5
%MeHg 914 7.9 2.3 89.6 83.2 113.4 5.9 2.1
VOYA Sand Point Lake Epitheca spinigera Length 16 20.7 1.0 0.2 20.3 19.6 22.8 0.2 1.2
Moisture 78.8 25 0.6 78.9 75.0 84.1 0.2 0.5
THg conc 157.8 28.2 7.1 155.1 109.2 214.4 0.3 0.3
MeHg conc 134.9 33.5 8.4 126.1 93.4 198.8 -1.0 0.6

%MeHg 85.3 12.6 3.2 89.3 63.9 100.6 -1.4 -0.5
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar +eveltakenaniicidésigratibn gerdingcordimmation. e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
VOYA  Sand Point Lake Gomphus adelphus Length 31 33.3 2.4 0.4 34.5 27.7 36.1 -0.3 -0.8
Moisture 79.7 4.1 0.7 79.8 71.0 87.4 -0.5 -0.2
THg conc 128.0 29.8 5.3 129.2 43.4 174.4 1.4 -1.0
MeHg conc 99.3 26.0 4.7 100.5 39.6 147.7 -0.3 -0.3
%MeHg 78.6 14.2 2.6 79.0 48.4 108.4 0.0 0.2
VOYA  Sand Point Gomphus exilis Length 19 26.1 1.7 0.4 26.7 21.3 28.2 23 -1.5
Lake Moisture 80.8 5.0 1.2 83.2 728  86.7 1.3 -0.6
THg conc 98.8 26.7 6.1 94.7 57.0 158.5 -0.2 0.6
MeHg conc 63.2 30.2 6.9 58.3 16.5 133.3 0.0 0.5
%MeHg 62.4 20.4 4.7 67.4 20.9 91.9 -0.2 -0.7
VOYA  Sand Point Lake Gomphus graslinellus  Length 10 325 0.7 0.2 32.1 31.8 33.6 -1.3 0.8
Moisture 77.4 25 0.8 77.1 73.1 82.7 1.7 0.6
THg conc 94.7 14.2 4.5 95.8 68.7 116.4 -0.2 -0.3
MeHg conc 76.6 17.2 5.4 72.1 53.6 103.9 -0.9 0.4
%MeHg 82.0 18.0 5.7 83.3 46.0 102.7 0.5 -1.0
VOYA  Sand Point Lake Gomphus lividus Length 20 32.2 0.8 0.2 32.0 31.2 34.1 11 11
Moisture 81.1 3.0 0.7 81.7 73.8 86.6 0.9 -0.6
THg conc 114.6 235 5.3 108.9 70.4 156.8 -0.4 0.2
MeHg conc 76.3 27.0 6.0 79.0 16.1 121.3 0.1 -0.5

%MeHg 67.9 22.9 51 75.4 10.4 91.4 11 -1.4
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Appendix H (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), percent moisture (Moisture, %), concentrations of total mercury (THg conc,
ng/g dry weight) and methylmercury (MeHg conc, ng/g dry weight), and percent of total mercury present as methylmercury (%MeHg) in whole larval
dragonfliesd listed by park unit, water body, and speciesd sampled during 20087 2012 from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network (n = number of larvae analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum value). Species with a
superscript 0106 ar 4eveltakenanticidésigriibn pendingcordirmationi e s

Park Water body

unit (site) Species Variable n Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
VOYA Sand Point Gomphus rogersi 1 Length 11 34.9 0.6 0.2 34.8 34.3 36.1 0.1 0.9
Lake Moisture 792 26 08 79.9 744 825 05 0.6
THg conc 96.1 18.4 5.6 99.1 71.7 127.4 -1.1 0.2
MeHg conc 74.7 15.0 4.5 72.7 52.8 94.5 -1.4 0.0
%MeHg 77.8 6.6 2.0 76.2 65.4 88.4 -0.1 -0.1
VOYA  Sand Point Lake Gomphus spicatus Length 19 30.6 2.1 0.5 30.9 26.4 33.2 -0.5 -0.6
Moisture 78.6 3.7 0.9 78.3 711 84.9 -0.5 0.0
THg conc 114.2 25.6 5.9 113.3 75.8 180.9 1.2 1.0
MeHg conc 88.2 43.7 10.0 78.6 30.2 212.1 2.2 1.2
%MeHg 76.9 33.0 7.6 74.1 21.4 179.4 4.6 15
VOYA  Sand Point Lake Hagenius brevistylus Length 3 18.9 2.7 1.6 19.2 16.0 21.5 o) -0.5
Moisture 72.5 4.1 2.4 70.4 69.9 77.3 fo} 1.7
THg conc 159.1 23.9 13.8 148.9 1419 186.3 o} 1.6
MeHg conc 146.7 29.1 16.8 154.3 1146  171.3 fo} -1.1
%MeHg 92.1 114 6.6 91.9 80.8 103.6 o} 0.1
VOYA  Sand Point Macromia illnoiensis Length 3 25.9 1.3 0.7 25.3 25.1 27.4 o} 1.7
Lake Moisture 76.4 2.9 1.7 77.7 731 783 3 1.7
THg conc 176.6 25.9 14.9 185.4 1475 196.9 s} -1.4
MeHg conc 169.8 8.8 5.1 170.9 160.5 178.0 0 -0.6
%MeHg 96.6 7.9 4.6 95.2 89.5 105.1 0 0.8
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Appendix |. Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g),
total mercury concentration (Hg conc, ng/g wet weight), and total mercury burden
(Hg burden, ng/fish) in whole prey fish sampled from six park units in the Great
Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network during 20081 2012 (n = number of fish
analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max =
maximum value).

Egirtk Water body Species n  Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
GRPO Grand Portage longnose dace 110 Length 77 11 1 76.5 49 107 1.18 0.11
Crze Weight 4.4 2.1 0.2 3.9 0.9 13.2 3.92 1.57
Hg conc 58 43 4 47 21 355 21.58 3.94
Hg burden 262 210 20 204 28 1013 2.58 1.69
GRPO  Grand Portage slimy sculpin 68 Length 59 10 1 58 41 83 -0.41 0.19
Creek Weight 2.9 15 02 2.7 0.8 7.9 1.22 1.02
Hg conc 24 11 1 235 8 54 0.03 0.66
Hg burden 74 55 7 56.5 9 253 0.8 1.15
GRPO  Poplar Creek blacknose dace 43 Length 72 12 2 74 46 89 -0.87 -0.5
Weight 4.7 2.3 0.4 5 1.1 8.6 -1.26 -0.06
Hg conc 91 36 6 92 43 242 6.47 2
Hg burden 469 365 56 358 77 1690 1.83 1.32
GRPO  Poplar Creek brook stickleback 7  Length 48 4 1 a7 44 55 2.79 151
Weight 1.2 0.3 0.1 1.2 0.8 1.7 -0.04 0.68
Hg conc 73 26 10 61 47 112 -1.52 0.58
Hg burden 92 47 18 74 48 180 1.08 1.22
GRPO  Poplar Creek creek chub 49 Length 80 15 2 78 56 105 -1.28 0.12
Weight 6.1 3.6 0.5 5.2 15 14.3 -0.83 0.54
Hg conc 49 20 3 45 29 118 3.09 1.8

Hg burden 298 207 30 233 60 975 0.93 1.02
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Appendix | (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), total mercury concentration (Hg conc, ng/g wet
weight), and total mercury burden (Hg burden, ng/fish) in whole prey fish sampled from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network during 20081 2012 (n = number of fish analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum
value).

Esirtk Water body Species n  Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
GRPO  Poplar Creek central mudminnow 14 Length 50 12 3 47 32 77 0.58 0.93
Weight 1.7 14 0.4 1.2 0.6 5.6 5.01 2.18
Hg conc 67 21 6 69 37 123 2.79 1.09
Hg burden 127 168 45 78 32 692 11.92 3.36
GRPO  Poplar Creek longnose dace 15 Length 76 11 3 71 64 97 -0.94 0.68
Weight 45 21 0.5 4.3 2.3 8.5 -0.52 0.72
Hg conc 91 36 9 83.5 50 194 3.93 1.81
Hg burden 465 401 100 370 121 1652 4.46 1.96
GRPO  Snow Creek brook stickleback 8 Length 54 6 2 52.5 49 62 -1.44 0.63
Weight 1.8 0.6 0.2 1.6 14 2.8 -0.39 1.19
Hg conc 49 13 5 49.5 27 74 1.77 0.23
Hg burden 92 37 13 92 37 141 -1.09 -0.02
GRPO  Snow Creek creek chub 5 Length 114 25 11 102 20 144 -2.91 0.52
Weight 18 13 6 9.4 7.5 335 -3.07 0.64
Hg conc 51 6 3 51 43 60 1.54 0.66
Hg burden 899 624 279 566 323 1615 -3.15 0.53
GRPO  Snow Creek central mudminnow 123 Length 62 18 2 60 33 124 0.54 0.78
Weight 3.1 2.9 0.3 2.2 0.3 19.5 10.17 2.61
Hg conc 54 24 2 52 15 204 11.71 2.06
Hg burden 200 349 31 95 9 3134 45.98 6.12
GRPO  Snow Creek fathead minnow 11 Length 72 8 2 73 61 83 -1.16 -0.2
Weight 4.7 1.6 0.5 4.4 2.6 7.6 -0.1 0.76
Hg conc 53 15 5 57 29 75 -0.73 -0.51

Hg burden 238 1 23 229 127 381 0.11 0.64
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Appendix | (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), total mercury concentration (Hg conc, ng/g wet
weight), and total mercury burden (Hg burden, ng/fish) in whole prey fish sampled from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network during 20081 2012 (n = number of fish analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum
value).

Esirtk Water body Species n  Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
INDU Great Marsh 1 central mudminnow 61 Length 75 18 2 74 24 114 -0.06 -0.05
Weight 6 4 1 5.5 0.1 17.4 0.56 0.95
Hg conc 26 14 2 23 7 79 3.86 1.87
Hg burden 164 136 17 145 4 701 3.55 1.65
INDU Great Marsh 1 green sunfish 2 Length 47 6 4 47 43 51
Weight 2.6 1.3 0.9 2.6 1.7 3.6
Hg conc 34 11 8 34 26 42
Hg burden 81 14 10 81 71 91 . .
INDU Great Marsh 2 central mudminnow 107 Length 71 17 2 69 20 123 0.37 0.28
Weight 5.1 3.9 0.4 4 0.1 24.4 6.07 2.01
Hg conc 38 15 2 35 11 84 0.78 0.98
Hg burden 224 222 22 149 3 1056 2.81 1.73
INDU Great Marsh 2 green sunfish 2 Length 42 3 2 42 40 44
Weight 1.3 0.3 0.2 1.3 1.1 15
Hg conc 63 2 2 62.5 61 64
Hg burden 81 13 9 81 72 90
INDU Great Marsh 3 central mudminnow 24  Length 68 16 3 72 21 96 2.38 -0.96
Weight 4.9 2.8 0.6 4.6 0.1 12.3 1.42 0.91
Hg conc 24 12 2 22 11 58 2.04 1.43
Hg burden 136 122 25 106 2 462 1.27 1.36
INDU Great Marsh 4 central mudminnow 59  Length 76 22 3 71 41 133 -0.31 0.6
Weight 5.8 4.7 0.6 4.2 0.8 22.8 2.58 1.51
Hg conc 59 29 4 52 17 134 0.72 1.14

Hg burden 418 576 75 192 22 3052 10.35 3.04
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Appendix | (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), total mercury concentration (Hg conc, ng/g wet
weight), and total mercury burden (Hg burden, ng/fish) in whole prey fish sampled from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network during 20081 2012 (n = number of fish analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum
value).

Esirtk Water body Species n  Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
INDU Long Lake central mudminnow 82 Length 78 18 2 76 43 127 0.15 0.53
Weight 6.4 4.9 0.5 5 0.8 235 3.35 1.8
Hg conc 22 9 1 21 8 49 0.3 0.75
Hg burden 163 193 21 100 7 1136 10.34 2.98
INDU Long Lake green sunfish 51 Length 37 1 37 30 54 3.32 1.49
Weight 1 0 0.9 0.5 2.7 6.05 2.37
Hg conc 23 1 21 10 44 -0.49 0.58
Hg burden 22 14 2 20 6 72 2.96 1.59
INDU Middle Lagoon bluegill 14  Length 49 5 1 48.5 42 59 0.67 0.68
Weight 1.7 0.4 0.1 1.6 1.0 2.6 0.83 0.69
Hg conc 47 11 3 47.5 32 75 251 1.16
Hg burden 78 28 8 69 48 152 3.04 1.84
INDU Middle Lagoon central mudminnow 29  Length 57 11 2 55 43 83 0.23 0.92
Weight 24 1.4 0.3 21 0.9 6.8 2.57 1.62
Hg conc 31 13 2 30 14 72 1.97 1.18
Hg burden 84 87 16 45 21 396 5.64 23
INDU Middle Lagoon green sunfish 47  Length 54 19 3 46 22 114 2.14 1.55
Weight 3.9 5 1 1.7 0.4 27.5 9.12 2.9
Hg conc 25 8 1 24 13 60 6.27 1.98
Hg burden 125 260 38 44 10 1637 25.76 4.73
INDU Middle Lagoon iowa darter 51  Length 45 5 1 44 37 59 0.22 0.79
Weight 0.7 0.3 0.0 0.7 0.4 1.7 2.29 1.41
Hg conc 27 11 2 24 12 82 12.75 2.94

Hg burden 21 14 2 15 4 85 8.03 2.34
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Appendix | (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), total mercury concentration (Hg conc, ng/g wet
weight), and total mercury burden (Hg burden, ng/fish) in whole prey fish sampled from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network during 20081 2012 (n = number of fish analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum

value).
Park
unit Water body Species n  Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
INDU Middle Lagoon yellow perch 1 Length 69 69 69 69
Weight 2.9 29 2.9 29
Hg conc 13 13 13 13
Hg burden 37 37 37 37
ISRO Angleworm Lake yellow perch 50 Length 70 16 2 69.5 47 102 -1.34 0.26
Weight 3.8 24 0.3 3 0.9 11.6 0.62 0.99
Hg conc 22 10 1 24 9 42 -1.4 0.08
Hg burden 101 90 13 81.5 11 379 0.34 0.97
ISRO Harvey Lake fathead minnow 1 Length 86 86 86 86
Weight 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6
Hg conc 96 96 96 96
Hg burden 536 536 536 536
ISRO Harvey Lake yellow perch 116 Length 150 58 130 70 337 1.55 1.36
Weight 49 69 20.4 2.9 3345 6.52 2.6
Hg conc 213 169 16 146.5 49 1094 7.76 2.47
Hg burden 21060 51268 4760 29715 203 296968 14.94 3.78
ISRO Richie Lake yellow perch 78 Length 87 43 5 68 48 225 2.05 1.67
Weight 15 28 3 2.9 1.1 145.6 10.07 3.11
Hg conc 39 10 1 37.5 24 82 3.99 1.5
Hg burden 659 1499 170 103 38 9607 19.06 4.07
ISRO Sargent Lake yellow perch 89 Length 68 19 2 60 51 144 4.7 2.22
Weight 4 6 2.1 11 313 12.88 3.48
Hg conc 39 9 1 38 19 72 1.25 0.51
Hg burden 149 198 21 77 38 1258 16 3.7
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Appendix | (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), total mercury concentration (Hg conc, ng/g wet
weight), and total mercury burden (Hg burden, ng/fish) in whole prey fish sampled from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network during 20081 2012 (n = number of fish analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum
value).

Esirtk Water body Species n  Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
PIRO Beaver Lake lowa darter 40 Length 48 7 1 50 34 62 -0.38 -0.24
Weight 1.0 0.4 0.1 1 0.3 1.9 -0.53 0.51
Hg conc 58 26 4 60 20 111 -0.9 0.17
Hg burden 59 40 6 54 7 145 -0.84 0.53
PIRO Beaver Lake johnny darter 41  Length 50 7 1 48 38 73 2.03 1.3
Weight 11 0.5 0.1 1 0.4 29 4.26 1.86
Hg conc 26 8 1 23 11 45 -0.29 0.63
Hg burden 28 18 3 23 6 93 4.88 2.08
PIRO Beaver Lake mottled sculpin 56 Length 52 6 1 51 39 74 2.25 0.89
Weight 1.7 0.6 0.1 1.6 0.8 35 0.61 0.94
Hg conc 25 7 1 23 13 42 0.14 0.66
Hg burden 42 17 2 37.5 19 94 1.05 1.14
PIRO Beaver Lake rock bass 4 Length 172 25 13 179.5 137 190 0.5 -1.21
Weight 113 49 25 116.7 51.8 168.0 -0.1 -0.37
Hg conc 98 15 7 94.5 86 118 0.31 1.12
Hg burden 11385 6274 3137 10226 5180 19906 1.13 0.98
PIRO Beaver Lake yellow perch 83 Length 106 74 8 62 49 292 -0.68 1.02
Weight 36 59 7 21 1.0 290.9 3.71 1.86
Hg conc 76 61 7 49 20 263 0.44 1.24
Hg burden 5997 11758 1291 110 22 60371 8.71 2.74
PIRO Chapel Lake central mudminnow 5 Length 60 5 2 60 53 66 -1.94 -0.15
Weight 2 1 0 2 14 3.1 -3.03 0.33
Hg conc 131 34 15 131 91 174 -1.8 0.11

Hg burden 286 101 45 282 148 411 -0.46 -0.2
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Appendix | (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), total mercury concentration (Hg conc, ng/g wet
weight), and total mercury burden (Hg burden, ng/fish) in whole prey fish sampled from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network during 20081 2012 (n = number of fish analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum
value).

Esirtk Water body Species n  Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
PIRO Chapel Lake iowa darter 46  Length 54 9 1 57 31 63 1.55 -1.47
Weight 1.2 0.4 0.1 1.3 0.2 1.8 -0.02 -0.86
Hg conc 88 45 7 75 36 187 -0.5 0.8
Hg burden 107 71 10 90 9 291 -0.33 0.7
PIRO Chapel Lake johnny darter 28 Length 53 10 2 54 33 70 -1.01 -0.08
Weight 1.3 0.7 0.1 1.2 0.2 2.7 -1.19 0.37
Hg conc 61 18 3 58 23 106 0.82 0.46
Hg burden 81 49 9 96 15 170 -1.46 0.04
PIRO Chapel Lake mottled sculpin 3  Length 50 6 3 49 45 56 . 0.78
Weight 1.6 0.6 0.4 14 1.2 23 . 141
Hg conc 18 1 1 18 17 19 . 0
Hg burden 29 11 6 27 20 41 . 0.94
PIRO Chapel Lake rock bass 49  Length 147 33 5 147 42 192 1.75 -1.26
Weight 71 39 6 62.5 1.3 152.0 -0.73 0.22
Hg conc 244 154 22 225 42 841 3.46 141
Hg burden 21316 20345 2906 14830 67 94803 25 15
PIRO Chapel Lake yellow perch 69 Length 141 37 4 131 69 285 2.86 1.31
Weight 30 35 4 17.7 3.0 229.6 16.36 3.66
Hg conc 276 160 19 261 62 872 3.2 1.41
Hg burden 11498 21919 2639 4470 186 116652 12.95 3.56
PIRO Grand Sable Lake lowa darter 51 Length 46 7 1 45 28 58 -0.51 -0.19
Weight 0.8 0 0 0.7 0.2 14 -0.78 0.4
Hg conc 54 17 2 51 16 100 0.33 0.43
Hg burden 44 27 4 34 7 104 -0.85 0.63
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Appendix | (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), total mercury concentration (Hg conc, ng/g wet
weight), and total mercury burden (Hg burden, ng/fish) in whole prey fish sampled from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network during 20081 2012 (n = number of fish analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum
value).

Esirtk Water body Species n  Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
PIRO Grand Sable Lake  johnny darter 60 Length 43 5 1 42 35 57 0.54 0.96
Weight 0.7 0.3 0.0 0.6 0.3 1.6 1.15 1.32
Hg conc 42 13 2 41 7 76 0.97 0.25
Hg burden 28 16 2 225 4 88 3.49 1.8
PIRO Grand Sable Lake  mottled sculpin 42  Length 50 8 1 48.5 35 77 3.37 1.14
Weight 1.7 1.0 0.1 15 0.5 6.0 8.74 24
Hg conc 22 7 1 21 12 49 6.13 1.8
Hg burden 38 29 4 30 9 157 9.21 291
PIRO Grand Sable Lake  rock bass 4 Length 150 15 8 145.5 136 171 2.7 1.44
Weight 74 30 15 67.6 45.9 116.2 2.33 1.26
Hg conc 124 46 23 122.5 75 177 -2.79 0.15
Hg burden 9211 5334 2667 7289 5249 17016 3.04 1.72
PIRO Grand Sable Lake  yellow perch 68 Length 113 41 5 114 62 239 0.74 0.91
Weight 20 27 3 13.4 2.3 151.3 9.27 2.87
Hg conc 107 47 6 92.5 57 330 9.59 2.68
Hg burden 3240 7489 908 1246.5 152 49943 26.05 4.84
PIRO Legion Lake central mudminnow 101 Length 81 17 2 81 52 124 -1 0.1
Weight 5.9 35 0.3 5.3 1.4 15.8 -0.41 0.61
Hg conc 121 46 5 118 43 289 1.56 0.93
Hg burden 844 795 79 613 81 4011 4.23 1.87
PIRO Miners Lake mottled sculpin 25 Length 54 6 1 54 39 65 0.21 -0.39
Weight 2.3 0.8 0.2 2.2 0.7 4.0 -0.73 0.12
Hg conc 19 5 1 18 12 35 3.44 1.53

Hg burden 45 20 4 40 19 90 -0.24 0.69
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Appendix | (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), total mercury concentration (Hg conc, ng/g wet
weight), and total mercury burden (Hg burden, ng/fish) in whole prey fish sampled from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network during 20081 2012 (n = number of fish analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum

value).

Park

unit Water body Species n  Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness

PIRO Miners Lake yellow perch 28 Length 231 40 8 248.5 134 293 -0.29 -0.68
Weight 175 83 16 196.3 26.2 366.0 -0.38 0.17
Hg conc 87 46 9 73.5 38 220 2.27 1.59
Hg burden 17045 13058 2468 17056 1280 50938 0.66 0.97

SLBE Bass Lake (Benzie) bluegill 42  Length 37 6 1 36 29 54 1.38 1.22
Weight 0.7 0.4 0.1 0.6 0.3 21 4.57 2.01
Hg conc 82 36 80 24 157 -0.74 0.21
Hg burden 56 39 6 455 11 203 4.69 2.05

SLBE Bass Lake (Benzie) central mudminnow 21  Length 62 9 63 38 88 4.31 0.17
Weight 2.8 1.3 0.3 2.7 0.6 7.4 7.74 2.09
Hg conc 29 14 3 27 14 72 3.95 1.58
Hg burden 90 79 17 76 10 333 4.92 221

SLBE Bass Lake (Benzie) lowa darter 40 Length 45 5 1 46 31 56 0.79 -0.4
Weight 0.7 0.2 0.0 0.7 0.2 14 1.26 0.83
Hg conc 82 42 70.5 43 284 12.81 3.08
Hg burden 59 39 43 10 193 2.68 1.63

SLBE Bass Lake (Benzie) johnny darter 3 Length 54 7 4 54 48 61 0.23
Weight 1.3 0.5 0.3 1.2 1.0 1.9 1.44
Hg conc 24 14 21 11 39 0.82
Hg burden 30 15 38 12 39 -1.72

SLBE Bass Lake (Benzie) rock bass 16 Length 200 37 213 115 243 1.03 -1.32
Weight 187 84 21 200.7 30.7 337.7 -0.04 -0.43
Hg conc 142 57 14 134 71 246 -0.68 0.58
Hg burden 29738 22348 5587 28441 2904 83073 1.21 1.09
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Appendix | (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), total mercury concentration (Hg conc, ng/g wet
weight), and total mercury burden (Hg burden, ng/fish) in whole prey fish sampled from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network during 20081 2012 (n = number of fish analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum
value).

Esirtk Water body Species n  Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
SLBE Bass Lake (Benzie) yellow perch 24  Length 69 5 1 69 59 77 -0.92 -0.09
Weight 3.3 0.8 0.2 3.2 2.1 4.8 -0.98 0.23
Hg conc 60 21 4 59.5 30 107 -0.11 0.47
Hg burden 206 96 20 211 69 376 -1.19 0.1
SLBE Bass Lake rock bass 2  Length 205 16 11 205 194 216
(Leelanau) Weight 192 41 29 192 1633 2207
Hg conc 92 49 35 91.5 57 126
Hg burden 18547 13033 9216 18546.5 9331 27762 . .
SLBE Bass Lake yellow perch 83 Length 74 20 2 68 48 145 2.36 1.58
(zElEnE) Weight 51 57 06 3.1 11 365 12.65 3.21
Hg conc 26 6 1 27 15 43 -0.51 0
Hg burden 144 182 20 87 25 1112 11.12 3.06
SLBE Lake Manitou lowa darter 73 Length 52 6 1 53 39 63 -1.05 -0.13
Weight 1.0 0.4 0.0 1 0.5 2.0 -0.55 0.49
Hg conc 30 7 1 30 16 48 0.19 0.36
Hg burden 32 17 2 26 11 97 2.05 1.25
SLBE Lake Manitou yellow perch 68 Length 115 66 8 76 55 264 -0.57 1
Weight 35 56 7 4.1 1.5 216.3 2.47 1.8
Hg conc 49 28 3 38.5 18 139 1.3 1.43
Hg burden 3043 5928 719 1315 35 30081 8.07 2.7
SLBE Round Lake bluegill 61 Length 38 12 2 35 21 71 -0.03 0.83
Weight 1.0 1.1 0.1 0.5 0.1 5.1 3.68 1.94
Hg conc 32 12 2 31 10 74 1.35 0.83

Hg burden 25 21 3 17 4 88 2.71 1.92
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Appendix | (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), total mercury concentration (Hg conc, ng/g wet
weight), and total mercury burden (Hg burden, ng/fish) in whole prey fish sampled from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network during 20081 2012 (n = number of fish analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum
value).

Esirtk Water body Species n  Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
SLBE Round Lake central mudminnow 50 Length 59 8 1 59 44 78 -0.28 0.27
Weight 2.4 1.1 0.1 23 0.9 5.3 0.88 0.94
Hg conc 34 12 2 34.5 12 71 0.48 0.4
Hg burden 88 59 8 84 14 279 2.23 1.27
SLBE Round Lake lowa darter 10 Length 46 2 1 46 44 51 -0.14 0.78
Weight 0.8 0.1 0.0 0.8 0.6 1.0 -0.48 0.29
Hg conc 23 10 3 215 10 41 -0.15 0.65
Hg burden 17 8 3 16 8 33 0.9 1.28
SLBE Round Lake johnny darter 25 Length 50 7 1 49 39 63 -1.26 0.22
Weight 1.0 0.4 0.1 0.8 0.4 1.6 -1.19 0.45
Hg conc 14 3 1 14 9 24 3.57 1.25
Hg burden 13 4 1 12 6 25 0.92 0.85
SLBE Round Lake yellow perch 13  Length 218 112 31 290 74 319 -2.02 -0.53
Weight 230 188 52 330 3.7 450 -1.97 -0.43
Hg conc 39 17 5 42 10 64 -1.07 -0.41
Hg burden 11272 9731 2699 13718 50 25080 -1.73 -0.14
VOYA  Brown Lake yellow perch 115 Length 56 17 2 49 42 138 6.52 2.45
Weight 2.2 3.0 0.3 11 0.7 20.3 15.08 3.57
Hg conc 103 29 3 100 32 310 21.81 3.22
Hg burden 260 627 58 112 58 6298 77.06 8.19
VOYA  Peary Lake yellow perch 119 Length 49 12 1 a7 37 106 9.94 2.93
Weight 1.4 1.8 0.2 0.9 04 12.5 20.75 4.4
Hg conc 37 10 1 36 15 84 3.26 1.12

Hg burden 61 128 12 33 8 922 33.86 5.63
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Appendix | (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), total mercury concentration (Hg conc, ng/g wet
weight), and total mercury burden (Hg burden, ng/fish) in whole prey fish sampled from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring
Network during 20081 2012 (n = number of fish analyzed, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min = minimum value, Max = maximum
value).

Esirtk Water body Species n  Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis  Skewness
VOYA  Ryan Lake lowa darter 11 Length 48 7 2 47 40 60 -0.92 0.59
Weight 0.8 0.4 0.1 0.7 0.4 15 -0.27 0.94
Hg conc 131 46 14 128 57 224 0.84 0.7
Hg burden 113 95 29 74 34 336 1.9 1.55
VOYA  Ryan Lake yellow perch 102 Length 61 19 2 50 41 115 0.04 1.13
Weight 2.8 3.0 0.3 13 0.5 15.7 3.81 1.93
Hg conc 110 32 3 108 53 276 6.71 1.69
Hg burden 358 552 55 132 65 4332 27.01 4.42
VOYA  Sand Point Lake johnny darter 2 Length 44 10 7 44 37 51
Weight 0.8 0.5 0.4 0.8 0.4 11
Hg conc 52 0 0 52 52 52
Hg burden 40 28 20 39.5 20 59
VOYA  Sand Point Lake yellow perch 131 Length 60 11 1 57 47 121 9.74 2.92
Weight 24 2.3 0.2 1.8 1.0 20.8 35.97 5.32
Hg conc 104 33 3 101 48 196 -0.15 0.58
Hg burden 272 332 29 188 52 2696 25.31 4.53
VOYA  Shoepack Lake yellow perch 35 Length 81 9 2 79 69 101 -0.58 0.6
Weight 4.6 1.9 0.3 4.1 2.0 9.5 0.47 1.07
Hg conc 139 26 5 139 90 199 -0.17 0.29

Hg burden 646 289 49 620 277 1568 1.67 1.2
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Appendix J. Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g),
calendar age (Age, years) and mercury concentration (Hg, ng/g) in axial muscle
tissue (skinless fillets) of adult fish of mostly upper trophic-level species sampled
from six park units in the Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network during
20081 2012 (n = number of fish, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min =
minimum value, Max = maximum value).

Egirtk Water body Species n Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max  Kurtosis Skewness
GRPO  Grand Portage Creek  rainbow trout 35 Length 117 41 7 111 75 308 13.60 3.17
35 Weight 26 46 8 15.5 5 279 28.27 5.11
0 Age . . . . . . . .
35 Hg 40 10 2 38.4 23 69 1.81 1.18
GRPO  Hollow Rock Creek rainbow trout 6 Length 122 6 3 124 113 129 -1.72 -0.54
Weight 21 3 1 20.9 16 23 -1.86 -0.41
Age . . . . . . . .
Hg 19 2 1 18.9 15 22 1.46 -0.92
GRPO  Poplar Creek creek chub 12  Length 130 22 6 129.5 99 168 -0.46 0.10
12 Weight 26 13 4 23.6 10 48 -0.32 0.66
0 Age . . . . . . . .
12 Hg 91 38 11 76.3 54 168 0.08 1.20
GRPO  Reservation River rainbow trout 6 Length 136 10 4 137 118 148 231 -1.18
Weight 28 6 2 29.6 19 24 -0.02 -0.90
Age
Hg 42 16 6 36.8 28 72 3.75 1.85
INDU Great Marsh grass pickerel 22 Length 142 27 6 139 112 214 0.68 1.01
22 Weight 24 15 3 19.6 9 66 1.66 1.39
18 Age 1.4 0.6 0.1 1 1 3 0.39 1.09

22 Hg 128 59 13 124.4 39 272 0.99 0.98
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Appendix J (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), calendar age (Age, years) and mercury

concentration (Hg, ng/g) in axial muscle tissue (skinless fillets) of adult fish of mostly upper trophic-level species sampled from six park units in the

Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network during 20087 2012 (n = number of fish, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min =

minimum value, Max = maximum value).

Eﬁirtk Water body Species n Variable Mean Median Min Max Kurtosis Skewness
INDU Long Lake black bullhead 7 Length 191 176 203 -0.53 -0.36
7  Weight 140 90 180 -0.81 -0.10
0 Age
7 Hg 40.1 28 56 -0.16 -0.11
INDU Long Lake common carp 12 Length 186 16 188 152 217 1.54 -0.24
12 Weight 118 29 8 110 70 190 3.74 1.28
0 Age
12 Hg 13 2 12.1 10 16 -1.27 0.31
INDU Middle Lagoon  bluegill 9 Length 123 18 122 89 153 1.32 -0.21
9  Weight 62 17 70 30 90 0.78 -0.44
0 Age
9 Hg 29 6 2 28 22 43 5.10 1.96
INDU Middle Lagoon  channel catfish 1 Length 485 485 485 485
1  Weight 1240 1240 1240 1240
0 Age
1 Hg 221 222 222 222
INDU Middle Lagoon  common carp 1 Length 165 165 165 165
1  Weight 8 8 8 8
0 Age
1 Hg 15 15 15 15
INDU Middle Lagoon  grass pickerel 12 Length 188 95 28 148 87 338 -1.39 0.72
12 Weight 82 107 31 20.7 4 300 0.06 1.25
11 Age 2.2 1.3 0.4 2 4 -1.63 0.54
12  Hg 115 64 18 91.8 39 259 0.83 1.13




Appendix J (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), calendar age (Age, years) and mercury
concentration (Hg, ng/g) in axial muscle tissue (skinless fillets) of adult fish of mostly upper trophic-level species sampled from six park units in the
Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network during 20087 2012 (n = number of fish, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min =

GEC

minimum value, Max = maximum value).

Eﬁirtk Water body Species n Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis Skewness
INDU Middle Lagoon  gizzard shad 11 Length 334 12 4 333 310 352 0.78 -0.22
11  Weight 406 47 14 400 310 470 0.56 -0.48
0 Age
11 Hg 29 9 3 26.8 19 42 -1 0
INDU Middle Lagoon  largemouth bass 21 Length 363 57 12 355 239 494 1.19 0.28
21  Weight 746 403 88 680 170 1920 2.85 1.49
17  Age 5.9 1.6 0.4 6 4 10 1.55 1.09
21  Hg 169 52 11 177 923 322 241 1.04
INDU Middle Lagoon  yellow perch Length 148 148 148 148
Weight 33 33 33 33
Age
Hg 69 69 69 69
ISRO Angleworm northern pike 57 Length 554 89 12 573 338 696 -0.27 -0.69
Lake 57  Weight 1126 433 57 1170 290 1940 -0.65 -0.17
50 Age 4.6 1 0.2 5 2 7 -0.20 -0.03
57 Hg 240 163 22 193.8 59 843 4.10 1.87
ISRO Lake Harvey yellow perch 80 Length 240 66 7 243 128 347 -1.52 0.00
80 Weight 164 122 14 147.9 19 437 -0.99 0.51
8 Age 4 1 0.5 4 2 6 -0.70 0.00
80 Hg 688 368 41 646.1 94 1453 -1.01 0.32
ISRO Lake Richie northern pike 64 Length 497 72 9 498.5 304 631 -0.55 -0.20
64  Weight 824 301 38 820 350 1630 -0.24 0.49
60 Age 3.6 0.8 0.1 4 2 6 0.12 0.37
64 Hg 200 103 13 177.6 97 648 8.14 2.55
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Appendix J (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), calendar age (Age, years) and mercury

concentration (Hg, ng/g) in axial muscle tissue (skinless fillets) of adult fish of mostly upper trophic-level species sampled from six park units in the

Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network during 20087 2012 (n = number of fish, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min =
minimum value, Max = maximum value).

Eﬁirtk Water body Species n Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis Skewness
ISRO Lake Richie yellow perch 9 Length 187 24 8 184 161 225 -1.33 0.36
9  Weight 81 38 13 74.6 41 146 -0.63 0.73
0 Age .
9 Hg 76 18 6 67.5 51 111 0.81 0.80
ISRO Sargent Lake northern pike 55 Length 609 74 10 608 283 746 6.10 -1.49
55  Weight 1464 473 64 1430 190 3030 2.22 0.62
46  Age 5.2 1.3 0.2 5 2 9 1.74 0.49
55 Hg 427 200 27 379 92 1379 9.08 2.36
PIRO Beaver Lake northern pike 64 Length 652 112 14 632.5 345 971 1.55 0.69
64  Weight 2023 1249 156 1690 233 6400 4.68 211
61 Age 4.7 1.7 0.2 4 2 11 2.32 1.28
64 Hg 357 126 16 339.7 155 668 -0.36 0.60
PIRO Beaver Lake rock bass 4 Length 172 25 13 179.5 137 190 0.50 -1.21
4  Weight 113 49 25 116.7 52 168 -0.10 -0.37
0 Age
4 Hg 153 23 14 150.5 129 183 -0.41 0.56
PIRO Beaver Lake smallmouth bass 5 Length 347 65 29 361 261 410 -1.97 -0.49
5  Weight 806 335 150 850 460 1200 -2.58 -0.04
1 Age 4 4 4 4
5 Hg 263 103 46 250.8 119 402 1.02 -0.12
PIRO Beaver Lake walleye 33 Length 419 86 15 383 275 557 -1.43 0.02
33  Weight 749 459 80 550 190 1840 -0.63 0.71
28 Age 4.5 2 0.4 4 2 10 0.55 0.94
33 Hg 425 232 40 292.6 194 1034 0.28 1.13
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Appendix J (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), calendar age (Age, years) and mercury

concentration (Hg, ng/g) in axial muscle tissue (skinless fillets) of adult fish of mostly upper trophic-level species sampled from six park units in the

Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network during 20087 2012 (n = number of fish, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min =

minimum value, Max = maximum value).

Eﬁirtk Water body Species n Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis Skewness
PIRO Beaver Lake yellow perch 33 Length 211 29 213 118 292 4.02 -0.15
33  Weight 113 44 100.4 53 291 8.37 2.57
0 Age .
33 Hg 256 65 11 242.3 156 436 0.99 1.02
PIRO Chapel Lake rock bass 70 Length 159 28 154.5 95 231 0.03 0.20
70  Weight 89 51 68.5 16 272 2.66 1.34
0 Age
70 Hg 498 268 32 480.9 111 1500 2.33 1.26
PIRO Chapel Lake yellow perch 42  Length 180 35 169.5 132 285 2.20 1.50
42  Weight 58 49 39.9 18 230 5.18 2.25
0 Age
42 Hg 604 263 41 655.2 178 1405 0.69 0.25
PIRO Grand Sable northern pike 61 Length 617 98 13 615 356 928 1.18 0.14
Lake 61 Weight 1738 839 107 1560 330 5390 4.65 1.50
59 Age 4.3 1.2 0.2 4 2 8 0.54 0.49
61 Hg 628 286 37 590.5 230 1693 2.33 1.31
PIRO Grand Sable rock bass 4 Length 150 15 8 145.5 136 171 2.70 1.44
G Weight 74.3 30 15 67.6 46 116 2.33 1.26
0 Age
Hg 250 81 41 231.9 177 358 -0.41 0.94
PIRO Grand Sable smallmouth bass 31  Length 331 65 12 325 234 456 -1.19 0.20
Lake 31  Weight 601 341 61 540 180 1210 -1.09 0.53
24  Age 5.7 1.4 0.3 6 3 8 -0.99 -0.06
31 Hg 548 292 52 476 229 1497 2.82 1.59
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Appendix J (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), calendar age (Age, years) and mercury

concentration (Hg, ng/g) in axial muscle tissue (skinless fillets) of adult fish of mostly upper trophic-level species sampled from six park units in the

Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network during 20087 2012 (n = number of fish, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min =
minimum value, Max = maximum value).

Eﬁirtk Water body Species n Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis Skewness
PIRO Grand Sable yellow perch 12 Length 185 25 7 178.5 154 239 0.81 1.05
lae 12 Weight 71 34 10 64.7 36 151 1.81 1.43
0 Age
12 Hg 275 141 41 220.4 140 561 1.05 1.45
PIRO Miners Lake northern pike 57 Length 509 81 11 506 370 805 1.97 0.83
57  Weight 971 535 71 860 320 3570 8.80 2.25
57 Age 3.8 1 0.1 4 2 6 -0.61 -0.13
57 Hg 255 98 13 248.8 126 737 9.52 2.22
PIRO Miners Lake yellow perch 45  Length 230 34 5 234 134 293 0.14 -0.57
45  Weight 170 72 11 172.5 26 366 0.04 0.35
0 Age
45 Hg 117 56 8 101.1 54 292 3.03 1.75
SLBE Bass Lake black crappie 15 Length 195 26 190 168 262 2.32 1.60
(Benzie) 15  Weight 150 65 17 140 78 340 4.81 2.01
0 Age
15 Hg 198 49 13 204 89 291 1.27 -0.58
SLBE Bass Lake largemouth bass 61 Length 327 46 6 330 219 414 -0.43 -0.29
() 61  Weight 527 202 26 540 160 960 -0.85 0.21
44  Age 5.9 1.4 0.2 6 2 9 0.56 -0.22
61 Hg 543 179 23 582.9 234 912 -1.13 -0.02
SLBE Bass Lake northern pike 17  Length 500 106 26 492 366 833 5.93 2.04
(Benzie) 17 Weight 861 818 198 620 320 3850  12.69 3.43
16 Age 3.8 1.4 0.3 3.5 2 8 5.31 1.96
17 Hg 569 386 94 468.2 206 1762 5.05 1.95
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Appendix J (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), calendar age (Age, years) and mercury
concentration (Hg, ng/g) in axial muscle tissue (skinless fillets) of adult fish of mostly upper trophic-level species sampled from six park units in the
Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network during 20087 2012 (n = number of fish, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min =
minimum value, Max = maximum value).

Eﬁirtk Water body Species n Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis Skewness
SLBE Bass Lake rock bass 16 Length 200 37 9 213 115 243 1.03 -1.32
(Bl 16 Weight 187 84 21 2007 31 338  -0.04 -0.43
0 Age . . . . . . . .
16 Hg 259 93 23 250.6 144 467 0.21 0.83
SLBE Bass Lake largemouth bass 36 Length 337 63 11 333.5 230 462 -0.74 -0.05
(Leelanau) 36 Weight 654 354 59 570 180 1570  -0.02 0.66
24  Age 6 1.4 0.3 6 3 9 0.53 0.00
36 Hg 274 143 24 2324 113 708 1.20 1.22
SLBE Bass Lake northern pike 45  Length 504 91 14 513 285 656 -0.29 -0.69
(zElEnE) 45  Weight 887 415 62 860 155 1770  -0.82 0.05
41  Age 3.2 1.1 0.2 3 1 5 -0.66 -0.26
45 Hg 176 64 10 166 89 411 2.47 1.19
SLBE Bass Lake rock bass 2 Length 205 16 11 205 194 216
(Leelanau) 2 Weight 192 41 29 192.0 163 221
0 Age
2 Hg 141 79 56 140.6 85 196 . .
SLBE Lake Manitou smallmouth bass 71  Length 380 41 5 383 247 477 1.03 -0.55
71  Weight 799 223 26 790 210 1440 0.59 0.12
56 Age 54 1.4 0.2 5 2 9 0.21 0.07
71 Hg 369 186 22 309.9 109 916 0.45 1.07
SLBE Lake Manitou yellow perch 24 Length 211 32 7 209.5 154 264 -0.77 0.12
24  Weight 108 52 11 101.6 39 216 -0.25 0.83
0 Age

24  Hg 133 54 11 124.2 79 296 3.85 1.90




ove

Appendix J (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), calendar age (Age, years) and mercury

concentration (Hg, ng/g) in axial muscle tissue (skinless fillets) of adult fish of mostly upper trophic-level species sampled from six park units in the

Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network during 20087 2012 (n = number of fish, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min =
minimum value, Max = maximum value).

Eﬁirtk Water body Species n Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis Skewness
SLBE Round Lake largemouth bass 56 Length 304 38 5 305 223 400 0.88 0.11
56  Weight 384 155 21 362.5 140 920 3.54 1.53
47  Age 5.3 1.8 0.3 6 2 9 -0.34 -0.05
56 Hg 272 121 16 238.2 107 650 2.09 1.41
SLBE Round Lake smallmouth bass 1 Length 321 321 321 321
1  Weight 520 520 520 520
1 Age 5 5 5 5
1 Hg 127 127 127 127 .
SLBE Round Lake yellow perch 8 Length 303 10 4 305 289 319 -0.02 0.00
8  Weight 370 43 15 355 329 450 0.06 0.99
0 Age
8 Hg 84 16 6 79.6 58 106 -0.67 0.07
VOYA  Brown Lake northern pike 50 Length 487 71 10 502.5 312 639 0.49 -0.53
50 Weight 692 263 37 735 210 1430 1.04 0.40
48 Age 3.9 1 0.1 4 2 6 -0.29 0.23
50 Hg 860 490 69 774.4 336 3305 12.92 3.14
VOYA  Peary Lake northern pike 70 Length 552 64 8 548 398 780 2.10 0.56
70  Weight 997 368 44 915 430 2410 4.19 1.81
65 Age 4.4 1 0.1 4 2 8 1.21 0.51
70 Hg 506 219 26 455.4 180 1329 1.75 1.15
VOYA Ryan Lake northern pike 69 Length 485 52 6 490 358 589 0.59 -0.72
69 Weight 629 162 20 650 280 990 0.04 -0.46
66 Age 3.7 0.9 0.1 4 2 6 0.28 -0.02
69 Hg 1071 440 53 1067.1 354 2193 -0.04 0.53
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Appendix J (continued). Summary statistics for total length (Length, mm), wet weight (Weight, g), calendar age (Age, years) and mercury

concentration (Hg, ng/g) in axial muscle tissue (skinless fillets) of adult fish of mostly upper trophic-level species sampled from six park units in the

Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network during 20087 2012 (n = number of fish, SD = standard deviation, SE = standard error, Min =
minimum value, Max = maximum value).

Eﬁirtk Water body Species n Variable Mean SD SE Median Min Max Kurtosis Skewness
VOYA  Sand Point northern pike 59 Length 501 99 13 493 248 810 0.98 0.61
Lele 59  Weight 795 504 66 650 140 2960 5.48 2.07
55 Age 3.7 14 0.2 8 1 8 1.39 1.06
59 Hg 774 478 62 610.9 217 2372 1.38 1.28
VOYA  Sand Point walleye 3 Length 409 25 14 410 384 433 -0.18
Lake 3 Weight 627 102 59 670 510 700 -1.57
2 Age 5 1.4 1.0 5 4 6
3 Hg 1138 162 94 1130.6 980 1304 0.21







Appendix K. Inventories of fish samples from park units in the western Great Lakes
region that were analyzed for selected organic contaminants and total lead.

Table K-1. Descriptive inventory of axial muscle samples of fish, which were sampled from five park units during 20087 2009 and analyzed for
selected organic contaminants and total lead.

. . . 1
No. and size of fish in sample Axial muscle

eve

Park Total length Wet weight sample mass
Unit Water body Species of fish n (mm) (9) Sample identification code’ (9, wet weight)
GRPO Grand Portage Creek rainbow trout 4 116-157 16.7-45.6 2009-GRPO-GRAN-RT-Compl 5.759
rainbow trout 4 97-105 10.9-12.9 2009-GRPO-GRAN-RT-Comp2 5.234
GRPO Poplar Creek creek chub 4 128-168 22.4-48.5 2009-GRPO-POPL-CC-Compl 10.472
creek chub 4 93-122 8.3-19.2 2009-GRPO-POPL-CC-Comp2 9.301
ISRO Angleworm Lake northern pike 4 505-561 790-1170 2009-ISRO-ANGL-NP-Comp1 12.312
northern pike 4 578-611 1240-1460  2009-ISRO-ANGL-NP-Comp?2 12.280
northern pike 4 613-684 1410-1930  2009-ISRO-ANGL-NP-Comp3 12.116
ISRO Lake Harvey yellow perch 3 285-292 177-270 2009-ISRO-HARV-YP-Compl 11.961
yellow perch 4 301-321 296-385 2009-ISRO-HARV-YP-Comp2 12.099
ISRO Lake Richie northern pike 4 444-497 470-770 2009-ISRO-RICH-NP-Comp1l 12.134
northern pike 4 529-546 800-970 2009-ISRO-RICH-NP-Comp2 12.304
northern pike 4 547-575 830-1310 2009-ISRO-RICH-NP-Comp3 12.441
ISRO Sargent Lake northern pike 4 583-608 1200-1510  2009-ISRO-SARG-NP-Comp1l 11.891
northern pike 4 624-728 1430-3030  2009-ISRO-SARG-NP-Comp2 12.040
PIRO Beaver Lake northern pike 1 751 2240 2008-PIRO-BEAV-NP-Ind1 (R1) 11.793
northern pike 1 751 2240 2008-PIRO-BEAV-NP-Ind12 (R2) 11.950
northern pike 1 345 233 2008-PIRO-BEAV-NP-Ind2 11.586
walleye 1 557 1500 2008-PIRO-BEAV-WE-Ind1 13.313

! For composite samples (more than 1 fish), the minimum and maximum total length and wet weight of fish in the sample are provided.

2 (R1) and (R2) in adjacent rows indicate replicate samples from the same individual fish or same composite sample.






Gve

Table K-1 (continued). Descriptive inventory of axial muscle samples of fish, which were sampled from five park units during 20087 2009 and
analyzed for selected organic contaminants and total lead.

. . . 1
No. and size of fish in sample Axial muscle

Park Total length Wet weight sample mass
Unit Water body Species of fish n (mm) (9) Sample identification code? (9, wet weight)
PIRO Grand Sable Lake northern pike 3 605-643 1460-1600  2008-PIRO-GRSA-NP-Comp1l 13.503
smallmouth bass 1 398 1050 2008-PIRO-GRSA-SB-Ind1 13.333
northern pike 1 401 450 2008-PIRO-GRSA-NP-Ind6 13.089
northern pike 1 700 2340 2008-PIRO-GRSA-NP-Ind2 13.136
northern pike 1 784 2930 2008-PIRO-GRSA-NP-Ind1 (R1) 12.080
northern pike 1 784 2930 2008-PIRO-GRSA-NP-Ind12 (R2) 12.953
PIRO Miners Lake northern pike 2 392-394 385-390 2008-PIRO-MINE-NP-Comp1 13.064
northern pike 2 547-592 1250-1425  2008-PIRO-MINE-NP-Comp2 12.695
northern pike 1 805 3570 2008-PIRO-MINE-NP-Ind1 12.325
northern pike 1 651 1800 2008-PIRO-MINE-NP-Ind4 13.010
northern pike 1 463 590 2008-PIRO-MINE-NP-Ind7 11.929
SLBE Bass Lake (Benzie) largemouth bass 1 383 760 2008-SLBE-BABE-LB-Ind1 11.137
northern pike 1 453 550 2008-SLBE-BABE-NP-Ind1 (R1) 10.077
northern pike 1 453 550 2008-SLBE-BABE-NP-Ind12 (R2) 10.988
northern pike 1 431 425 2008-SLBE-BABE-NP-Ind2 12.192
SLBE Bass Lake (Leelanau) largemouth bass 2 408-445 960-1340 2008-SLBE-BALE-LB-Compl 13.207
northern pike 3 557-586 1150-1290  2008-SLBE-BALE-NP-Compl 13.370
SLBE Lake Manitou smallmouth bass 3 367-374 770-860 2008-SLBE-MANI-SB-Comp1 12.273
smallmouth bass 3 377-389 710-840 2008-SLBE-MANI-SB-Comp2 12.536
smallmouth bass 3 390-393 850-930 2008-SLBE-MANI-SB-Comp3 12.533
smallmouth bass 1 338 690 2008-SLBE-MANI-SB-Ind9 (R1) 13.418
smallmouth bass 1 338 690 2008-SLBE-MANI-SB-Ind92 (R2) 12.403
smallmouth bass 1 440 1200 2008-SLBE-MANI-SB-Ind1 12.459

! For composite samples (more than 1 fish), the minimum and maximum total length and wet weight of fish in the sample are provided.
2 (R1) and (R2) in adjacent rows indicate replicate samples from the same individual fish or same composite sample.
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Table K-1 (continued). Descriptive inventory of axial muscle samples of fish, which were sampled from five park units during 20087 2009 and
analyzed for selected organic contaminants and total lead.

No. and size of fish in samplel

Axial muscle

Park Total length Wet weight sample mass
Unit Water body Species of fish n (mm) (9) Sample identification code? (9, wet weight)
SLBE Round Lake largemouth bass 3 228-259 140-205 2008-SLBE-ROUN-LB-Comp1 11.945
largemouth bass 3 302-307 315-370 2008-SLBE-ROUN-LB-Comp2 12.167
largemouth bass 3 308-312 380-380 2008-SLBE-ROUN-LB-Comp3 12.462
largemouth bass 2 328-346 470-490 2008-SLBE-ROUN-LB-Comp4 12.339
VOYA Brown Lake northern pike 5 437-469 470-610 2009-VOYA-BROW-NP-Compl 13.784
northern pike 5 512-571 600-940 2009-VOYA-BROW-NP-Comp2 13.414
VOYA Peary Lake northern pike 4 497-511 710-790 2009-VOYA-PEAR-NP-Comp1l 10.734
northern pike 5 530-553 830-970 2009-VOYA-PEAR-NP-Comp2 13.144
northern pike 5 564-634 1020-1490 2009-VOYA-PEAR-NP-Comp3 13.510
VOYA Ryan Lake northern pike 5 487-523 550-770 2009-VOYA-RYAN-NP-Comp1l 13.326
northern pike 5 556-589 790-990 2009-VOYA-RYAN-NP-Comp2 13.594
VOYA Sand Point Lake northern pike 4 493-517 650-730 2009-VOYA-SAND-NP-Compl 11.134
northern pike 4 529-538 740-930 2009-VOYA-SAND-NP-Comp2 10.881
northern pike 4 549-613 850-1370 2009-VOYA-SAND-NP-Comp3 11.115

' For composite samples (more than 1 fish), the minimum and maximum total length and wet weight of fish in the sample are provided.

%(R1) and (R2) in adjacent rows indicate replicate samples from the same individual fish or same composite sample.
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Table K-2. Descriptive inventory of whole-fish samples, which were sampled from six park units during 20107 2012 and analyzed for selected
organic contaminants and total lead.

No. and size of fish in sample1

Total length Wet weight
Park unit  Water body Year Species n (mm) (9) Sample identification code
GRPO Grand Portage Creek 2011 rainbow trout 1 308 279 2011-GRPO-GRAN-RT-01
rainbow trout 3 141-160 37-53 2011-GRPO-GRAN-RT-Comp1
2012 rainbow trout 4 112-118 16-22 2012-GRPO-GRAN-RT-Comp1
rainbow trout 2 151-166 39-61 2012-GRPO-GRAN-RT-Comp2
GRPO Poplar Creek 2010  creek chub 4 114-138 16-26 2010-GRPO-POPL-CC-Compl
creek chub 4 109-115 12-15 2010-GRPO-POPL-CC-Comp2
2011  creek chub 4 90-122 8-18 2011-GRPO-POPL-CC-Compl
2012  creek chub 4 128-155 23-45 2012-GRPO-POPL-CC-Comp1l
creek chub 4 99-127 10-22 2012-GRPO-POPL-CC-Comp2
INDU Great Marsh 2010  grass pickerel 3 112-152 9-26 2010-INDU-GRMA4-GP-Compl
grass pickerel 3 143-168 25-41 2010-INDU-GRMA2-GP-Comp2
2011  grass pickerel 4 166-214 28-66 2011-INDU-GRM4-GP-Comp1l
2012  grass pickerel 4 133-142 15-24 2012-INDU-GRM4-GP-Comp1l
INDU Long Lake 2010 black bullhead 3 191-203 140-160 2010-INDU-LONG-BLB-Comp1l
black bullhead 3 176-188 90-120 2010-INDU-LONG-BLB-Comp2
common carp 4 171-217 100-190 2010-INDU-LONG-COC-Comp1l
common carp 4 184-191 110-120 2010-INDU-LONG-COC-Comp2
INDU Middle Lagoon 2010  grass pickerel 2 320-338 190-300 2010-INDU-MILA-GP-Comp1
gizzard shad 4 330-352 370-470 2010-INDU-MILA-GZS- Comp 1
gizzard shad 4 327-352 390-470 2010-INDU-MILA-GZS- Comp 2
largemouth bass 4 379-494 680-1920 2010-INDU-MILA-LB- Comp 1
largemouth bass 4 282-373 290-730 2010-INDU-MILA-LB- Comp 2
2011 largemouth bass 4 355-383 700-870 2011-INDU-MILA-LB- Comp 1
largemouth bass 4 322-348 360-670 2011-INDU-MILA-LB- Comp 2

! For composite samples containing multiple fish, the minimum and maximum total length and wet weight of fish in the sample are provided.
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Table K-2 (continued). Descriptive inventory of whole-fish samples, which were sampled from six park units during 20107 2012 and analyzed for
selected organic contaminants and total lead.

No. and size of fish in sample1

Total length Wet weight
Park unit  Water body Year Species n (mm) (9) Sample identification code
INDU Middle Lagoon 2012 largemouth bass 3 355-463 620-1500 2012-INDU-MILA-LB- Comp 1
ISRO Angleworm Lake 2010  northern pike 4 409-466 430-740 2010-ISRO-ANGL-NP-Compl
northern pike 4 518-662 945-1455 2010-ISRO-ANGL-NP-Comp2
2011 northern pike 4 499-594 8401400 2011-ISRO-ANGL-NP-Comp1
northern pike 4 502-557 910-1040 2011-ISRO-ANGL-NP-Comp2
2012  northern pike 3 606-696 1320-1940 2012-ISRO-ANGL-NP-Comp1
northern pike 3 524-622 970-1530 2012-ISRO-ANGL-NP-Comp2
ISRO Lake Harvey 2010 yellow perch 4 308-333 308-400 2010-ISRO-HARV-YP-Comp1l
yellow perch 4 244-262 152-219 2010-ISRO-HARV-YP-Comp2
2011  yellow perch 4 279-297 184-260 2011-ISRO-HARV-YP-Compl
yellow perch 4 303-347 248-427 2011-ISRO-HARV-YP-Comp2
2012  yellow perch 4 277-340 213-437 2012-ISRO-HARV-YP-Compl
yellow perch 3 263-292 199-255 2012-ISRO-HARV-YP-Comp2
ISRO Lake Richie 2010 northern pike 4 437-579 590-1110 2010-ISRO-RICH-NP-Comp1l
northern pike 4 378-401 350-480 2010-ISRO-RICH-NP-Comp2
2011 northern pike 4 408-494 500-800 2011-ISRO-RICH-NP-Comp1l
northern pike 4 435-499 550-840 2011-ISRO-RICH-NP-Comp2
2012  northern pike 3 505-555 840-1020 2012-ISRO-RICH-NP-Comp1l
northern pike 3 515-627 820-1240 2012-ISRO-RICH-NP-Comp2
ISRO Sargent Lake 2010  northern pike 4 501-613 790-1500 2010-ISRO-SARG-NP-Comp1
northern pike 4 534-677 900-1710 2010-ISRO-SARG-NP-Comp2
2011 northern pike 4 597-689 1370-1870 2011-ISRO-SARG-NP-Comp1
northern pike 4 473-592 1250-1550 2011-ISRO-SARG-NP-Comp2
2012 northern pike 3 640-746 1590-2670 2012-ISRO-SARG-NP-Comp1

! For composite samples containing multiple fish, the minimum and maximum total length and wet weight of fish in the sample are provided.



Table K-2 (continued). Descriptive inventory of whole-fish samples, which were sampled from six park units during 20107 2012 and analyzed for
selected organic contaminants and total lead.

No. and size of fish in sample1

TG¢

Total length Wet weight
Park unit  Water body Year Species n (mm) (9) Sample identification code
ISRO Sargent Lake 2012 northern pike 3 586-669 1250-1740 2012-ISRO-SARG-NP-Comp2
PIRO Beaver Lake 2010  northern pike 4 613-657 1560-2000 2010-PIRO-BEAV-NP-Comp1
northern pike 4 636-689 1670-2430 2010-PIRO-BEAV-NP-Comp2
walleye 4 509-535 1320-1550 2010-PIRO-BEAV-WE-Comp1l
walleye 3 479-501 820-1070 2010-PIRO-BEAV-WE-Comp2
PIRO Beaver Lake 2011 northern pike 4 704-808 2510-3110 2011-PIRO-BEAV-NP-Compl
smallmouth bass 3 361-410 850-1200 2011-PIRO-BEAV-SB-Compl
2012 northern pike 4 588-727 1220-2740 2012-PIRO-BEAV-NP-Compl
PIRO Chapel Lake 2010 rock bass 5 175-197 111-149 2010-PIRO-CHAP-RB-Comp1l
rock bass 5 146-155 54-69 2010-PIRO-CHAP-RB-Comp2
2011  rock bass 3 107-139 23-56 2011-PIRO-CHAP-RB-Comp1l
2012  rock bass 4 203-231 167-272 2012-PIRO-CHAP-RB-Comp1l
rock bass 4 184-189 127-143 2012-PIRO-CHAP-RB-Comp2
yellow perch 3 222-285 113-224 2012-PIRO-CHAP-YP-Comp-1
PIRO Grand Sable Lake 2010 northern pike 4 501-547 810-1120 2010-PIRO-GRSA-NP-Compl
northern pike 4 610-668 1380-1970 2010-PIRO-GRSA-NP-Comp2
smallmouth bass 4 400-456 900-1210 2010-PIRO-GRSA-SB-Comp1l
smallmouth bass 4 293-376 360-710 2010-PIRO-GRSA-SB-Comp2
2011 northern pike 4 677-762 2430-3040 2011-PIRO-GRSA-NP-Compl
smallmouth bass 4 376-413 880-1150 2011-PIRO-GRSA-SB-Comp1l
2012 northern pike 4 546-585 1100-1360 2012-PIRO-GRSA-NP-Compl
PIRO Miners Lake 2010  northern pike 4 549-603 1150-1420 2010-PIRO-MINE-NP-Comp1
northern pike 4 485-532 840-1010 2010-PIRO-MINE-NP-Comp2
2011  northern pike 4 543-653 1240-1930 2011-PIRO-MINE-NP-Compl

! For composite samples containing multiple fish, the minimum and maximum total length and wet weight of fish in the sample are provided.



Table K-2 (continued). Descriptive inventory of whole-fish samples, which were sampled from six park units during 20107 2012 and analyzed for
selected organic contaminants and total lead.

No. and size of fish in sample1

AT

Total length Wet weight
Park unit  Water body Year Species n (mm) (9) Sample identification code
northern pike 4 533-540 1020-1200 2011-PIRO-MINE-NP-Comp2
2012  northern pike 4 521-627 980-1750 2012-PIRO-MINE-NP-Compl
SLBE Bass Lake (Benzie) 2010 largemouth bass 4 324-350 530-660 2010-SLBE-BABE-LB-Compl
largemouth bass 4 341-378 590-740 2010-SLBE-BABE-LB-Comp2
2011 largemouth bass 4 348-363 580-710 2011-SLBE-BABE-LB-Compl
largemouth bass 4 379-399 750-880 2011-SLBE-BABE-LB-Comp2
2012 largemouth bass 4 359-414 700-960 2012-SLBE-BABE-LB-Compl
northern pike 4 492-532 620-860 2012-SLBE-BABE-NP-Comp1l
SLBE Bass Lake (Leelanau) 2010 largemouth bass 4 384-435 865-1310 2010-SLBE-BALE-LB-Compl
largemouth bass 4 248-291 230-370 2010-SLBE-BALE-LB-Comp2
SLBE Bass Lake (Leelanau) 2011 northern pike 4 567-610 1360-1520 2011-SLBE-BALE-NP-Compl
northern pike 4 516-580 900-1250 2011-SLBE-BALE-NP-Comp2
2012 largemouth bass 4 362-374 710-8840 2012-SLBE-BALE-LB-Comp1l
northern pike 4 546-579 920-1050 2012-SLBE-BALE-NP-Compl
northern pike 4 570-656 1150-1770 2012-SLBE-BALE-NP-Comp2
SLBE Lake Manitou 2010  smallmouth bass 4 397-412 860-1090 2010-SLBE-MANI-SB-Comp1
smallmouth bass 4 328-385 450-730 2010-SLBE-MANI-SB-Comp2
2011 smallmouth bass 4 436-477 1120-1440 2011-SLBE-MANI-SB-Compl
smallmouth bass 4 419-441 1020-1160 2011-SLBE-MANI-SB-Comp2
2012  smallmouth bass 4 384-418 720-970 2012-SLBE-MANI-SB-Compl
smallmouth bass 4 325-390 560-780 2012-SLBE-MANI-SB-Comp2
SLBE Round Lake 2010 largemouth bass 4 265-308 270-430 2010-SLBE-ROUN-LB-Comp1l
largemouth bass 4 289-303 330-350 2010-SLBE-ROUN-LB-Comp2
2011 largemouth bass 4 337-400 520-870 2011-SLBE-ROUN-LB-Comp1l

! For composite samples containing multiple fish, the minimum and maximum total length and wet weight of fish in the sample are provided.



Table K-2 (continued). Descriptive inventory of whole-fish samples, which were sampled from six park units during 20107 2012 and analyzed for
selected organic contaminants and total lead.

No. and size of fish in sample1

€G¢

Total length Wet weight
Park unit  Water body Year Species n (mm) (9) Sample identification code
SLBE Round Lake 2011 largemouth bass 4 312-342 420-520 2011-SLBE-ROUN-LB-Comp2
2012 largemouth bass 4 304-328 360-500 2012-SLBE-ROUN-LB-Comp1l
VOYA Brown Lake 2010  northern pike 4 451-529 440-800 2010-VOYA-BROW-NP-Comp1l
2011 northern pike 4 497-538 710-870 2011-VOYA-BROW-NP-Compl
northern pike 4 496-533 770-910 2011-VOYA-BROW-NP-Comp2
2012  northern pike 3 418-538 420-950 2012-VOYA-BROW-NP-Compl
northern pike 3 561-639 840-1430 2012-VOYA-BROW-NP-Comp2
VOYA Peary Lake 2010  northern pike 4 546-578 950-1020 2010-VOYA-PEAR-NP-Compl
northern pike 4 493-603 700-1260 2010-VOYA-PEAR-NP-Comp2
2011 northern pike 4 547-592 920-1200 2011-VOYA-PEAR-NP-Compl
northern pike 4 522-586 840-1130 2011-VOYA-PEAR-NP-Comp2
2012 northern pike 4 535-675 840-1890 2012-VOYA-PEAR-NP-Compl
northern pike 4 460-520 650-800 2012-VOYA-PEAR-NP-Comp2
VOYA Ryan Lake 2010  northern pike 4 397-561 300-850 2010-VOYA-RYAN-NP-Comp1
northern pike 4 474-513 645-740 2010-VOYA-RYAN-NP-Comp2
northern pike 4 484-502 650-700 2011-VOYA-RYAN-NP-Comp2
2012  northern pike 4 425-521 420-810 2012-VOYA-RYAN-NP-Compl
northern pike 4 471-514 560-780 2012-VOYA-RYAN-NP-Comp2
VOYA Sand Point Lake 2010  northern pike 4 424-539 410-710 2010-VOYA-SAND-NP-Comp1
northern pike 4 400-463 390-550 2010-VOYA-SAND-NP-Comp2
2011 northern pike 4 426-502 470-780 2011-VOYA-SAND-NP-Compl
northern pike 4 393-411 380-460 2011-VOYA-SAND-NP-Comp2
2012 northern pike 3 452-491 510-710 2012-VOYA-SAND-NP-Compl
northern pike 3 494-658 660-1180 2012-VOYA-SAND-NP-Comp2

! For composite samples containing multiple fish, the minimum and maximum total length and wet weight of fish in the sample are provided.






Appendix L. Occurrence (number of samples and sites),
limits of detection (LOD), and maximum concentrations of
selected organic contaminants and total lead in samples of
fish collected in 200871 2012 from six national park units in the
Great Lakes Inventory and Monitoring Network. Samples of
axial muscle (skinless fillets) were analyzed from fish
collected in 2008 or 2009, whereas subsamples of whole fish
were collected in 201071 2012. This appendix is composed of
11 tables:

Year(s) of sample

Table Park unit Fish sample type collection
L-1 GRPO axial muscle 2009

L-2 GRPO whole fish 201071 2012
L-3 INDU whole fish 2010i 2012
L-4 ISRO axial muscle 2009

L-5 ISRO whole fish 2010i 2012
L-6 PIRO axial muscle 2008

L-7 PIRO whole fish 2010i 2012
L-8 SLBE axial muscle 2008

L-9 SLBE whole fish 20101 2012
L-10 VOYA axial muscle 2009

L-11 VOYA whole fish 201071 2012

255






LS¢C

Table L-1. Occurrence (number of samples and sites), limits of detection (LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants
and total lead in 4 composite samples of axial muscle from fish collected in 2009 from Grand Portage Creek and Poplar Creek at Grand Portage
National Monument (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected in

axial muscle LOD Maximum concentration in axial muscle
No. of No. of (ng/g wet Concentration

Analyte(s) samples sites weight) (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
p,-por 0 0 10 ND NA NA

p , -pmD? 0 0 10 ND NA NA

p , -pOE’ 0 0 10 ND NA NA
Perfluoro-1-hexanesulfonate 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-1-octanesulfonate 4 2 NA 1.6 Grand Portage Creek rainbow trout
Perfluoro-n-butanoic acid 0 0 NA <2.0° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-decanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-dodecanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-hexanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-nonanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-octanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-undecanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA

Total PBDES” 0 0 1.0-2.0 ND NA NA

Total PCBs® 1 1 0.5-16 25 Grand Portage Creek rainbow trout
Total Lead 4 2 9.04 13.8 Grand Portage Creek rainbow trout
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Table L-2. Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (humber of samples and sites), limits of detection (LOD), and
maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in individual and composite samples of whole fish collected during 201071
2012 from two streams in Grand Portage National Monument (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish LOD Maximum concentration in whole fish
No. of No. of No. of No.of (ng/gwet Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples  sites samples  sites weight) (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
p,-pmHT 2010 6 2 0 0 10 ND NA NA
2012
p , -pED’ 2010 6 2 0 0 10 ND NA NA
2012
p ,-poE® 2010 6 2 0 0 10 ND NA NA
2012
Perfluoro-1-butanesulfonate 2010 9 2 2 1 NA 0.22 Poplar Creek creek chub
2011
2012
Perfluoro-1-decanesulfonate 2010 9 2 0 0 NA <0.12° NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-1-heptanesulfonate 2010 9 2 1 1 NA 0.2 Poplar Creek creek chub
2011
2012
Perfluoro-1-hexanesulfonate 2010 9 2 4 2 NA 25 Poplar Creek creek chub
2011
2012

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

22 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*In 2010, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

®In 2012, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight
8_ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-2 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (humber of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in individual and composite samples of whole fish collected
during 20107 2012 from two streams in Grand Portage National Monument (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Sample collection

Analytes detected

in whole fish

Maximum concentration in whole fish

LOD
No. of No. of No. of No.of (ng/g wet Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples  sites samples  sites weight) (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
Perfluoro-1-octanesulfonate 2010 9 2 9 2 NA 6.4 Grand Portage Creek rainbow trout
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-butanoic acid 2010 9 2 0 0 NA <0.128 NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-decanoic acid 2010 9 2 7 2 NA 3.1 Poplar Creek creek chub
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-dodecanoic acid 2010 9 2 2 2 NA 0.52 Poplar Creek creek chub
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-heptanoic acid 2010 9 2 0 0 NA <0.12® NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-hexanoic acid 2010 9 2 0 0 NA <0.128 NA NA
2011
2012

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

22 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*In 2010, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

SIn 2012, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight

8ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-2 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (humber of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in individual and composite samples of whole fish collected
during 20107 2012 from two streams in Grand Portage National Monument (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish LOD Maximum concentration in whole fish
No. of No. of No. of No.of (ng/g wet Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples  sites samples  sites weight) (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
Perfluoro-n-nonanoic acid 2010 9 2 4 2 NA 15 Grand Portage Creek rainbow trout
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-octanoic acid 2010 9 2 3 2 NA 0.96 Poplar Creek creek chub
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-pentanoic acid 2010 9 2 0 0 NA <0.128 NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-tetradecanoic acid 2010 9 2 0 0 NA <0.12® NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-tridecanoic acid 2010 9 2 1 1 NA 0.39 Grand Portage Creek rainbow trout
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-undecanoic acid 2010 9 2 3 2 NA 3.6 Poplar Creek creek chub
2011
2012

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

22 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*In 2010, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

SIn 2012, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight
8ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-2 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (humber of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in individual and composite samples of whole fish collected
during 20107 2012 from two streams in Grand Portage National Monument (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish LOD Maximum concentration in whole fish
No. of No. of No. of No.of (ng/g wet Concentration

Analyte(s) Year samples  sites samples  sites weight) (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
Total PBDEs*® 2010 2 1 0 0 1.0-2.0 ND NA NA

2012 3 2 2 1 NA’ 1.3 Grand Portage Creek rainbow trout
Total PCBs® 2010 6 2 1 1 1.0-35 6.9 Grand Portage Creek rainbow trout

2012
Total Lead 2010 2 1 2 1 5.3 46.7 Poplar Creek creek chub

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

22 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*In 2010, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

®In 2012, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

"Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight
8ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-3. Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (number of samples and sites), limits of detection (LOD), and

maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 2010-2012 from four

sites in Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish LOD Maximum concentration in whole fish
No. of No. of No. of No. of (ng/gwet Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples  sites samples  sites weight) (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
p,-pmHT 2010 16 4 0 0 10 ND NA NA
2011
2012
p , -pmD? 2010 16 4 5 1 10 160 Middle Lagoon  gizzard shad
2011
2012
p , -POE’ 2010 16 4 7 1 10 570 Middle Lagoon  gizzard shad
2011
2012
Perfluoro-1-butanesulfonate 2010 16 4 3 1 NA 0.13 Middle Lagoon  largemouth bass
2011
2012
Perfluoro-1-decanesulfonate 2010 16 4 7 1 NA 11 Middle Lagoon  largemouth bass
2011
2012
Perfluoro-1-heptanesulfonate 2010 16 4 2 2 NA 0.22 Great Marsh grass pickerel
2011
2012

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane
%2 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane
%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*In 2010 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154
SIn 2012, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight
8_ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-3 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (humber of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 2010-
2012 from four sites in Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish LOD Maximum concentration in whole fish
No. of No. of No. of No. of (ng/gwet Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples  sites samples  sites weight) (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
Perfluoro-1-hexanesulfonate 2010 16 4 3 2 NA 15 Great Marsh grass pickerel
2011
2012
Perfluoro-1-octanesulfonate 2010 16 4 15 4 NA 130 Middle Lagoon  largemouth bass
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-butanoic acid 2010 16 4 0 0 NA <0.12® NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-decanoic acid 2010 16 4 13 4 NA 10 Middle Lagoon  largemouth bass
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-dodecanoic acid 2010 16 4 12 3 NA 3.6 Middle Lagoon  largemouth bass
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-heptanoic acid 2010 16 4 0 0 NA <0.128 NA NA
2011
2012

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane
%2 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane
%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*In 2010 sum of polybrominated dipheny! ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154
SIn 2012, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight
8ess than the reporting limit



69¢

Table L-3 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (hnumber of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 2010-
2012 from four sites in Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish LOD Maximum concentration in whole fish
No. of No. of No. of No. of (ng/gwet Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples  sites samples  sites weight) (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
Perfluoro-n-nonanoic acid 2010 16 4 0 0 NA <0.12° NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-octanoic acid 2010 16 4 4 3 NA 0.46 Middle Lagoon  largemouth bass
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-pentanoic acid 2010 16 4 2 1 NA 32 Middle Lagoon  gizzard shad
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-tetradecanoic acid 2010 16 4 7 1 NA 0.94 Middle Lagoon  gizzard shad
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-tridecanoic acid 2010 16 4 6 1 NA 1.6 Middle Lagoon  largemouth bass
2011
2012
Total PBDEs*® 2010 11 4 4 1 1.0-2.0 21.6 Middle Lagoon  gizzard shad
2011 5 2 2 1 NA' 12.8 Middle Lagoon  largemouth bass
2012

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane
%2 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane
%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*In 2010 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154
®In 2012, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight
8_ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-3 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (number of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 2010-
2012 from four sites in Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish LOD Maximum concentration in whole fish
No. of No. of No. of No.of (ng/gwet Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples  sites samples  sites weight) (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
Total PCBs® 2010 16 4 7 1 1.0-3.5 446 Middle Lagoon  gizzard shad
2011
2012
Total Lead 2010 11 4 11 4 5.3 304 Middle Lagoon  gizzard shad

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

22 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*In 2010 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

®In 2012, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight
8Less than the reporting limit
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Table L-4. Occurrence (number of samples and sites), limits of detection (LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants
and total lead in 10 composite samples of axial muscle from fish collected in 2009 from four lakes at Isle Royale National Park (ND = not detected;

NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected in
axial muscle

Maximum concentration in axial muscle

LOD
No. of (ng/g wet Concentration

Analyte(s) samples No. of sites weight) (ng/g wet wt.)  Location Species
p,-pmHT 0 0 10 ND NA NA

p , -pmED’ 0 0 10 ND NA NA

p , -POE’ 0 0 10 ND NA NA
Perfluoro-1-hexanesulfonate 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-1-octanesulfonate 6 3 NA 21 Lake Harvey yellow perch
Perfluoro-n-butanoic acid 0 0 NA <2.0° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-decanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-dodecanoic acid 0 0 NA 0.80 Lake Harvey yellow perch
Perfluoro-n-hexanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-nonanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-octanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-undodecanoic acid 2 1 NA 1.0 Lake Harvey yellow perch
Total PBDEs” 0 0 1.0-2.0 ND NA NA

Total PCBs® 0 0 0.5-16 ND NA NA

Total Lead 10 4 2.50 24.6 Angleworm Lake northern pike

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane
%2 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene
4Sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

®Less than the reporting limit
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Table L-5. Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (humber of samples and sites), limits of detection (LOD), and
maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 20107 2012 from four
lakes at Isle Royale National Park (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish Maximum concentration in whole fish
No. of No. of No. of No. of LOD Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples sites samples sites (ng/g wet wt.)  (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
p,-pmHT 2010 16 4 0 0 10 ND NA NA
2012
p , -pED’ 2010 16 4 0 0 10 ND NA NA
2012
p ,-poE® 2010 16 4 0 0 10 ND NA NA
2012
Perfluoro-1-butanesulfonate 2010 24 4 4 3 NA 0.14 Lake Richie northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-1-decanesulfonate 2010 24 4 1 1 NA 0.12 Angleworm Lake  northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-1-heptanesulfonate 2010 24 4 4 3 NA 0.17 Angleworm Lake  northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-1-hexanesulfonate 2010 24 4 9 3 NA 1.4 Sargent Lake northern pike
2011
2012

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane
22 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene
*In 2010 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154
®In 2012, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight

8_ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-5 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (humber of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 20107
2012 from four lakes at Isle Royale National Park (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish Maximum concentration in whole fish
No. of No. of No. of No. of LOD Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples  sites samples sites (ng/g wet wt.)  (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
Perfluoro-1-octanesulfonate 2010 24 4 24 4 NA 5.1 Lake Harvey yellow perch
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-butanoic acid 2010 24 4 0 0 NA <0.12° NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-decanoic acid 2010 24 4 24 4 NA 2.7 Lake Harvey yellow perch
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-dodecanoic acid 2010 24 4 8 3 NA 0.64 Lake Harvey yellow perch
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-heptanoic acid 2010 24 4 2 1 NA 0.19 Angleworm Lake  northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-hexanoic acid 2010 24 4 0 0 NA <0.12° NA NA
2011
2012

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

22 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene
*In 2010 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154
SIn 2012, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight

8ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-5 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (humber of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 20107
2012 from four lakes at Isle Royale National Park (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish Maximum concentration in whole fish
No. of No. of No. of No. of LOD Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples sites samples sites (ng/g wet wt.)  (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
Perfluoro-n-nonanoic acid 2010 24 4 10 4 NA 0.34 Angleworm Lake  northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-octanoic acid 2010 24 4 10 4 NA 11 Lake Harvey yellow perch
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-pentanoic acid 2010 24 4 0 0 NA <0.12® NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-tetradecanoic acid 2010 24 4 0 0 NA <0.128 NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-tridecanoic acid 2010 24 4 3 2 NA 0.48 Lake Harvey yellow perch
2011
2012
Total PBDEs*® 2010 8 4 1 1 1.0-2.0 1 Lake Harvey yellow perch
2012 8 4 0 0 NA' ND NA NA

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane
%2 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene
*In 2010 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

SIn 2012, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight

8ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-5 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (humber of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 20107
2012 from four lakes at Isle Royale National Park (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish Maximum concentration in whole fish
No. of No. of No. of No. of LOD Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples sites samples sites (ng/g wet wt.)  (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
Total PCBs® 2010 16 4 3 2 1.0-3.5 5.1 Sargent Lake northern pike
2012
Total Lead 2010 8 4 8 4 5.3 21.9 Lake Richie northern pike

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane
2 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene
*In 2010 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

®In 2012, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

"Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight

8Less than the reporting limit
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Table L-6. Occurrence (number of samples and sites), limits of detection (LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants
and total lead in 15 individual and composite samples of axial muscle from fish collected in 2008 from three lakes at Pictured Rocks National
Lakeshore (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected in

axial muscle LOD Maximum concentration in axial muscle

No. of (ng/g wet Concentration
Analyte(s) samples No. of sites weight) (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
p,-pmHT 0 0 10 ND NA NA
p , -pmED’ 0 0 10 ND NA NA
p , -POE’ 0 0 10 ND NA NA
Perfluoro-1-hexanesulfonate 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-1-octanesulfonate 8 2 NA 1.6 Miners Lake northern pike
Perfluoro-n-butanoic acid 0 0 NA <2.0° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-decanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-dodecanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-hexanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-nonanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-octanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-undodecanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Total PBDEs” 0 0 1.0-2.0 ND NA NA
Total PCBs® 1 1 0.5-16 34 Grand Sable Lake smallmouth bass
Total Lead 15 3 3.45 27.6 Beaver Lake northern pike

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

%2 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

4Sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

°Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

®Less than the reporting limit
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Table L-7. Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (humber of samples and sites), limits of detection (LOD), and
maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 20107 2012 from four
lakes at Picture Rocks National Lakeshore (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Sample collection

Analytes detected

in whole fish

LOD

Maximum concentration in whole fish

No. of No. of No. of No. of (ng/g wet Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples  sites samples  sites wt.) (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
p,-pmHT 2010 18 4 0 0 10 ND NA NA
2012
p , -pED’ 2010 18 4 0 0 10 ND NA NA
2012
P, -E)IZ?BE3 2010 18 4 10 2 10 31 Grand Sable Lake smallmouth bass
2012
Perfluoro-1-butanesulfonate 2010 25 4 1 1 NA 0.13 Chapel Lake rock bass
2011
2012
Perfluoro-1-decanesulfonate 2010 25 4 3 2 NA 0.20 Grand Sable Lake northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-1-heptanesulfonate 2010 25 4 2 2 NA 0.17 Beaver Lake and Miners northern pike
2011 Lake
2012
Perfluoro-1-hexanesulfonate 2010 25 4 8 4 NA 2.9 Chapel Lake rock bass
2011
2012

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane
22 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene
*In 2010 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154
®In 2011 and 2012 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight

8_ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-7 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (hnumber of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 20107
2012 from four lakes at Picture Rocks National Lakeshore (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish LOD Maximum concentration in whole fish
No. of No. of No. of No. of (ng/g wet Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples sites samples  sites wt.) (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
Perfluoro-1-octanesulfonate 2010 25 4 24 4 NA 6.5 Grand Sable Lake  smallmouth bass
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-butanoic acid 2010 25 4 0 0 NA <0.128 NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-decanoic acid 2010 25 4 17 3 NA 1.7 Grand Sable Lake  smallmouth bass and
2011 northern pike
2012
Perfluoro-n-dodecanoic acid 2010 25 4 10 4 NA 0.95 Grand Sable Lake  northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-heptanoic acid 2010 25 4 0 0 NA <0.128 NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-hexanoic acid 2010 25 4 9 4 NA 2.9 Chapel Lake rock bass
2011
2012

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

22 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*In 2010 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

5In 2011 and 2012 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight
8ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-7 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (hnumber of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 20107
2012 from four lakes at Picture Rocks National Lakeshore (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish LOD Maximum concentration in whole fish
No. of No. of No. of No. of (ng/g wet Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples  sites samples  sites wt.) (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
Perfluoro-n-nonanoic acid 2010 25 4 5 2 NA 1.1 Grand Sable Lake  northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-octanoic acid 2010 25 4 10 4 NA 0.9 Beaver Lake walleye
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-pentanoic acid 2010 25 4 0 0 NA <0.12® NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-tetradecanoic acid 2010 25 4 3 1 NA 0.36 Grand Sable Lake  northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-tridecanoic acid 2010 25 4 8 3 NA 15 Grand Sable Lake  northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-undecanoic acid 2010 25 4 17 4 NA 3.7 Grand Sable Lake  northern pike
2011
2012

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

22 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*In 2010 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

5In 2011 and 2012 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight
8ess than the reporting limit



Table L-7 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (number of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 20107

2012 from four lakes at Picture Rocks National Lakeshore (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Sample collection

Analytes detected

in whole fish

LOD

Maximum concentration in whole fish

No. of No. of No. of No. of (ng/g wet Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples  sites samples  sites wt.) (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
Total PBDEs*® 2010 12 4 6 2 1.0-2.0 6.3 Grand Sable Lake  smallmouth bass
2011 13 4 4 2 NA’ 7.5 Grand Sable Lake  northern pike
2012
Total PCBs® 2010 25 4 10 2 1.0-35 61.2 Grand Sable Lake  northern pike
2011
2012
Total Lead 2010 12 4 11 4 5.3 47.4 Chapel Lake rock bass

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane
2 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane
%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

T8¢

*In 2010 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

5In 2011 and 2012 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight

8Less than the reporting limit
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Table L-8. Occurrence (number of samples and sites), limits of detection (LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants
and total lead in 16 individual and composite samples of axial muscle from fish collected in 2008 from four lakes at Sleeping Bear Dunes National
Lakeshore (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected in

axial muscle LOD Maximum concentration in axial muscle
No. of No. of (ng/g wet Concentration

Analyte(s) samples sites weight) (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species
p,-pmHT 0 0 10 ND NA NA

p , -pmED’ 0 0 10 ND NA NA

p , -POE’ 0 0 10 ND NA NA
Perfluoro-1-hexanesulfonate 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-1-octanesulfonate 11 3 NA 2.1 Lake Manitou smallmouth bass
Perfluoro-n-butanoic acid 0 0 NA <2.0° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-decanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-dodecanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-hexanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-nonanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-octanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-undodecanoic acid 5 1 NA 11 Lake Manitou smallmouth bass
Total PBDEs” 2 1 1.0-2.0 1.4 Lake Manitou smallmouth bass
Total PCBs® 1 1 0.5-16 5.95 Lake Manitou smallmouth bass
Total Lead 16 4 3.2-6.9 10.7 Lake Manitou smallmouth bass

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

%2 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

4Sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

®Less than the reporting limit



¥8¢

Table L-9. Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (humber of samples and sites), limits of detection (LOD), and
maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 20107 2012 from four
lakes at Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish Maximum concentration in whole fish
No.
No. of of No.of  No. of LOD Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples sites samples sites (ng/g wetwt.) (ng/gwetwt.) Location Species
p,-pHT 2010 16 4 0 0 10 ND NA NA
2012
p , -pmED’ 2010 16 4 0 0 10 ND NA NA
2012
p , -pOE’ 2010 16 4 7 4 10 28 Bass Lake largemouth bass
2012 (Leelanau)
Perfluoro-1-butanesulfonate 2010 24 4 1 1 NA 0.14 Bass Lake largemouth bass
2011 (Benzie)
2012
Perfluoro-1-decanesulfonate 2010 24 4 1 1 NA 0.19 Bass Lake largemouth bass
2011 (Benzie)
2012
Perfluoro-1-heptanesulfonate 2010 24 4 1 1 NA 0.23 Lake Manitou smallmouth bass
2011
2012
Perfluoro-1-hexanesulfonate 2010 24 4 5 3 NA 2.3 Lake Manitou smallmouth bass
2011
2012

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

22 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*In 2010 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

®In 2011 and 2012 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight
8_ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-9 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (humber of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 20107
2012 from four lakes at Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Sample collection

Analytes detected

in whole fish

Maximum concentration in whole fish

No.
No. of of No. of No. of LOD Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples sites samples sites (ng/g wetwt.) (ng/gwetwt.) Location Species
Perfluoro-1-octanesulfonate 2010 24 4 23 4 NA 6.5 Lake Manitou smallmouth bass
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-butanoic acid 2010 24 4 1 1 NA 2.0 Lake Manitou smallmouth bass
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-decanoic acid 2010 24 4 23 4 NA 2.1 Bass Lake largemouth bass
2011 (Benzie)
2012
Perfluoro-n-dodecanoic acid 2010 24 4 17 4 NA 0.62 Bass Lake largemouth bass
2011 (Leelanau)
2012
Perfluoro-n-heptanoic acid 2010 24 4 0 0 NA <0.12% NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-hexanoic acid 2010 24 4 7 4 NA 0.58 Bass Lake largemouth bass
2011 (Leelanau)
2012

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane
22 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane
%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*In 2010 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

®In 2011 and 2012 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,

167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight

8_ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-9 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (number of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 20107
2012 from four lakes at Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish Maximum concentration in whole fish
No.
No. of of No. of No. of LOD Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples sites samples sites (ng/g wetwt.) (ng/gwetwt.) Location Species
Perfluoro-n-nonanoic acid 2010 24 4 0 0 NA <0.12% NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-octanoic acid 2010 24 4 8 4 NA 21 Bass Lake largemouth bass
2011 (Leelanau)
2012
Perfluoro-n-pentanoic acid 2010 24 4 0 0 NA <0.12° NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-tetradecanoic acid 2010 24 4 3 2 NA 0.71 Bass Lake largemouth bass
2011 (Leelanau)
2012
Perfluoro-n-tridecanoic acid 2010 24 4 9 4 NA 2.50 Bass Lake largemouth bass
2011 (Leelanau)
2012
Perfluoro-n-undecanoic acid 2010 24 4 23 4 NA 3.2 Round Lake largemouth bass
2011
2012

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

22 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*In 2010 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

®In 2011 and 2012 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight
8_ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-9 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (number of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 20107
2012 from four lakes at Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish Maximum concentration in whole fish
No.
No. of of No. of No. of LOD Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples sites samples sites (ng/g wetwt.) (ng/gwetwt.) Location Species
Total PBDEs*® 2010 8 4 6 4 1.0-2.0 10.3 Bass Lake largemouth bass
2011 (Leelanau)
2012 10 4 9 4 NA' 5.0 Bass Lake northern pike
(Leelanau)
Total PCBs® 2010 24 4 20 4 1.0-3.5 29.5 Round Lake largemouth bass
2011
2012
Total Lead 2010 8 4 8 4 5.3 112 Lake Manitou smallmouth bass

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

22 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*In 2010 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

®In 2011 and 2012 sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight
8ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-10. Occurrence (number of samples and sites), limits of detection (LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants
and total lead in 10 composite samples of axial muscle from fish collected in 2009 from four lakes at Voyageurs National Park (ND = not detected;
NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected in

axial muscle LOD Maximum concentration in axial muscle
No. of No. of (ng/g wet Concentration

Analyte(s) samples sites weight) (ng/g wet wt.) Location Species

p ., -pHT 0 0 10 ND NA NA

p , -pED’ 0 0 10 ND NA NA

p , -pOE’ 0 0 10 ND NA NA
Perfluoro-1-hexanesulfonate 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-1-octanesulfonate 5 2 NA 0.69 Sand Point Lake northern pike
Perfluoro-n-butanoic acid 0 0 NA <2.0° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-decanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-dodecanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-hexanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-nonanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-octanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA
Perfluoro-n-undodecanoic acid 0 0 NA <0.50° NA NA

Total PBDEs” 0 0 1.0-2.0 ND NA NA

Total PCBs® 0 0 0.5-16 ND NA NA

Total Lead 10 4 6.8 30.6 Peary Lake northern pike

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

%2 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*Sum of PBDE numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

4Sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

*Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

®Less than the reporting limit
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Table L-11. Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (number of samples and sites), limits of detection (LOD), and
maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 20107 2012 from four
lakes at Voyageurs National Park (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Sample collection

Analytes detected

in whole fish

Maximum concentration in whole fish

No. LOD
No. of of No. of No. of (ng/g Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples sites samples sites wetwt.) (ng/gwetwt.) Location Species
p,-pHT 2010 15 4 0 0 10 ND NA NA
2012
p , -pmED’ 2010 15 4 0 0 10 ND NA NA
2012
p , -pOE’ 2010 15 4 0 0 10 ND NA NA
2012
Perfluoro-1-butanesulfonate 2010 23 4 0 0 NA <0.12° NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-1-decanesulfonate 2010 23 4 1 1 NA 0.14 Peary Lake northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-1-heptanesulfonate 2010 23 4 1 1 NA 0.14 Peary Lake northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-1-hexanesulfonate 2010 23 4 9 4 NA 1.8 Peary Lake northern pike
2011
2012

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

22 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane
%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*In 2010, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154
®In 2012, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight

8_ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-11 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (number of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 20107
2012 from four lakes at Voyageurs National Park (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish Maximum concentration in whole fish
No. LOD
No. of of No. of No. of (ng/g Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples sites samples sites wetwt.) (ng/gwetwt.) Location Species
Perfluoro-1-octanesulfonate 2010 23 4 22 4 NA 2.9 Sand Point Lake northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-butanoic acid 2010 23 4 0 0 NA <0.128 NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-decanoic acid 2010 23 4 23 4 NA 0.92 Sand Point Lake northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-dodecanoic acid 2010 23 4 11 3 NA 0.59 Brown Lake northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-heptanoic acid 2010 23 4 0 0 NA <0.128 NA NA
2011
2012

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

22 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*In 2010, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

®In 2012, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight
8_ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-11 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (number of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 20107
2012 from four lakes at Voyageurs National Park (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish Maximum concentration in whole fish
No. LOD
No. of of No. of No. of (ng/g Concentration
Analyte(s) Year samples sites samples sites wetwt.) (ng/gwetwt.) Location Species
Perfluoro-n-hexanoic acid 2010 23 4 8 4 NA 0.72 Sand Point Lake northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-nonanoic acid 2010 23 4 3 1 NA 0.34 Sand Point Lake northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-octanoic acid 2010 23 4 4 4 NA 1.8 Sand Point Lake northern pike
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-pentanoic acid 2010 23 4 0 0 NA <0.128 NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-tetradecanoic acid 2010 23 4 0 0 NA <0.12° NA NA
2011
2012
Perfluoro-n-tridecanoic acid 2010 23 4 8 4 NA 0.70 Brown Lake northern pike
2011
2012

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

22 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

*In 2010, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

°In 2012, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

7Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight
8_ess than the reporting limit
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Table L-11 (continued). Sample collection (year, number of samples and sites), occurrence (number of samples and sites), limits of detection
(LOD), and maximum concentration of selected organic contaminants and total lead in composite samples of whole fish collected during 20107
2012 from four lakes at Voyageurs National Park (ND = not detected; NA = not applicable).

Analytes detected

Sample collection in whole fish Maximum concentration in whole fish
No. LOD
No. of of No. of No. of (ng/g Concentration

Analyte(s) Year samples sites samples sites wetwt.) (ng/gwetwt.) Location Species
Perfluoro-n-undecanoic acid 2010 23 4 23 4 NA 2.8 Peary Lake northern pike

2011

2012
Total PBDEs"® 2010 7 4 0 0 1.0-2.0 ND NA NA

2012 8 4 2 NA’ 3.0 Brown Lake northern pike
Total PCBs® 2010 15 4 0 1.0-3.5 ND NA NA

2012
Total Lead 2010 7 4 7 4 5.3 17.9 Ryan Lake northern pike

12,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1,1-trichloroethane

2 2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethane

%2,2-bis (p-Chlorophenyl)-1,1-dichloroethylene

“In 2010, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154

®In 2012, sum of polybrominated diphenyl ether (PBDE) numbers 28, 47, 49, 66, 85, 99, 100, 138, 153, 154, 156, 183, 196, 197, 206, 207, 209

®Sum of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) numbers 3, 4/10, 5/8, 6, 7/9, 15/17, 16/32, 18, 19, 22, 24/27, 25, 26, 28/31, 33, 37/42, 40, 41/64/71, 45, 46, 47/48, 49, 51,
52, 53, 56/60, 63, 66, 70/76, 74, 77/110, 82, 83, 84/92, 85, 87, 89, 91, 95, 97, 99, 101, 105/132/153, 118, 123/149, 128, 136, 137/176, 138/163, 141, 146, 151,
167, 170/190, 171/202, 172, 174, 177, 178, 180, 182/187, 183, 185, 193, 194, 195/208, 196/203, 198, 199, 201, 206, 207

"Reporting limits ranged from 1 to 5 ng/g wet weight
8Less than the reporting limit
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