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Abstract: In order to find out whether Lake Caohai was mercury-polluted, the content and distribution of
mercury were studied in the sediments during the low -flow period and high-flow period. The concentra-
tions of total mercury ranged from 762 7 ng/g to 1 014 7 ng/g, total methylmercury ranged from 0. 11 to
3 9 ng/g, which is too high compared with the data reported in other uncontaminated lakes, indicating
that Caohai has been contaminated in terms of mercury in its sediments. T he degradation of organic sub-
stances affected the distribution of mercury in the sediments. Concentration of methylmercury in the higher
flow period was higher than in the low flux period. However, concentration of methylmercury was not
high in the sediments containing high organic matter, which was mainly associated with the abundant hy-
drophytes in the lake.
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