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Abstract

The ocean contains numerous heavy metal pollutants, with mercury often overlooked due to its
low concentration. However, mercury can easily enter the human body through food consumption,
causing severe harm. Its low concentration also makes it difficult to measure, resulting in limited
comprehensive data on mercury pollution in the ocean. However, in organisms, mercury
concentrations are higher due to bioaccumulation and biomagnification, compared to seawater levels.
This study utilizes the mercury accumulation rate (MAR) in fish as a biological indicator to track
ocean pollution. The MAR is calculated by dividing the total mercury concentration in fish by their

age, thus removing the influence of growth time.

This research focuses on the MAR of demersal fish species, which tend to stay in one area, to
analyze trends in trophic levels related to biomagnification. After a thorough selection process, 31
studies conducted in the Atlantic, Pacific, and Mediterranean were analyzed, with the data organized
into trend charts to compare pollution levels across regions. The findings reveal regional pollution

differences and offer a new approach to monitoring mercury pollution in oceanic areas.
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il ~ fER(ARER)

ZE— ! THg: ng/g wet weight (w.w.)

¥ ¢ living habits 455 :

living habits (s 3L (i
demersal D JEEAE AW B fiE
reef-associated RA i FepaeE
brackish B /BK R 7K
benthopelagic BP JEEfE JERER S
pelagic-neritic PN KIEREG
pelagic-oceanic PO ROFEME
bathydemersal BD HEEE JEC R
PO AP g
position author Species fiving N Trophic Age THg MAR
habits level (yr)
WPO Pan (2014) Cynoglossus puncticeps BK; D 5 3.3+0.44 10.68 0.010 0.001
Cynoglossus arel BK; D 8 3.540.1 1.38 0.022 0.016
Leiognathus brevirostris BK; D 8 3.0+0.33 5.01 0.034 0.007
Liza macrolepis BK; D 4 2.6+£0.26 0.89 0.010 0.011
Mugil cephalus BP; BK 9 2.5+0.17 1.06 0.010 0.010
Johnius belangerii BK; D 50 3.3+0.34 0.049
Pennahia anea D 3 4.0+0.69 0.32 0.027 0.084
Inimicus japonicus D 12 4.2+0.73 2.58 0.053 0.021
Nematalosa come PN 8 2.8+0.28
Valamugil formosae RA 6 -
Platycephalus indicus RA; BK 22 3.6+0.6
Plotosus laineatus RA; BK 2 3.6£0.3
Dendrophysa russelii BK; D 10 3.6+0.4
Nibea albiflora BP 2 4.0+0.7
Epinephelus awoara RA 18 3.6+0.55
Epinephelus bruneus RA 8 4.0£0.66
Siganus fuscescens RA; BK 37 2.0£0.1
Pampus argenteus BP 11 3.3+0.1
SWPO Anualetal.  Otolithoides biauritus”' D 1 4.1+0.63 0.22 0.144
(2018) Nemipterus bathybius”! D 1 4.0+0.55 0.322
Nemipterus japonicus D 5 4.1+0.76 2.14 0.132 0.062
Nemipterus nematophorus ! D 1 3.8+0.5 0.645
Selaroides leptolepis RA 3 3.5+0.41
Selar boops™! D 1 4.1+0.6 2.31 0.195
Seriola dumerili RA; BK 1 3.8+0.2
Decapterus russelli BP 1 3.7+0.4
Megalaspis cordyla RA; BK 4 3.9+0.57
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Parastromateus niger RA; BK 5 2.94+0.35
Rastrelliger kanagurta PN 2 3.3+0.38
Rastrelliger brachysoma BK; PN 2 2.7£0.31
Scomberomorus guttatus BK; PN 6 4.3+0.67
Scomberomorus commerson PN 4 4.5+0.4
Rastreliger faughni PN 3 3.4+0.45
Scomber australasicus PN 3 4.2+0.5
Gymnosarda unicolor RA 2 4.5+0.75
Tunnus tonggol PN 1 4.5+0.6
Euthynnus affinis PN 2 4.5+0.0
Lutjanus argentimaculatus RA; BK 3 3.6+£0.5
Lutjanus sebae RA; BK 3 4.1£0.4
Lutjanus malabaricus RA; BK 5 4.5+0.5
Lutjanus russellii RA; BK 1 4.1£0.4
Lates calcarifer BK; D 4 3.8+0.60
Himantura gerrsrdi BK; D 2 3.7+£0.5
Himantura uarnak RA; BK; D 1 3.6+0.6
Dasyatis kuhlii RA 4 3.3+0.3
Nibea soldado BK; D 6 3.9+0.59
Otolithoides ruber B; BP 1 3.6+0.6

NPO Burgeretal.  Gadus macrocephalus BK; D 46 4.24+0.1

(2007)

WPO Zhu (2013) Clupanodon thrissa BK; PN 7 3.1£0.3
Decapterus maruadsi RA 6 3.4+0.45
Dipturus kwangtungensis D 7 3.840.6 0.39 0.031 0.079
Hyporhamphus dussumieri RA 5 3.5+0.48
Johnius belangerii BK; D 50 3.3+0.32
Nemipterus virgatus D 6 4.0+0.57 0.94 0.069 0.073
Paraplagusia japonica D 10 3.2+0.40 0.72 0.018 0.025
Pardachirus pavoninus RA 10 3.1+0.26
Pleuronichthys cornutus D 3 3.2+0.4 2.63 0.009 0.004
Scorpaena neglecta D 8 3.840.2 1.18 0.006 0.005
Siganus canaliculatus RA; BK 18 2.8+0.31
Sillago sihama RA; BK 11 3.340.1
Thamnaconus hypargyreus D 8 3.4+0.44 2.60 0.018 0.007
Trypauchen vagina PN 12 3.5+0.50
Iniistius verrens™ D 7 3.5+0.5 0.055
Acentrogobius chlorostigmatoides BK; D 33 3.4+0.4
Coilia mystus BK; PN 14 3.2+0.4
Konosirus punctatus BK; PN 12 2.9+0.24
Lateolabrax japonicus RA; BK 4 3.1+£0.3
Mugil cephalus BP; BK 9 2.5+0.18 1.06 0.010 0.010
Odontamblyopus lacepedii BK; BP 23 3.94+0.5
Onigocia macrolepis D 3 3.6+0.0
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Sardinella albella BK; PN 13 2.6£0.14

Siganus canaliculatus RA; BK 19 2.8+0.32
Sillago sihama RA; BK 11 3.3+0.2
Taenioides anguillaris BK; D 5 4.0+£0.6
Trypauchen vagina BK; D 13 3.5+0.51
Branchiostegus argentatus D 25 3.5+0.5 1.10 0.125 0.029
Decapterus maruadsi RA 7 3.4+0.46
Evynnis cardinalis RA 14 3.3+0.39
Exocoetus volitans PN 17 3.0+0.09
Nemipterus virgatus D 6 4.0+0.58 0.94 0.274 0.122
Sphyraena pinguis PN 8 4.5+0.8
Siganus canaliculatus RA; BK 20 2.8+0.33
Psenopsis anomala BP 12 4.0+0.28
Trachurus japonicus PN 14 3.4+0.45
Ariomma indicum BP 6 3.6+0.50
Branchiostegus auratus D 6 3.5+0.50 0.79 0.151 0.048
Decapterus maruadsi RA 8 3.4+0.47
Evynnis cardinalis RA 15 3.3+0.40
Johnius belangerii BK; D 50 3.3+0.33
Konosirus punctatus BK; PN 12 2.9+0.25
Mene maculata RA; BK 9 3.5+0.41
Nemipterus virgatus D 6 4.0£0.59 0.94 0.274 0.158
Polydactylus sextarius BK; D 12 3.8+0.57
Sargocentron caudimaculatum RA 9 3.9+0.67
Siganus canaliculatus RA; BK 21 2.8+0.34
Terapon theraps RA; BK 11 3.5+0.47
Amblyglyphidodon curacao RA; D 1 2.6+0.1
Caesio caerulaurea RA 1 3.4+0.45
Chaetodon rafflesii RA; BK 1 4.3+£0.0
Gnathodentex aureolineatus RA 1 3.7+0.57
Zanclus cornutus RA; BP 1 2.5+£0.00
Gnathodentex aureolineatus RA 2 3.7+0.58
Cephalopholis spiloparaea RA 1 4.0=0.7
Parapercis pacifica BP 1 3.6£0.4
NWPO Oh (2010)  Sebastes schlegeli D 17 4.1+0.6 1.80 0.017 0.009
Konosirus punctatus BK; PN 12 2.9+0.26 0.004
Lateolabrax japonicus RA; BK 5 3.1£0.4
Agrammus agrammus D 1 3.3+0.2 0.027
Mugil cephalus BP; BK 9 2.5+0.19 1.06 0.010  0.010
Acanthogobius hasta BK; D 10 3.840.6 6.35 0.035 0.005

1 UERERGREEA % I EERER - HimDAREEEEARE - SULIUEERARA -

*2: Zhu(2013) 511y Iniistius venrrens (¢ & 5 - fishbase #EULEE & S0 BHR L EHHRE - HERAERA
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*3: Oh(2010)'HJ Agrammus agrammus {£2 K #Gf > fishbase MEUET e #HY H BHR L HIRE - LB R -

AO KPR
position author Species living N Trophic Age THg MAR
habits level (yr)
W _SAO  Bauer Cynoscion guatucupa BP 30 3.7+0.60 2.64 0.054+0.024 0.020
(2021) Cynoscion jamaicensis D 30 3.8+0.66 1.74 0.049+0.046 0.028
Percophis brasiliensis D 34 4.24+0.56 2.53 0.083+0.087 0.033
Priacanthus arenatus RA 30 4.0+0.0 0.63 0.027+0.011 0.043
Ferreria Micropogonias furnieri B; D 32 3.1+0.1 3.66 0.110+0.052 0.030
(2015) Trichiurus lepturus BP 33 44404 341  0.075+0.028 0.022
Galavo Epinephelus marginatus RA 9 4.4+0.0 1148 0.55 0.048
(2021) Epinephelus nigritus D 8 4.0+0.61 6.50 0.675 0.104
Pseudopercis numida D 17 3.9+0.5 5.69 0.4 0.070
Luciano et Orthopristis ruber”! B; D 34 3.6£0.2 0.82  0.034+£10.9 0.043
al (2021) Orthopristis ruber”! B; D 22 3.6:0.2
Orthopristis ruber”! B; D 20 3.6x0.2 -
Orthopristis ruber”! B; D 20 3.6x0.2 -
Orthopristis ruber”! B; D 12 3.6+0.2 15.6+8.7
Orthopristis ruber”! B;D 90  3.6+0.2 60+10
Orthopristis ruber”! B;D 88  3.6+0.2 60+10
Orthopristis ruber”! B; D 2 3.6+0.2 50420
Niencheski Micropogonias furnieri B; D 15 3.1£0.1 225 0.09 0.041
(2001)
W_NAO  Burger Cynoscion regalis B; D 60 3.840.2 0.1540.01
(2011) Menticirrhus americanus B 23 3.5+£0.0 2.74 0.17+0.08 0.062
Menticirrhus saxatilis D 72 3.6+0.5 1.49 0.15+0.18 0.101
Micropogonias undulatus B 63 4.0£0.50 4.09 0.12+0.07 0.029
Molva molva D 39 4.4+0.2 1.16 0.04+0.01 0.034
Morone saxatilis B;D 178 4.7+0.2 0.39+0.02
Paralichthys dentatus BK;D 260 4.5+0.3 3.83 0.14+0.08 0.037
Pseudopleuronectes americanus D 58 3.6+0.1 6.58 0.06+0.03 0.009
Scophthalmus aquosus B 48 3.7+£0.2 4.15 0.18+0.10 0.043
Stenotomus chrysops D 27 3.8+0.1 3.59 0.09+0.08 0.025
Harding et ~ Gadus morhua B; BP 19 4.1+0.2 2.7 0.035+0.016 0.013
al (2018) Melanogrammus aeglefinus D 25 4.0+0.1 33 0.033+0.012 0.010
Pollachius virens D 10 4.3+0.4 1.6 0.019+0.007 0.012
Tautogolabrus adspersus RA 9 3.7+0.2 5.7 0.080+0.028 0.014
Urophycis tenuis D 10 4.3+0.5 4.7 0.029+0.006 0.006
Huge Sciaenops ocellatus B; D 10 3.7+0.57 1.94 0.5 0.258
(2014)
Luciano et Orthopristis chrysoptera™ B; D 1 3.4+0.0
al (2021) Orthopristis chrysoptera™ B;D 3 3.4+0.0
Orthopristis chrysoptera™ B;D 6 3.4+0.0
p
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Orthopristis chrysoptera™ B; D 151  3.4+0.0

Orthopristis chrysoptera™ B; D 56  3.4+0.0
Payne Paralichthys dentatus BK;D 115 4.5+0.3 3.20 0.1 0.031
(2010) Pseudopleuronectes americanus D 122 3.6+0.1 2.40 0.029 0.012
Sinkus et Caulolatilus microps D 62 3.8+£0.5 15.2 0.38+0.17 0.025
al (2017) Lutjanus campechanus RA 116 3.9+0.72 4.00 0.18 0.045
Mycteroperca microlepis RA;B 97 3.7+0.4 330 0.2 0.061
Serioli dumerili RA 42 4.5+0.1 580 045 0.078
Staudinger ~ Lophius americanus D 36 4.5+0.3 2.7 0.115+0.101 0.043
(2011) Merluccius bilinearis D 24 4.5+0.4 24 0.052+0.051 0.021
Paralichthys dentatus BK;D 34 4.5+0.3 3.2 0.136+0.072 0.042
Pomatomus saltatrix B; PO 21 4.5+0.3 34 0.473+0.284 0.128
SE_NAO Le Croizier ~ Boops boops D 5 2.8+0.0 4.26 0.14 0.005
etal 2019)  Chelidonichthys gabonensis D 5 3.74£0.2 2.44 0.37 0.025
Dentex canariensis D 5 3.6+0.59 1.25 0.24 0.021
Dicologoglossa hexophthalma D 5 3.4+0.4 5.26 0.42 0.017
Galeoides decadactylus B;D 5 3.6+0.67 0.61 0.08 0.016
Merluccius senegalensis D 5 4.5+0.80 2.81 0.22 0.012
Plectorhinchus mediterraneus D 5 3.5+0.52 2.40 0.27 0.030
Pseudupeneus prayensis D 10 3.6+0.50 1.81 0.21 0.033
Pterothrissus belloci D 5 3.0+0.17 330  0.08 0.024
Selene dorsalis D 5 4.1+0.69 142 023 0.030
Umbrina canariensis D 5 3.4+0.44 1.44 0.09 0.009
N_NAO  Magalhaes  Conger conger D 39 43+04 9.50 1.86+0.19 0.196
(2007) Lepidopus caudatus BP 55 3.840.3 339 1.44+0.12 0.425
Mora moro BP 42 3.8+0.55 11.26  3.70+0.37 0.328
Pagellus acarne BP 24 3.8+0.0 3.85 0.924+0.1 0.239
Phycis blennoides BP 17 3.7+0.66 8.58 0.69+0.05 0.080
Phycis phycis BP 56  4.3+0.3 546  0.59+0.05 0.108
Polyprion americanus D 14 4.1+0.64 10.8 1.23+0.23 0.114
Trachurus picturatus BP 48 3.3+0.42 6.31 0.72+0.08 0.114
NE_NAO Mille Merluccius merluccius D 32 4.4+0.0 506  0.268+0.155 0.053
(2021) Mullus surmuletus D 17 3.5+0.3 6.19  0.338+0.101 0.055
Solea solea B; D 41 3.2+0.1 5.44 0.118+0.064 0.022
Nicolaus Leucoraja fullonica BD 24 3.5+0.37 3.7 0.133+0.136 0.036
(2020)

*1: Luciano et al. (2021) 32554 [F] F & (Orthopristis ruber) Z &} » (EAEA [FIHREHIEAMIE - #URETBHCH -

*2 Luciano et al. (2021) 1 H{ 37 225 4H 5] 2 f#(Orthopristis chrysoptera) 2 &} » {BFEA [F 0 [EVFIEIHE - WA ESFCEE -
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position author Species fiving Trophic A THg MAR
habits level (yr)
C MS Bonsignore et Diplodus annularis BK;BP 5 3.6+0.0 2.17 0.731+0.188 0.200
al. (2013)
Pagellus erythrinus BP 8 3.540.1 2.96 0.367+0.087 0.119
Trachurus trachurus PN 4 3.7+0.0 0.39 0.102+0.144 0.115
Sardina pilchardus BK;PN 5 3.1+0.1 2.11 0.086+0.019 0.026
Engraulis encrasicolus BK;PN 4 3.140.36  1.83 0.058+0.018 0.031
Boops boops D 20 2.840.0 1.37 0.120+0.049 0.087
Diplodus vulgaris BP 3 3.5+0.1 230  0.643 0.279
Sphyraena sphyraena PN 1 4.0£0.51 - 2.269 -
Caranx rhonchus BK; BP 1 3.6£0.59 4.10 1.701 0.415
Pagellus acarne BP 12 3.8+0.0 2.28 0.254 0.111
Pagellus bogaraveo BP 2 4.2+0.6 1.50 0.266 0.177
Serranus scriba D 2 3.840.3 - 2.165+0.044 -
Mullus barbatus D 4 3.1+0.1 5.62 0.815+0.777 0.145
Mullus surmuletus D 2 3.5+0.3 8.48  0.662+0.089 0.078
Scorpaena scrofa BK; D 4 4.3+0.5 - 1.082
Scorpaena notata D 5 3.7+0.2 - 1.340+0.380 -
Illex coindetii s 6 - - - -
Sepia officinalis VHEME 3 - - - -
Octopus vulgaris =R 8 - - - -
Murena helena RA 1 4.2+0.61 - - -
Juresa & Merluccius merccius D 13 4.4+0.0 3.58 0.41+0.20 0.120
Blanusa
Storelli Merluccius merluccius D 23 4.4+0.0 0.9 0.19£0.12 0.049
(1985) Merluccius merluccius D 16 4.4+0.0 1.4 0.09+0.07 0.186
Mullus barbatus D 9 3.1£0.1 24 0.46+0.51 0.191
Mullus barbatus D 12 3.1£0.1 4.4 0.39+0.42 0.090
Graci et al Conger conger D 6 4.3+0.4 2,52 0.02021 0.008
(2016) Loligo vulgaris A it 7 - - 0.00934 -
Merluccius merluccius D 15 4.4+0.0 1.26 0.00841 0.007
Mullus barbatus D 17 3.1£0.1 227  0.00921 0.004
Sardina pilchardus BK; PN 12 3.1+0.1 1.81 0.00541 0.003
Scomber scombrus BK; PN 6 3.6+£0.2 1.79 0.00848 0.005
Todarodes sagittatus i 8 - - 0.00942
Trachurus trachurus PN 9 3.7+0.0 2.36 0.02217 0.009
W MS  Capellietal.  Nephrops norvegicus I+ 190 - - - -
(2004) Engraulis encrasicolus BK;PN 70 3.140.36 - - -
Mullus barbatus D 78 3.1+0.1 2.13  0.200 0.094
Mullus surmuletus D 47 3.5+0.3 299  0.210 0.070
Merluccius merluccius D 58 4.4+0.0 2.21 0.160 0.073
Sarda sarda BK; PN 90 4.5+0.0 - - -




Merciai et al.  Diplodus sargus BK; D 81 3.4+0.1 - - -
(1980)
Casadevall et  Diplodus sargus BK; D 39 3.4+0.1 - - -
al. (1979)
E MS Harakeh Boops boops D 16 2.8+0.0 2.47 0.036+0.025 0.015
(1985) Holocentrum rubrum RA 2 3.6+£0.3 - 0.039+0.011 -
Lithognathus mormyrus BK; D 7 3.5¢039 041 0.032+0.028
Merluccius merluccius D 29 4.4+0.0 1.58 0.044+0,027 0.028
Mugil cephalus BP; BK 24 2.5+0.17  1.38 0.049+0.022 -
Mullus barbatus D 30 3.1£0.1 2.61 0.054+0.025 0.021
Pagellus acarne BP 15 3.8+0.0 2.97 0.032+0.014 0.011
Pagellus erythrinus BP 28 3.5+0.1 1.84  0.042+0.023 1.843
Sardina pilchardus BK; PN 7 3.1+0.1 - 0.033+0.016 -
Siganus rivulatus RA; BK 43 2.0+0.0 - 0.028+0.018 -
Sparisoma cretense RA 40 2.9+0.27 1.48 0.040+0.028 1.477
Trachurus trachurus PN 16 3.7+0.0 1.61 0.045+0.019 0.028
Xyrichtys novacula RA 9 3.540.1 242 0.051+0.022 0.021
Hornung Saurida undosquamis RA 62 4.5£0.4 - - -
(1980) Merluccius merluccius D 3 4.440.0 1.93 0.112 0.058
Trachurus mediterraneus BK; PN 11 3.8+0.3 - 0.106
Mullus barbatus D 50 3.1£0.1 6.18  0.128 0.021
Mullus surmuletus D - 3.5+0.3 380 - -
Upeneus moluccensis RA;BK 39 3.6+£0.3 - - -
Boops boops D 1 2.840.0 3.81 0.04 0.010
Pagellus acarne BP 2 3.840.0 - - -
Pagellus erythrinus BP 48 3.540.1 - - -
Sphyraena chrysotaenia PN 3 3.940.7 - - -
Sphyraena sphyraena PN 5 4.0£0.51 - - -
Chelidonichthys lucernus D - 4.0+0.0 - 0.086 -
CW_MS  Stoeppler Mytilus galloprovincialis HaH - - - - -
(1979) Sepia officinalis HEE - - - - -
Mullus barbatus D 14 3.1+0.1 2.05 0.226 0.110
Mullus barbatus D 14 3.1+0.1 4.36 0.246 0.056
Boops boops D 2 2.8+0.0 2.11 0.19 0.090
Merluccius merluccius D 3 4.4+0.0 2.46 0.11 0.045
Scomber scombrus BK; PN 3 3.6+£0.2 2.11 0.15 -
CPO Peterson Makaira mazara PO 27 - - 4.78 -
“WNAO  (1973) Tetrapturus albidus PO 1 - - 1.34 -
"EPO Squalus acanthias PO 206 - - 0.1-1.96 -
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