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Hg Exposure =
Σ(Meal Frequency x Meal Size x Hg in Fish)

Dietary Surveys = Meal Frequency, Meal Size, Species Selection

By Species
Within Species
Geographic Variability



Recreationally Caught SpeciesRecreationally Caught Species
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(b) Hg Intake – All Species
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(a) Supply – All Species

HS & FP = High Seas and Foreign Ports

Exposure of U.S. Consumers Exposure of U.S. Consumers 
through Seafood Marketthrough Seafood Market

Source: Sunderland, 2007



FDA Reported National Hg ValuesFDA Reported National Hg Values
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