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Mercury (Hg) pollution threatens ecosystems and human health. Wastewater treatment plants (WWTPs)
play a key role in limiting Hg discharges from wastewaters to rivers and lakes, but large-scale studies to
estimate Hg loads and discharge at national levels are scarce. We assessed the concentration, flux,
speciation, and removal of Hg in municipal wastewater throughout Switzerland by investigating 64
WWTPs in a pre-study and a subset of 28 WWTPs in the main study. We also studied the behavior and
pathways of Hg along the various treatment steps in a state-of-the-art WWTP. The resulting dataset,
representative of industrialized countries, provides an overview of (i) current Hg concentration ranges,
(ii) average per capita loads, and (iii) wastewater Hg inputs into surface waters. The results allowed
estimation of a total Hg (THg) load in Swiss wastewater of 130 + 30 kg THg/year (15.7 mg/capita/y), of
which 96 + 4% is retained in sewage sludge. About 4.7 + 0.5 kg THg/year (0.57 mg/capita/y) is discharged
with the treated wastewater into surface waters. This corresponds to only 1.5—3% of the THg load carried
by the major Swiss rivers, indicating that >95% of riverine Hg originates from other sources. Extrapo-
lation to the population of Europe would yield a total amount of 11,700 kg THg/year in raw wastewater,
with some 480 kg THg/year discharged to surface waters. Monomethyl mercury on average accounted for

0.23% of THg, and its fraction remained constant along the different treatment steps.
© 2020 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Ltd. This is an open access article under the CC BY license
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

1. Introduction

emissions to land and water and the attainment of a better un-
derstanding of Hg environmental distribution and transformation

Mercury is classified as a priority hazardous substance by many
countries, including Switzerland, the European Union, and the
United States (EPA, 1972, 2002; Ritscher et al., 2018). The multiple
environmental and health issues related to mercury (Hg) were
addressed by the international Minamata Convention, which was
reached in 2013 with the aim of reducing global anthropogenic Hg
emissions (UNEP, 2013b). The convention came into force in 2017
and is currently signed by 128 countries and ratified by 118 coun-
tries, including Switzerland. Among the key convention objectives
are the identification, quantification, control, and reduction of Hg
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processes (EU, 2017; UNEP, 2013b).

In this context, wastewater treatment plants (WWTPs) play a
key role in limiting Hg discharge to aquatic ecosystems. In the past,
wastewater effluents were major pathways of Hg to surface waters
(Balogh et al., 1999; Kocman et al., 2017). However, current legis-
lation limits the maximum total Hg (THg) concentrations in surface
waters to 30 ng/L in Switzerland (SFC, 2020), and 70 ng/L in the EU
(EU, 2013). Therefore, removal of Hg by WWTPs must be effective.
Most WWTPs receive mixed wastewaters of domestic and indus-
trial origins, which include discharges from agriculture, hospitals,
dentists, research institutions, households, and the chemical,
cement, and metal industries, as well as landfill leachates and
surface drainage (Balogh and Liang, 1995; Cantinho et al., 2016;

0043-1354/© 2020 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Ltd. This is an open access article under the CC BY license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).
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Gbondo-Tugbawa et al., 2010; Koch, 2002; Sorme and Lagerkvist,
2002; UNEP, 2013a; Wang et al., 2004). The THg inputs from most
of these sources have been significantly reduced due to stricter
regulations (e.g., in Germany, Austria, Sweden, and the USA) (State
of New Jersey, 2003; Swedish EPA, 2014; Wiechmann et al., 2013).
Nevertheless, even today, THg concentrations in raw wastewater
can still reach several pg/L (Cantinho et al., 2016; Carletti et al.,
2008; Goldstone et al., 1990; Liu et al., 2018; Mao et al., 2016),
but concentrations in treated wastewater are often in the low ng/L
range (Bodaly et al., 1998; Fricke et al., 2015; Stoichev et al., 2009;
Zierhut et al., 2010). Hg is usually effectively retained in sewage
sludge, with retention efficiencies often exceeding 95% (Fricke et al.,
2015; Liu et al., 2018; Perusini, 2016; Stoichev et al., 2009).

Previous studies have reported Hg concentrations in sewage
sludge between 0.4 and 7 mg THg/kg (Fricke et al., 2015; Hittinger
and Pichler; Jones et al., 2014; Kiilling et al., 2002; Mattsson et al.,
2017; Oliveira et al., 2007; Olofsson et al., 2012; Olofsson et al.,
2013; Swedish EPA, 2014; Wiechmann et al., 2013). This Hg con-
tent is relevant, because many countries use sewage sludge for
agricultural fertilization (e.g., 60% in the USA or 47% in the European
Union) (Bianchini et al., 2016; Mattsson et al., 2017; NRC, 2002;
Olofsson et al.,, 2012). In Switzerland, this practice was banned in
2006, and sewage sludge has been exclusively incinerated since
then, with the ash and the flue gas treatment residue safely stored
in managed landfill sites (FOEN, 2012; Ritscher et al., 2018; SFC,
2019).

In addition to THg concentrations, a number of studies have
analyzed methyl-Hg (MeHg) compounds in wastewaters. MeHg can
cause severe ecotoxicological effects through bioaccumulation and
its high toxicity, thereby endangering humans via the food chain
(Behra et al., 1993, 1994; Mahbub et al., 2017). The reported MeHg
concentrations in raw wastewater range from 0.4 to 7.5 ng/L and
they can be up to 2 ng/L in treated wastewater but are often very
low due to a combination of limited occurrence and/or efficient
degradation along the treatment chain (Balogh and Nollet, 2008a;
Bodaly et al., 1998; Gilmour and Bloom, 1995; Mao et al., 2016).
However, unlike THg, MeHg is often less effectively retained in
sewage sludge (30—98%) (Balogh and Nollet, 2008a, 2008b; Bodaly
et al., 1998; Gbondo-Tugbawa et al., 2010; Gilmour and Bloom,
1995; Stoichev et al., 2009), which may reflect the rather low
binding affinity of MeHg to suspended solids. Based on the available
studies, e.g.(Balogh and Nollet, 2008b; Bodaly et al., 1998; Fricke
et al., 2015; Perusini, 2016), effluents of WWTPs are currently ex-
pected to be of minor importance in terms of the fluxes of Hg that
currently occur in surface waters. However, comprehensive studies
to substantiate this assumption are lacking.

In this context, Switzerland is uniquely suited for studies aimed
at quantifying the contribution of WWTP effluents to Hg loads in
surface waters. Nearly the entire Swiss population (~98%) (OECD,
2013) is connected to wastewater treatment systems and all ma-
jor rivers have their origin in the country and are routinely moni-
tored, thereby enabling the establishment of a rigorous mass
balance. Therefore, in the present study, we quantified the Hg
concentrations in both the raw and the treated wastewaters from
representative WWTPs in Switzerland. We first screened samples
from 64 WWTPs in a pre-study in 2016, and then focused on a
subset of 28 WWTPs in 2017 for detailed sampling and investiga-
tion. We further determined the Hg speciation in the sewage sludge
and assessed changes in concentrations and speciation along the
different steps of the wastewater treatment process in a state-of-
the-art WWTP. With this dataset, we were able to estimate (i) the
total and per capita Hg loads to WWTPs, (ii) the Hg removal effi-
ciencies of WWTPs, and (iii) the overall contribution of WWTP
effluents to the riverine Hg load on a national scale.

2. Materials and methods
2.1. Studied WWTPs and sample collection

The locations and catchments of the studied WWTPs are shown
in Fig. 1. In a pre-study, samples from 64 WWTPs were repeatedly
collected in January, June, and July 2016 (Vriens et al., 2017). Raw
wastewater, sewage sludge, and treated wastewater were collected
again from 28 of the same WWTPs in June 2017 (see Fig. S4).
Characteristic properties of the investigated WWTPs are listed in
the supporting Tables S7 and S13. The WWTPs were selected to
obtain a broad nationwide representation, based on geographical
distribution, number of connected people, and industries in the
catchment areas (Vriens et al., 2017). The communal and industrial
WWTPs from both rural and urban areas represent a total of 2.6
million connected people, equivalent to 31% of the Swiss popula-
tion (FOEN, 2017). The WWTPs all run similar mechanical and
biological treatment processes with slight variations in their nitrate
and phosphorus elimination schemes (see Table S7). The incoming
raw wastewater and the outflowing treated wastewater (effluent)
were collected as 24 h composite samples; the raw wastewater was
sampled after the bar screens and sand trap, and the treated
wastewater was collected after the final filtration step. Sludge
treatment included anaerobic digestion with an average sludge age
of 26 + 11 days. Samples were shipped and processed within
24—72 h (see Supporting Information). In addition to the samples
collected from WWTPs in 2017, the freeze-dried sewage sludge
samples collected in 2016 from 64 Swiss WWTPs were also
analyzed for THg contents and speciation for comparison (Vriens
et al., 2017).

A detailed study was conducted at the state-of-the-art Zurich-
Werdhoelzli WWTP in August 2017 to determine Hg concentra-
tions, speciation, and retention along the successive treatment
steps, and to determine the variability in Hg concentrations in the
raw and the treated wastewaters over a period of eight days (24 h
composite samples, 15-mins flow-proportional intervals,
15.—22.08.2017). Several grab samples were also taken throughout
the treatment steps on the last sampling day.

2.2. Sample processing

Dissolved Hg in raw wastewater was analyzed after filtration
(0.22 um, Nylon, BGB) and acidification to 1% HCI (v/v; HCl 32—35%,
Optima™, Fisher). Treated wastewater samples were kept unfil-
tered and were directly acidified. The content of THg in raw
wastewaters was determined after microwave-assisted digestion
(ETHOS 1, MSL GmbH) using aqua regia and hydrogen peroxide
(H20, traceselect®, Fluka) (Table S1). The maximum temperature
was set at 110 °C to avoid Hg losses through volatilization (Lomonte
et al., 2008). The particulate fraction of Hg was calculated as the
difference between the total and dissolved Hg concentrations.
Sewage sludge samples were freeze-dried (Hojdova et al., 2015),
homogenized in an agate mortar, and digested by microwave
similarly to the raw wastewaters (but without H,0,, due to strong
frothing). Digests were kept at 4 °C in the dark in borosilicate
bottles sealed with Teflon-lined lids.

2.3. Analytics

The THg in the liquid samples (i.e., filtered raw wastewater,
microwave-digested raw wastewater, microwave-digested sewage
sludge, and treated wastewater) was analyzed with a triple-
quadrupole ICP-MS (ICP-QQQ, Agilent 8900). To minimize Hg
carry-over and losses, the Agilent ISIS sample introduction system
was used with a HCI-HNO3 carrier (2% HCl + 2% HNO3) and an
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Fig. 1. Map of Switzerland depicting the locations of the 64 wastewater treatment plants (WWTPs) investigated in 2016 (pink and green dots) and of the subset of 28 WWTPs
studied in detail in 2017 (green dots). The corresponding catchment areas are shown, along with the national monitoring sites (NADUF) of the four major rivers leaving Switzerland.
The names of cities and towns are shown in the supporting Fig. S1. Selected characteristics of the investigated WWTPs are listed in the supporting Table S7 and Table S13. The size of
the points reflects the number of connected inhabitants, and the yellow to brown colored catchment areas indicate the magnitude of the total mercury (THg) in the sewage sludge in
2016 (Table S13). The THg concentrations ranged from 160 to 2600 ng/g in sludge and were measured by total combustion using advanced mercury analysis. (For interpretation of
the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the Web version of this article.)

optimized rinsing program for the needle and loop, using three
rinsing steps (each 20s) with 2.5% HNOs/1% HCl, followed by 2%
HCl, and finally 1% HCI, modified after (Agilent, 2011; Chen, 2009;
Guo et al., 2011). Two Hg isotopes were recorded (?°'Hg and 2%’Hg)
in collision/reaction modes, using helium or oxygen to remove in-
terferences. The isotope m/z 201 was used for quantification, as it is
essentially free of polyatomic interferences. More details about the
ICP-QQQ instrument configuration can be found in the Table S2.
Lutetium (7°Lu, 40 pg/L) was used as internal standard to correct
for instrument drift. Matrix-matched calibrations were done using
digestion blanks (Hg standard for ICP-MS analyses, Baker). The full
details of the analytical methods are provided in the supplemen-
tary material, including Tables S1—-S5.

THg concentrations in 2017 sewage sludge samples were
determined by ICP-MS in digested samples (Table S1). In the
sewage sludge samples from 2016, the THg concentrations were
determined by direct combustion with an advanced mercury
analyzer (AMA) (AMA-254, Altec, Prague, Czech Republic, LOD
6.7 ng/g) (Bravo et al., 2011). In the samples from 2017, mono-
methylmercury (MMHg) and inorganic mercury (IHg) were deter-
mined in acid extracts (6 M HNOs for sludge) or alkaline extracts
(25% TMAH for fat samples) by isotope dilution GC-ICP-MS (LODs of
0.11 and 0.05 ng/g, respectively), as described previously (Bravo
et al., 2011). Recoveries of MMHg determined with the certified
reference materials IAEA-405 and IAEA-433 were 92 + 5% for both
materials.

2.4. Method performance and quality control
The limit of detection (LOD) for THg concentrations was deter-

mined according to the 3 sigma criterion (3 times the standard
deviation of signal noise) of replicate blank measurements (n > 10,

see Tables S3 and S4). The limit of quantification (QL) was defined
as 3.33 times the LOD.

The following certified reference materials (CRMs), representa-
tive of various matrices, were processed and analyzed in the same
way as the samples: BCR 144 (municipal sewage sludge), NIST 2781
(domestic sewage sludge), NIST 2782 (industrial sewage sludge),
ERM-CAG615 (groundwater), and ERM-CA713 (raw wastewater). The
recoveries of THg in the sewage sludge were 94 + 8% for ICP-QQQ
and 94 + 5% for AMA (Table S5). Mean recoveries with ICP-QQQ
for the groundwater and raw wastewater CRMs were 112 + 13%
and 111 + 5%, respectively. Sample replicates (n = 4) were pro-
cessed at least 3 times within 2—5 h and yielded a mean recovery of
106 + 4%, showing that Hg was not lost by volatilization or accu-
mulated by contamination during the ICP analyses. Sample spikes
using the CRM CA713 and Hg>* (Baker) were 88 + 13% and 101 + 4%,
respectively.

The comparison of THg analyses by AMA and ICP-MS were in
agreement, with a statistical significance of 0.95, for the 28 sewage
sludge samples from 2017 (paired sample t-test, p < 0.05) (Fig. S2).
Verification cross-checks of other elements (i.e., P, Cu, Zn, and Cd)
were in good agreement with long-term monitoring data of the
WWTPs of Zurich (ZUE) and Duebendorf (DUE), as well as with the
results from our previous study on trace elements by Vriens et al.
(2017) (Fig. S3).

2.5. Ancillary data and statistics

Operational information on the size of the connected popula-
tion, catchment area, wastewater flow rates, and sewage sludge
quantities of all studied WWTPs were obtained from the Swisstopo
geographic information system (Table S7) (FOEN, 2000). The Swiss
map was created with ArcGIS software using data from the
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Swisstopo geographic information system. Data on the connected
population were obtained from the Swiss Federal Office for the
Environment (FOEN) (FOEN, 2017). River water data were obtained
from the National Long-term Surveillance of Swiss Rivers program
(NADUF) (Zobrist et al., 2018). Hg concentrations have been recor-
ded since 1994 on a monthly to bi-monthly basis in the Rhine River
at Weil am Rhein (on the border of Switzerland and Germany) (Ruff
et al., 2013).

Concentrations below the LOD in wastewater and sewage sludge
were replaced by LOD/+/2 (Newman et al., 1989). Statistical ana-
lyses were carried out with OriginPro V.9.1 (OriginLab Corporation).
For correlation analysis, Spearman’s rank correlations were per-
formed at a significance level of 95% (p = 0.05). The Kolmogorov-
Smirnov test was also used to identify the variability between
data sets; the Mann Whitney, paired t-tests, and median tests were
also used for data set comparison.

The THg loads entering the individual WWTPs with wastewater
or leaving them with sludge were calculated by multiplication of
the respective THg concentration (cj) by the daily volume of
wastewater inflow or the amount of daily sewage sludge produc-
tion (V;) (eq. (1)). The per capita THg loads were calculated by
dividing the THg loads by the number of persons in the connected
population (Nj) (eq. (2)). The weighted mean (WM) concentrations
of THg in the raw wastewater and the sludge of the 28 WWTPs are
the sum of individual THg loads divided by the sum of the indi-
vidual wastewater volumes or sewage sludge masses per time (V;)
(eq. (3)). The THg load for all of Switzerland was calculated by
multiplying the weighted mean values with the total Swiss
wastewater flow (3.37 million m3/d) or sewage sludge production
(814 t/d) (FOEN, 2017) (eq. (4)) in 2017 (Vswitzerland)-

THg load WWTP; = c;* V; (1)
~ G* Vi
per capita THg load WWTP; = N (2)
1
VA
WM of the 28 wwips — 2=n(Gi"Vi) (3)
vai
THg load of Switzerland = WM* Vs itzeriand (4)

3. Results and discussion
3.1. Hg concentrations and loads in wastewaters

3.1.1. Raw wastewater

The THg concentrations in the inflows of the 28 WWTPs are
shown in Fig. 2a (for abbreviations, see Table S7). They spanned two
orders of magnitude, from 9 to 750 ng/L, with a median concen-
tration of 57 ng/L; average 110 ng/L (Table 1 and Table S8). The
dissolved Hg concentrations ranged from 0.6 to 59 ng/L and
accounted for 1-27% of the THg (average 7%). Hence, Hg was pre-
dominantly bound to particulate matter (93 + 6%), with a positive
correlation of THg (p = 0.5, p < 0.01) with total suspended solids
(TSS, 30—392 mg/L). When compared to studies in other countries,
the average THg concentration in Switzerland is in the lower range
and comparable with the literature values of WWTP inflows in
Canada, England, or Brazil (Table S6) (Bodaly et al., 1998; Gardner
et al., 2013; Hargreaves et al., 2016; Oliveira et al.,, 2007). It is
interesting to note that this range is 1—2 orders of magnitude lower
than values recently reported in a comprehensive study of China
(average 3400 + 2600 ng/L, max 15,000 ng/L) (Liu et al., 2018). The

four Swiss WWTPs with the highest determined THg concentra-
tions (i.e., ChdF, VISP, VERN, and VEV; Fig. S1) are located in western
Switzerland (Figs. 2a and S1). The region of ChdF, VERN, and VEV is
known for its watch and jewelry industry, which may be a (legacy)
source for Hg; however, this would need further investigation.

As with the THg concentrations in raw wastewaters, the daily
loads of THg spanned over two orders of magnitude, from <0.05 to
39.5 g/d, with an average of 4.8 + 7.7 g/d (Table S8). By comparison,
the TSS loads were 150—52,100 kg/d.

3.1.2. Treated wastewater

The THg in the treated wastewaters ranged from <LOD (0.3 ng/
L) to 92 ng/L (Fig. 2a), with a volumetric weighted mean concen-
tration of 3.8 + 0.4 ng/L (Table S9). These concentrations of a few
tens of ng/L correspond with references to WWTPs that efficiently
remove Hg (Balogh and Nollet, 2008b; Bodaly et al., 1998; Fricke
et al, 2015; Gbondo-Tugbawa et al., 2010; Mao et al., 2016;
Stoichev et al., 2009) (see Table S6). Liu et al. (2018) recently re-
ported an average of 160 ng/L THg in Chinese effluents together
with an overall 95% removal efficiency, but the incoming concen-
trations are much higher than in Switzerland (see section 3.1.1
above). The daily loads of THg in treated wastewater (i.e., the
WWTP effluents) ranged from 3 to 950 mg/d. Our data allowed an
estimation of the wastewater-derived Hg discharge to surface wa-
ters for the entirety of Switzerland of 13 + 1.3 g THg/d, equivalent to
a per capita discharge of 1.6 + 0.16 pug THg/capita/day (Table 1). The
relevance of wastewater-derived Hg discharge to the aquatic
environment is discussed in section 4.1.

3.1.3. Hg retention efficiencies

The studied WWTPs reveal an overall efficient Hg removal from
wastewater of 85—99.7%, with an average of 96 + 4%. Interestingly,
the lowest efficiencies (85—88%) were found in WWTPs that
received the highest dissolved Hg concentrations in their inflowing
wastewaters (i.e., 177—59 ng/L dissolved Hg, equal to 12—17% of
THg), suggesting limited sorption of dissolved Hg to TSS and a
consequently poor elimination efficiency of the dissolved Hg
fraction.

3.2. Concentrations and speciation in sewage sludge

3.2.1. THg concentrations in sewage sludge

The concentrations in sludge from the 28 WWTPs are plotted in
Fig. 2b, together with the percentage of MMHg. The THg concen-
trations of the 2017 campaign ranged from 320 to 1400 ng/g (me-
dian 675 ng/g), as shown in the corresponding box plot. For the
WWTPs studied in 2016, the THg spanned a slightly wider range,
from 160 to 2600 ng/g (median 445 ng/g) (see Fig. 1, Fig. S4, and
Table S13). The variability between the two campaigns within in-
dividual WWTPs was about 20%, with the majority of the WWTPs
(16 of 28) differing by less than 10%, thereby confirming small
temporal variations, as reported by Vriens et al. (2017) for other
major and trace elements. The measured THg concentrations are
largely in line with long-term monitoring data of the Swiss cantons
and with published data from various European countries
(~100—3000 ng/g) (AWEL, 2017; Canton de Vaud, 2017; Canton de
Vaud, 2018; Clara and Scheffknecht, 2016; Hittinger and Pichler,
2007; Kanton Aargau, 2015; Wiechmann et al., 2013).

3.2.2. Hg speciation in sewage sludge

The only organic species found with GC-ICP-MS analysis was
MMHg (no peaks that could correspond to ethylated or phenyl-Hg
forms were present); the MMHg concentrations in sewage sludge
ranged from <LOD (0.11 ng/g) to 8.6 ng/g (median 0.7 ng/g). The
GC-ICP-MS analyses further revealed that the majority of Hg was
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Fig. 2. a) THg concentrations in raw wastewaters and in treated wastewaters collected in 2017 from 28 Swiss wastewater treatment plants (WWTPs). The box plots show the
medians (thick lines), means (stars), quartiles (25, 75%) (box), whiskers (1.5 times the interquartile range), and the outliers. The concentrations in the treated wastewater were
below the detection limit (0.3 ng/L) in BIRS and ZUE. b) THg concentrations in sewage sludge and the percentage of monomethyl-Hg (MMHg) versus THg. MMHg concentrations
that were below the detection limit were set to 0.08 ng/g (LOD/ \/2); marked by a star). MMHg was not determined in VISP and CHI. ¢) Per capita THg loads calculated from the
concentration in the raw wastewater inflow and the number of connected persons. The full names of the WWTPs are listed in the supporting Table S7, and their locations shown in

the supporting Fig. S1.

present as IHg (median 84%, see Table S10). As shown in Fig. 2b,
MMHg represented up to 0.8% of the THg. The determined MMHg
concentrations are very similar to values reported in other studies
from around the globe (Balogh and Nollet, 2008b; Bodaly et al.,
1998; Gbondo-Tugbawa et al., 2010; Gilmour and Bloom, 1995;
Liu et al,, 2018; Mao et al., 2016). Such low MMHg concentrations in
the sludges suggest that MMHg in the treated wastewater is most
likely below the detection limit.

3.3. Detailed study of Hg loads and variability within the treatment
process

3.3.1. Wastewater treatment chain

In raw wastewater of the Zurich-Werdhoelzli WWTP, which was
continuously sampled for eight days, the THg varied between 45
and 73 ng/L on working days (average 59 ng/L), and between 29 and
32 ng/L on the weekend (see Fig. S5 and Table S11). Along the
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Table 1
Summary of Hg concentration ranges and daily loads measured in raw wastewater (inflow), sewage sludge, and treated wastewater (outflow) of the 28 studied wastewater
treatment plants, as well as loads extrapolated for the entire country of Switzerland based on the weighted means (WM).

Raw wastewater Sludge Treated wastewater
THg THg MMHg THg
Range 9-750 ng/L 320—-1400 ng/g <LOD (0.11)—8.6 ng/g <LOD (0.3)-92 ng/L
Average 110 + 150 ng/L 720 + 280 ng/g 1.6 + 2.1 ng/g 8 + 20 ng/L
Median 57 ng/L 674 nglg 0.7 ng/g 0.9 ng/L
Weighted mean 104 + 28 ng/L 656 + 108 ng/g 1.5+ 0.2 ng/g 3.8 + 0.4 ng/L
Load of the entire country of Switzerland
Daily load 2017 (g/d) 350 + 90 530 + 90 1.2+02 13+13
Annual load 2017 (kgly) 130 + 30 190 + 30 0.5+0.1 4.7 £ 0.5
Per-capita (pg/capita/d) 43 + 11 64 + 11 0.15 + 0.03 16 + 1.6
THg: total mercury; MMHg: monomethyl mercury.
treatment stages depicted in Fig. 3, the THg decreased from the different treatment steps, indicating no significant

52 + 16 ng/L in the inflow to 22 + 2 ng/L after the primary clarifier,
to 9 + 2 ng/L after the final sand filter, and to < LOD (0.3 ng/L) in the
treated outflow (removal efficiency 99.5%). The highest THg con-
centrations along the treatment train (203 + 56 ng/L) were present
in the return sludge, which recirculates a major part of the activated
sludge back to the bioreactor inflow to maintain microbial activity
(Fig. 3). This loop causes an approximately 5-fold enrichment of Hg
in the biological treatment stage (103 + 3 ng/L, note that the me-
dian sludge age is 27 days).

Of the solids, the suspended solids of the preliminary clarifier
were the most heavily burdened with THg (416 + 28 ng/g), and
hence contributed the largest share of THg in the dewatered
sewage sludge (465 + 40 ng/g, Fig. 3). In the activated sludge
treatment (bioreactor), which includes nitrification, denitrification,
and phosphorus precipitation, the THg in the suspended solids
decreased to 163 + 3 ng/g.

MMHg was also analyzed in the suspended matter and sewage
sludge. The concentrations were between 0.2 and 1.6 ng/g, ac-
counting for 0.1-0.9% of the THg (Fig. 3). The proportion of MMHg
was therefore in the same range as found in the sewage sludge of
the other 27 WWTPs. Further, MMHg remained quite stable along

transformation.

3.3.2. Sludge incineration

The Zurich-Werdhoelzli WWTP incinerates its own dewatered
sludge (29,970 tin 2017) and sludge from other WWTPs (53,670 t in
2017), with an estimated THg load of 37.1 kg/y (79,720 t of sludge in
2017, 465 THg ng/g). For the years 2016—2018, the reported THg
concentration in the incineration ash was in the range of
100—430 ng/g, while the residues from flue gas treatment showed
100 times higher THg concentrations of 11—41 pg/g (Schaffliitzel,
2019). In Switzerland, the legal limit for THg in incineration
exhaust is 0.05 mg/m? (SFC, 2018). The Zurich-Werdhoelzli WWTP
reported a daily average THg concentration in the exhaust gas of
0.016 mg/m?, which, in 2017, resulted in ~1.7 kg (~5%) THg expelled
to the atmosphere (Abegglen, 2018). This indicates that most of the
Hg is volatilized in the incineration process but is then recaptured
in the flue gas treatment, after the separation of the fly and bottom
ash (van Velzen et al., 2002). Hence, the major fraction of Hg is not
found in the incineration ash, but in the flue gas treatment residues.
The overall retention efficiency of the sewage sludge incineration
was ~95%. Combined with the >99.5% removal by the wastewater

WWTP Zurich-Werdhoelzli

Inflow

163 + 3 ng THg/g

<0.07% MMHg

416 + 28 ng THg/g

| 0.2+0.1% MMHg

Fat + external fat
72 + 11 ng THo/g

0.9+0.3% MMHg

Return sludge
203 + 56 ng THg/L

Predigestion
479 + 132 ng THg/g

0.3+0.2% MMHg

Digestion

Surplus activated sludge

491 + 61 ng THg/g
0.2+0.2% MMHg

Outflow

Treated exhaust gas

-~
Residue
11-41 ug THg/g

Flue gas
treatment

Incineration Ash
100-430 ng THg/g

Dewatered sludge
465 £ 40 ng THg/g

0.3+0.3% MMHg

-- Dewatered sludge

from other WWTPs

Landfill

Fig. 3. Flowchart for total mercury (THg) concentrations, mercury speciation in sewage sludge, and wastewater along the treatment steps of the WWTP Zurich-Werdhoelzli in
September 2017 (detailed study, Table S12). The THg concentrations are given in ng/L for liquid phases (orange and blue) and in ng/g for solid phases (brown); the standard
deviation was calculated from replicate digests and replicate samples. The percentage of monomethyl mercury (MMHg) is also indicated. The Hg follows the solid phase by
sedimentation into the sludge digestion. The sewage sludge is incinerated after digestion. The THg retention efficiency of the Zurich-Werdhoelzli WWTP was >99.5% for the water
treatment and about 95% for sludge incineration. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the Web version of this article.)
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treatment, a grand total of 95% of the Hg was therefore retained by
the WWTP. Even though some THg is expelled to the atmosphere
through sludge incineration, the WWTPs efficiently remove most
THg from wastewater and allow its storage in hazardous waste
landfills.

3.4. Total and per-capita loads in raw wastewater

The weighted mean THg concentration of raw wastewaters
(104 + 28 ng/L) and the total wastewater flow of Switzerland gave
an estimated annual Hg input of 130 + 30 kg/y (Table 1). For
Switzerland, which has 8.29 million people connected (FOEN, 2017)
to WWTPs (98% of population in 2016), this corresponds to a per-
capita load of 43 + 11 pg/capita/d. Hence, the Swiss average is
comparable with estimations made for Austria (55 pg/capita/d)
(Reisinger et al., 2009), the city of Frankfurt (59 pg/capita/d) (Fricke
et al.,, 2015), or Sweden (67 pg/capita/d) (Sorme and Lagerkvist,
2002). Two of the 28 WWTPs, namely Visp (620 pg THg/capita/d)
and La Chaux-de-Fonds (ChdF; 210 pg THg/capita/d), had excep-
tionally high per-capita loads; these WWTPs are located in catch-
ments that are strongly influenced by chemical and watchmaking
industries. By contrast, for the Zurich-Werdhoelzli WWTP that has
a much smaller proportion of industrial wastewater, the THg flux in
the raw wastewater was 8 + 3 g THg/d, with a corresponding per
capita load of 19 + 6 pug THg/capita/d (Table S11).

Since only a minor fraction of the total Hg input to WWTPs is
released into surface waters, and since most THg is retained in the
sewage sludge, the total mass of THg retained in the annually
produced sewage sludge represents an independent estimate of the
THg flow into Swiss WWTP. From the weighted mean THg con-
centration in sewage sludge and the annual Swiss sludge produc-
tion, a THg load of 190 + 30 kg/y was calculated (Table 1). This
sludge-based estimate is about 50% higher than the THg load
calculated from THg in raw wastewater. However, sludge is
believed to provide a better estimate since the sludge samples
integrate longer time periods than the aqueous phase.

4. Environmental implications

4.1. Relevance of wastewater-derived Hg discharge to the aquatic
environment

In the following, we estimate the extent to which the discharge
of wastewater can contribute to Hg amounts in riverine water. In
2017, the combined average flow of the four rivers that drain
Switzerland was 194 million m3/d (NADUF, 2017), with the vast
majority discharged by the Rhine (71%) and Rhone (23%) rivers
(Fig. 1). The total treated wastewater discharge of the 28 WWTPs
amounted to 1.28 million m?/d, or 0.49 m>/d per capita for the 2.6
million connected people. Hence, an amount of =4.1 million m>/
d of wastewater is estimated for the entire country of Switzerland
(8.29 million connected population in 2017), equaling =2.1% of the
average riverine discharge from Switzerland, as mentioned above
(FOEN, 2017).

Recent THg measurements in Swiss surface waters are scarce,
and the concentrations are often below the LOD (<10, <5 ng/L)
(Ritscher et al., 2018). However, the Rhine River monitoring station
at the Swiss border with Germany has regularly measured THg in
suspended solids and in water since 1994 (Fig. S6). For the period of
1994—2017, the range of 5-year averages of THg concentrations was
2.7—4.5 ng/L, with an average of 3.3 + 0.8 ng/L in suspended solids,
and below LOD (5 ng/L) for the truly dissolved THg in water
(Mazacek, 2019). Yearly loads, calculated from the available THg
concentrations, are shown in Fig. S6 and range from 30 to 378 kg/y
(mean 137 + 90 kg/y). Based on these long-term data for the Rhine

Raw wastewater
130+30 kg/y
(35090 g/d)
(15.7 mg/capita/y)
\\\ Total riverine discharge
*, 140-350 kg/y
,/ (400-1000 g/d)
WWTPs / (17-41 mg/capita/y)
WWTP discharge
4.7+0.5 kg/y
(123+1.3 g/d)
Sewage sludge (0.57 mg/capita/y)

Fig. 4. Estimated total mercury (THg) loads of the Swiss WWTPs and their contribu-
tion to the THg load in surface waters at the Swiss border. The THg contribution of
WWTPs to surface waters is small, at about 1.5—3%. Examples of potential diffuse
sources are atmospheric deposition, soil erosion and runoff, agricultural chemicals, and
historical sources, such as Hg in lake sediments from earlier sedimentation (Yernet and
Thomas, 1972).

River, which actually captures 71% of the entire surface water
discharge of Switzerland, we can conclude that the average THg
concentrations in Swiss rivers range between 3.8 and 6.3 ng/L,
equaling an estimated Hg discharge from Switzerland of some
160—290 kg/y (mean 197 kg/y).

Finally, the total flux of THg in treated wastewater from the 28
investigated WWTPs was calculated and extrapolated to the whole
of Switzerland (note that >97% of the country is connected to
WWTPs). The estimated combined THg discharged from all the
WWTPs in Switzerland was 13 g/d (4.7 kg/y), which corresponds to
a total Hg contribution from treated wastewater of some 1.5—3%
(mean 2.4%) of the riverine Hg loads (Fig. 4).

The Swiss limit for Hg concentrations in surface water is defined
as 30 ng/L THg and 10 ng/L dissolved Hg after thorough mixing of a
potential wastewater inflow (EU max. yearly average is 50 ng/L)
(Behra et al., 1993; Behra et al., 1994; EC, 2008; SFC, 2020). The THg
contributions of the 28 WWTPs to the receiving rivers were
calculated based on river water discharge being representative for
95% of the time (FOEN, 1992). The resulting THg concentrations of
<0.01-8.5 ng/L (THg) meet the legal requirements; however, in
some cases, they are close to the ecotoxicological quality criterion
of 10 ng/L (Behra et al,, 1993; Behra et al,, 1994; SFC, 2020). At
present, no more Hg point sources are known that contribute to
surface waters in Switzerland; therefore, diffuse sources are likely
the main contributors to Hg in Swiss rivers. Potential diffuse
sources could include atmospheric deposition, erosion and runoff,
historical sources (e.g., Hg in lake sediments (Diez et al., 2018;
Yernet and Thomas, 1972)), or other unspecified sources.

Although emissions of Hg have declined significantly in
Switzerland in the last decade (EMEP, 2015), the mean direct at-
mospheric deposition rate to surface waters is still estimated at
11 g/km?/year (with more than 99% originating from emission
sources outside the country) (EMEP, 2015). The total direct atmo-
spheric deposition to the Swiss surface water bodies alone
(1734 km?) therefore amounts to 52 g/d Hg, which is 5—27% of the
riverine THg load (see above).

Soil erosion can also be a source of Hg to rivers. For an erosion
rate of 0.4 t/y/ha (Mosimann et al., 1991) from Swiss farmland
(4071 km?) (BFS, 2009) with a mean soil Hg content of 45 pg/kg
(range 20—70 pg/kg) (Selin, 2009), this flux amounts to 20 g/d Hg,
thereby accounting for 2—10% of the riverine THg loads (see above).
Rainfall and glacier melt are likely only very minor contributors, at
<1% (Blanc and Schadler, 2014), similar to exfiltration of ground-
water (Fricke et al., 2015).
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Fig. 5. Timeline for sludge production in Switzerland and annual total mercury (THg)
concentrations (brown and orange columns, left y-axis) compared to the percentage of
the population connected to WWTPs and the use of sludge in agriculture (green and
black symbols, right y-axis), modified after (Kiilling et al., 2002). The use of sludge in
agriculture has been prohibited in Switzerland since 2006. The data shown for 2016
and 2017 are data based on the calculated volume weighted means of 64 and 28
WWTPs in 2016 and 2017 (this study), respectively. THg concentrations in sludge were
not determined in the years 1974 and 1980. (For interpretation of the references to
color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the Web version of this article.)

4.2. Contamination of soils by Hg in sewage sludge

Given its high content in essential elements, such as phos-
phorus, for which resources are getting more and more scarce (EC,
2018), sewage sludge is an attractive fertilizer in many regions
worldwide (Mattsson et al., 2017; Mayer et al., 2016; Mulchandani
and Westerhoff, 2016; Nancharaiah et al., 20163, 2016b; Olofsson
et al., 2012; Vriens et al., 2017). As shown in Fig. 5, the estimated
annual THg load of sewage sludge in Switzerland decreased from
612 kg/y in 1984 (170 kt/y of sludge, THg concentration 3600 ng/g)
(Laube and Vonplon, 2004) to 176 + 28 kg/y in 2017 (268 kt/y of
sludge, THg concentration 656 + 108 ng/g, this study). Hence, a
significant reduction in both Hg concentrations and loads can be
observed, despite the 50% increase in sewage sludge production in
the same time period (Fig. 5) (Kiilling et al., 2002). Declining THg
concentrations in sewage sludge were also observed in other
countries, such as Germany (4.8 mg/kg in 1977 to 0.6 mg/kg in
2002—2006) (Wiechmann et al., 2013), Austria, the UK, Sweden
(2.5 mg/kg in 1987 to 0.5 mg/kg in 2010—2012) (Swedish EPA,
2014), and the USA (e.g., New Jersey 3.6 mg/kg in 1983 to
1.47 mg/kg in 2003) (State of New Jersey, 2003). In Switzerland, as a
result of application restrictions, the use of sewage sludge as a
fertilizer strongly decreased from 70% to 20% between 1980 and
2002 (Fig. 5) (Laube and Vonplon, 2004). In 2006, sewage sludge
spreading was completely banned in Switzerland and all sludge has
since been incinerated (SFC, 2011).

Where sewage sludge is still used as a fertilizer in agriculture,
Hg is distributed again in the environment and can pose a risk to
human health and the ecosystem (EPA, 1972, 2002). In our study,
THg concentrations in sewage sludge ranged from 320 to 1400 ng

THg/g (Table S10). Consequently, when compared to background
soil and sediment concentrations (unpolluted soils 100 ng/g
(Adriano, 1986) to 232 ng/g natural background (Remy et al., 2002,
2006)) or organic fertilizers (cattle and pig slurry 20—200 ng/g,
manure 30—50 ng/g, bio compost 150 ng/g) (Hittinger and Pichler),
sewage sludge can contribute substantially to Hg in agricultural
soils. The THg concentrations and the ratios of MMHg/THg in
sewage sludge were comparable to those in soils (0.6% MMHg)
(Grigal, 2003) and sediments (up to 2% in lake sediments) (Jiang
et al., 2011).

5. Conclusions

Our nationwide survey shows that THg concentrations in
sewage sludge and treated wastewaters are in the same range as in
other developed regions around the globe. The geographic setting
of Switzerland, with its main rivers originating within the country,
and with almost the entire population connected to WWTPs,
allowed an estimation of the mean per-capita loads and the share of
wastewater-derived Hg inputs to receiving rivers. Further, the well
documented fluxes of wastewater, sewage sludge production rates,
and river discharge in Switzerland, enabled a nationwide quanti-
tative assessment of (i) the fluxes of Hg into WWTPs, (ii) the extent
of Hg removal and the concomitant Hg accumulation in sewage
sludge and (iii) the importance of wastewater treatment plants as
sources for Hg in receiving streams.

The derived mean per-capita loads of ~16 mg/year in raw
wastewater and 0.6 mg/year in treated wastewater are valuable
proxies to estimate Hg loads elsewhere. For example, extrapolation
to the population of Europe (746 million people in 2018) yields a
total amount of 11,700 kg/year of Hg in raw wastewater, with
425 kglyear discharged to surface waters. Although these are
considerable quantities, our study indicated that the amount of Hg
discharged by WWTPs into rivers in Switzerland is marginal (<3%)
compared to the total riverine Hg export from Switzerland. Thus,
the main share of the riverine Hg originates from other diffuse and
point sources (e.g., atmospheric deposition, erosion and runoff,
legacy sites) that need further investigation.

Annual mean Hg concentrations in sewage sludge were signif-
icantly reduced (~fivefold) since the 1980s and have leveled at
concentrations below 1000 ng/g for the past 10 years, demon-
strating the effectiveness of the imposed regulations. Our survey
further confirmed that WWTPs effectively reduce the release of Hg
resulting from anthropogenic activities into surface waters, pro-
vided the sewage sludge is disposed of properly and not used as
fertilizer in agriculture. This study provides valuable baseline es-
timates that contribute to the goals of the global Minamata
Convention and will be of interest to stakeholders in the fields of
wastewater treatment, environmental chemistry, ecology, toxi-
cology, and environmental remediation related to mercury.

Declaration of competing interest

The authors declare that they have no known competing
financial interests or personal relationships that could have
appeared to influence the work reported in this paper.

Acknowledgements

The project was co-funded by the Swiss Federal Office for the
Environment (FOEN). We thank Sarah Liischer, David Haaf, Numa
Pfenninger, Irene Brunner, Rosi Sieber, Brian Sinnet, and Caroline
Stengel for analytical and GIS support at Eawag; Muris Korkaric,
Marion Junghans, and Renata Behra for support with ecotoxico-
logical information and guidelines; the Swiss cantons and the



E. Suess et al. / Water Research 175 (2020) 115708 9

WWTPs for sample collection and delivery; Edith Durisch, Daniel
Rensch, and Jelena Srejic from AWEL Zurich, and Urs von Arx, Josef
Tremp, and Saskia Zimmermann-Steffens from FOEN for informa-
tion exchange and discussions. We further thank Christian Abeg-
glen, Rey Eyer and Martin Schaffliitzel (Entsorgung + Recycling
Zirich) for sampling at the WWTP Zurich-Werdhoelzli and for data
on flue gas residues, as well as Jan Mazacek and Reto Dolf of the
Amt fiir Umwelt und Energie Basel-Stadt (AUE BS) for data of the
Rhine station in Weil am Rhein and for helpful discussions.

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2020.115708.

References

Aargau, Kanton, 2015. Digitaler Datensatz zu den Klarschlammuntersuchungen
2015. Department Bau, Verkehr und Umwelt, Abteilung fiir Umwelt, Aarau,
Switzerland.

Abegglen, C., December 2018. Waste Management and Recycling of the City of
Zurich. personal communication, Switzerland.

Adriano, D.C., 1986. Trace Elements in the Terrestrial Environment. Springer-Verlag,
New York, p. 533.

Agilent, 2011. Successful Low Level Mercury Analysis Using the Agilent 7700 Series
ICP-MS. Agilent Inc.

AWEL. Amt fiir Abfall, Wasser, 2017. Energie und Luft, Kanton Ziirich (2010-2017).
In: Quartalsweise Datenerhebung fiir Schwermetalle in Klarschlimmen des
Kantons Ziirich.

Balogh, S., Liang, L., 1995. Mercury pathways in municipal wastewater treatment
plants. Water Air Soil Pollut. 80 (1—4), 1181-1190.

Balogh, S.J., Nollet, Y.H., 2008a. Mercury mass balance at a wastewater treatment
plant employing sludge incineration with offgas mercury control. Sci. Total
Environ. 389 (1), 125—-131.

Balogh, S.J., Nollet, Y.H., 2008b. Methylmercury input to the Mississippi River from a
large metropolitan wastewater treatment plant. Sci. Total Environ. 406 (1),
145-153.

Balogh, SJ., Engstrom, D.R.,, Almendinger, J.E., Meyer, M.L, Johnson, D.K., 1999.
History of mercury loading in the upper Mississippi river reconstructed from
the sediments of lake Pepin. Environ. Sci. Technol. 33 (19), 3297—3302.

Behra, R., Genoni, G., Sigg, L., 1993. Festlegung der Qualitatsziele fiir Metalle und
Metalloid in Fliessgewdssern: wissenschaftliche Grundlagen. Gas. Wasser,
Abwasser 73 (12), 942—-951.

Behra, R., Genoni, G.P,, Sigg, L., 1994. Festlegung von Qualitatszielen fiir Metalle in
FlieBgewdssern. EAWAG news 36D.

BFS, 2009. Bodennutzung der Schweiz. Bundesamt fiir Statistik, Sektion Geo-
information, Neuchatel, Switzerland. https://www.bfs.admin.ch/bfs/de/home/
statistiken/raum-umwelt/bodennutzung-bedeckung/landwirtschaftsflaechen.
html.

Bianchini, A., Bonfiglioli, L., Pellegrini, M., Saccani, C., 2016. Sewage sludge man-
agement in Europe: a critical analysis of data quality. Int. J. Environ. Waste
Manag. 18 (3), 226—238.

Blanc, P, Schadler, B., 2014. Water in Switzerland—an overview. In: Swiss Hydro-
logical Commission. Bern, Switzerland.

Bodaly, R.A., Rudd, W.M,, Flett, R.J., 1998. Effect of urban sewage treatment on total
and methyl mercury concentrations in effluents. Biogeochemistry 40 (2/3),
279-291.

Bravo, A.G., Bouchet, S., Amouroux, D., Poté, J., Dominik, J., 2011. Distribution of
mercury and organic matter in particle-size classes in sediments contaminated
by a waste water treatment plant: Vidy Bay, Lake Geneva, Switzerland.
J. Environ. Monit. 13 (4), 974—982.

Cantinho, P., Matos, M., Trancoso, M.A., dos Santos, M.M.C., 2016. Behaviour and fate
of metals in urban wastewater treatment plants: a review. Int. J. Environ. Sci.
Technol. 13 (1), 359—386.

Canton de Vaud, 2018. Bilans 2017 de I'’épuration vaudoise. Canton de Vaud, Lau-
sanne, Switzerland. http://www.vd.ch/themes/environnement/eaux/
protection-des-eaux/evacuation-et-epuration-des-eaux/stations-depuration-
des-eaux-usees-step/.

Canton de Vaud, 2017. Bilans 2016 de I'épuration vaudoise. Canton de Vaud, Lau-
sanne, Switzerland. http://www.vd.ch/themes/environnement/eaux/
protection-des-eaux/evacuation-et-epuration-des-eaux/stations-depuration-
des-eaux-usees-step/.

Carletti, G., Fatone, F,, Bolzonella, D., Cecchi, F., 2008. Occurrence and fate of heavy
metals in large wastewater treatment plants treating municipal and industrial
wastewaters. Water Sci. Technol. 57 (9), 1329—-1336.

Chen, J., 2009. ICP-mass Spectrometry, Application Note. Determination of Mercury
in Wastewater by Inductively Coupled Plasma-Mass Spectrometry. Perkin Elmer
Inc., Shelton, CT 06484, USA.

Clara, M., Scheffknecht, C., 2016. Klarschlamm und Boden: Eintrag von Spuren-
stoffen auf landwirtschaftlich geniitzte Boden. Amt der Vorarlberger

Landesregierung, Bregenz, Austria.

Diez, E.G., Graham, N.D., Loizeau, J.-L., 2018. Total and methyl-mercury seasonal
particulate fluxes in the water column of a large lake (Lake Geneva,
Switzerland). Environ. Sci. Pollut. Control Ser. 25 (21), 21086—21096.

EC, 2008. Directive 2008/105/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of
16 December 2008 on Environmental Quality Standards in the Field of Water
Policy, Amending and Subsequently Repealing Council Directives 82/176/EEC,
83/513/EEC, 84/156/EEC, 84/491/EEC, 86/280/EEC and Amending Directive
2000/60/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council. European
Commission.

EC, 2018. Report on Critical Raw Materials and the Circular Economy, Commission
Staff Working Document. European Commission.

EMEP, 2015. Hg Emission Data from Switzerland. European Monitoring and Eval-
uation Programme. https://emep.int.

EPA, 1972. National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES). U.S. Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, Washington, DC. http://www.epa.gov/npdes/
about-npdes.

EPA, 2002. Federal Water Pollution Control Act. US. Environmental Protection
Agency, Washington, DC. http://www.epa.gov/laws-regulations/summary-
clean-water-act.

EU, 2013. Directive 2013/39/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 12
August 2013 Amending Directives 2000/60/EC and 2008/105/EC as Regards
Priority Substances in the Field of Water Policy. European Union. https://eur-
lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/2013/39/oj.

EU, 2017. Science for environment policy: tackling mercury pollution in the EU and
worldwide. In-depth report 15 produced for the European Commission. In: DG
Environment by the Science Communication Unit, University of the West of
England. European Union, Bristol. http://ec.europa.eu/science-environment-
policy.

FOEN, 1992. Information Systems and Methods: Q347 Flow Rate. Swiss Federal
Office for the Environment, Bern, Switzerland. http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/
en/home/topics/water/state/water-methods/information-systems-and-
methods-q347-flow-rate.html.

FOEN, 2000. Biogeographical Regions of Switzerland. Swiss Federal Office for the
Environment, Bern, Switzerland. https://opendata.swiss/en/dataset/
biogeographische-regionen-der-schweiz-ch.

FOEN, 2012. Effluent Sludge. Swiss Federal Office for the Environment, Bern,
Switzerland. http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/en/home/topics/waste/guide-to-
waste-a-z/biodegradable-waste/types-of-waste/effluent-sludge.html.

Fricke, 1., Gotz, R., Schleyer, R., Piittmann, W., 2015. Analysis of sources and sinks of
mercury in the urban water cycle of Frankfurt am main, Germany. Water 7 (11),
6097-6116.

Gardner, M., Jones, V., Comber, S., Scrimshaw, M.D., Coello-Garcia, T., Cartmell, E.,
Lester, J., Ellor, B., 2013. Performance of UK wastewater treatment works with
respect to trace contaminants. Sci. Total Environ. 456, 359—369.

Gbondo-Tugbawa, S.S., McAlear, J.A., Driscoll, C.T., Sharpe, C.W., 2010. Total and
methyl mercury transformations and mass loadings within a wastewater
treatment plant and the impact of the effluent discharge to an alkaline
hypereutrophic lake. Water Res. 44 (9), 2863—2875.

Gilmour, C.C,, Bloom, N.S., 1995. A case study of mercury and methylmercury dy-
namics in a Hg-contaminated municipal wastewater treatment plant. Water,
Air, Soil Pollut. 80 (1—4), 799—803.

Goldstone, MLE., Atkinson, C., Kirk, PW.W,, Lester, ].N., 1990. The behaviour of heavy
metals during wastewater treatment IIl. Mercury and arsenic. Sci. Total Environ.
95, 271-294.

Grigal, D.F, 2003. Mercury sequestration in forests and peatlands: a review.
J. Environ. Qual. 32 (2), 393—405.

Guo, W,, Hu, S., Wang, X, Zhang, ]., Jin, L., Zhu, Z., Zhang, H., 2011. Application of ion
molecule reaction to eliminate WO interference on mercury determination in
soil and sediment samples by ICP-MS. J. Anal. Atomic Spectrom. 26 (6), 1198.

Hargreaves, AJ., Vale, P., Whelan, J., Constantino, C., Dotro, G., Cartmell, E., 2016.
Mercury and antimony in wastewater: fate and treatment. Water, Air, Soil
Pollut. 227 (3).

Hittinger, H., Pichler, F. Stoffflussbetrachtung, 2007. Quecksilber aus kommunalen
steierischen Klarschlimmen. Amt der Steiermdrkischen Landesregierung.
Fachabteilung 19D, Graz, Austria.

Hojdova, M., Rohovec, J., Chrastny, V., Penizek, V., Navratil, T.,, 2015. The influence of
sample drying procedures on mercury concentrations analyzed in soils. Bull.
Environ. Contam. Toxicol. 94 (5), 570—576.

Jiang, S., Liu, X.D., Chen, Q.Q., 2011. Distribution of total mercury and methylmer-
cury in lake sediments in Arctic Ny-Alesund. Chemosphere 83 (8), 1108—1116.

Jones, V., Gardner, M., Ellor, B., 2014. Concentrations of trace substances in sewage
sludge from 28 wastewater treatment works in the UK. Chemosphere 111,
478—484.

Koch, M., 2002. Quellenermittlung von Schadstoffen in kommunalen Abwdssern
und Sedimenten, PhD Thesis. Technische Universitat Berlin, Berlin, Germany.
https://doi.org/10.14279/depositonce-487.

Kocman, D., Wilson, S.J., Amos, H.M., Telmer, K.H., Steenhuisen, F,, Sunderland, E.M.,
Mason, R.P, Outridge, P., Horvat, M., 2017. Toward an assessment of the global
inventory of present-day mercury releases to freshwater environments. Int. J.
Environ. Res. Publ. Health 14 (2), 138.

FOEN, 2017. Kommunale Abwasserreinigung. Swiss Federal Office for the Environ-
ment. Bern, Switzerland. http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/de/home/themen/
wasser/fachinformationen/massnahmen-zum-schutz-der-gewaesser/
abwasserreinigung/kommunale-abwasserreinigung.html.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2020.115708
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref11
https://www.bfs.admin.ch/bfs/de/home/statistiken/raum-umwelt/bodennutzung-bedeckung/landwirtschaftsflaechen.html
https://www.bfs.admin.ch/bfs/de/home/statistiken/raum-umwelt/bodennutzung-bedeckung/landwirtschaftsflaechen.html
https://www.bfs.admin.ch/bfs/de/home/statistiken/raum-umwelt/bodennutzung-bedeckung/landwirtschaftsflaechen.html
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref17
http://www.vd.ch/themes/environnement/eaux/protection-des-eaux/evacuation-et-epuration-des-eaux/stations-depuration-des-eaux-usees-step/
http://www.vd.ch/themes/environnement/eaux/protection-des-eaux/evacuation-et-epuration-des-eaux/stations-depuration-des-eaux-usees-step/
http://www.vd.ch/themes/environnement/eaux/protection-des-eaux/evacuation-et-epuration-des-eaux/stations-depuration-des-eaux-usees-step/
http://www.vd.ch/themes/environnement/eaux/protection-des-eaux/evacuation-et-epuration-des-eaux/stations-depuration-des-eaux-usees-step/
http://www.vd.ch/themes/environnement/eaux/protection-des-eaux/evacuation-et-epuration-des-eaux/stations-depuration-des-eaux-usees-step/
http://www.vd.ch/themes/environnement/eaux/protection-des-eaux/evacuation-et-epuration-des-eaux/stations-depuration-des-eaux-usees-step/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref25
https://emep.int
http://www.epa.gov/npdes/about-npdes
http://www.epa.gov/npdes/about-npdes
http://www.epa.gov/laws-regulations/summary-clean-water-act
http://www.epa.gov/laws-regulations/summary-clean-water-act
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/2013/39/oj
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/2013/39/oj
http://ec.europa.eu/science-environment-policy
http://ec.europa.eu/science-environment-policy
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/en/home/topics/water/state/water--methods/information-systems-and-methods--q347-flow-rate.html
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/en/home/topics/water/state/water--methods/information-systems-and-methods--q347-flow-rate.html
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/en/home/topics/water/state/water--methods/information-systems-and-methods--q347-flow-rate.html
https://opendata.swiss/en/dataset/biogeographische-regionen-der-schweiz-ch
https://opendata.swiss/en/dataset/biogeographische-regionen-der-schweiz-ch
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/en/home/topics/waste/guide-to-waste-a-z/biodegradable-waste/types-of-waste/effluent-sludge.html
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/en/home/topics/waste/guide-to-waste-a-z/biodegradable-waste/types-of-waste/effluent-sludge.html
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref45
https://doi.org/10.14279/depositonce-487
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref47
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/de/home/themen/wasser/fachinformationen/massnahmen-zum-schutz-der-gewaesser/abwasserreinigung/kommunale-abwasserreinigung.html
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/de/home/themen/wasser/fachinformationen/massnahmen-zum-schutz-der-gewaesser/abwasserreinigung/kommunale-abwasserreinigung.html
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/de/home/themen/wasser/fachinformationen/massnahmen-zum-schutz-der-gewaesser/abwasserreinigung/kommunale-abwasserreinigung.html

10 E. Suess et al. / Water Research 175 (2020) 115708

Kiilling, D.R., Stadelmann, F.X., Candinas, T., 2002. Nahrstoffe und Schwermetalle im
Klarschlamm 1975 - 1999. Agrarforschung Schweiz 9 (5), 200—205.

Laube, A., Vonplon, A., 2004. Klarschlammentsorgung in der Schweiz — Mengen-
und Kapazitatserhebung. Swiss Federal Office for the Environment, Bern,
Switzerland. http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/de/home/themen/abfall/
publikationen-studien/publikationen/klaerschlammentsorgung-schweiz.html.

Liu, M., Du, P, Yu, C,, He, Y., Zhang, H., Sun, X,, Lin, H., Luo, Y., Xie, H., Guo, ], Tong, Y.,
Zhang, Q., Chen, L., Zhang, W., Li, X., Wang, X., 2018. Increases of total mercury
and methylmercury releases from municipal sewage into environment in China
and implications. Environ. Sci. Technol. 52 (1), 124—134.

Lomonte, C., Gregory, D., Baker, A.J., Kolev, S.D., 2008. Comparative study of hotplate
wet digestion methods for the determination of mercury in biosolids. Che-
mosphere 72 (10), 1420—1424.

Mahbub, K.R., Krishnan, K., Naidu, R., Andrews, S., Megharaj, M., 2017. Mercury
toxicity to terrestrial biota. Ecol. Indicat. 74, 451—462.

Mao, Y., Cheng, L., Ma, B., Cai, Y., 2016. The fate of mercury in municipal wastewater
treatment plants in China: significance and implications for environmental
cycling. J. Hazard Mater. 306, 1-7.

Mattsson, A., Finnson, A., I'Ons, D., 2017. Heavy metal content of Swedish municipal
wastewater sludge - status and goals. Water Sci. Technol. 76 (4), 869—876.
Mayer, B.K., Baker, L.A. Boyer, T.H., Drechsel, P, Gifford, M., Hanjra, M.A.,
Parameswaran, P, Stoltzfus, J., Westerhoff, P., Rittmann, B.E., 2016. Total value of

phosphorus recovery. Environ. Sci. Technol. 50 (13), 6606—6620.

Mazacek, J., June 2019. Office of Environmental Protection and Energy, Canton
Basel-Country, Liestal, Switzerland, Personal Communication.

Mosimann, T., Maillard, A., Musy, A., Neyroud, J., Riittimann, M., Weisskopf, P., 1991.
Erosionsbekdampfung in Ackerbaugebieten: Ein Leitfaden fiir die Bodenhaltung.
Nationales Forschungsprogramm Nutzung des Bodens in der Schweiz. Liebe-
feld-Bern, Switzerland.

Mulchandani, A., Westerhoff, P., 2016. Recovery opportunities for metals and energy
from sewage sludges. Bioresour. Technol. 215, 215—-226.

NADUF, 2017. National River Monitoring and Survey Programme. Swiss Federal
Office for the Environment. http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/en/home/topics/
water/state/water-monitoring-networks/national-surface-water-quality-
monitoring-programme-nawa-/national-river-monitoring-and-survey-
programme-naduf-.html.

Nancharaiah, Y.V., Mohan, S.V., Lens, P.N.L,, 2016a. Biological and bioelectrochemical
recovery of critical and scarce metals. Trends Biotechnol. 34 (2), 137—155.
Nancharaiah, Y.V., Mohan, S.V., Lens, P.N.L, 2016b. Recent advances in nutrient
removal and recovery in biological and bioelectrochemical systems. Bioresour.

Technol. 215, 173—185.

Newman, M.C,, Dixon, P.M., Looney, B.B., Pinder, ]J.E., 1989. Estimating mean and
variance for environmental samples with below detection limit observations.
J. Am. Water Resour. Assoc. 25 (4), 905—916.

NRC, 2002. Biosolids Applied to Land: Advancing Standards and Practices. National
Research Council, National Academy Press, Washington, DC.

OECD, 2013. Statistics on Wastewater Treatment (% Population Connected). Orga-
nisation for Economic Cooperation and Development, Paris, France. http://stats.
oecd.org/Index.aspx?DatasetCode=HEALTH_STAT.

Oliveira, A.D., Bocio, A., Trevilato, T.M.B., Takayanagui, A.M.M., Doming, ].L., Segura-
Munoz, S.I,, 2007. Heavy metals in untreated/treated urban effluent and sludge
from a biological wastewater treatment plant. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Control Ser.
14 (7), 483—489.

Olofsson, U., Bignert, A., Haglund, P, 2012. Time-trends of metals and organic
contaminants in sewage sludge. Water Res. 46 (15), 4841—4851.

Olofsson, U., Brorstrom-Lundén, E., Kylin, H., Haglund, P,, 2013. Comprehensive
mass flow analysis of Swedish sludge contaminants. Chemosphere 90 (1),
28-35.

Perusini, H.B., 2016. Temporal Variation of Mercury in Effluent from Two Municipal
Wastewater Treatment Plants in Southwest Ohio, MSc Thesis. CORE Scholar.
Wright State University, Dayton, Ohio. https://corescholar.libraries.wright.edu/
etd_all/1565.

Reisinger, H., Scholler, G., Miiller, B., Obersteiner, E., 2009. Ressourcenpotenzial und
Umweltbelastung der Schwermetalle Cadmium, Blei und Quecksilber in
Osterreich. Umweltbundesamt, Vienna, Austria. http://www.
umweltbundesamt.at/fileadmin/site/publikationen/REP0229.pdf.

Remy, S., Probst, J.-L., Prudent, P., Krempp, G., 2002. Mercury contents and specia-
tion in soils and river waters of an industrialised catchment, the Thur river

basin (Alsace): contribution of the atmospheric deposition. Pollut. Atmos. 173,
123-135.

Remy, S., Prudent, P, Probst, J.-L., 2006. Mercury speciation in soils of the indus-
trialised Thur River catchment (Alsace, France). Appl. Geochem. 21 (11),
1855—-1867.

Ritscher, A., von Arx, U., Bouchex-Bellomie, H., Buser, A., 2018. Use, disposal and
environmental releases of mercury. In: An Overview of the Situation in
Switzerland. State of the Environment No. 1832. Federal Office for the Envi-
ronment, Bern, Switzerland. http://www.bafu.admin.ch/uz-1832-e.

Ruff, M., Singer, H., Ruppe, S., Mazacek, ]., Dolf, R., Leu, C.,, 2013. 20 Jahre Rheinii-
berwachung: Erfolge und analytische Neuausrichtung in Weil am Rhein. Aqua
Gas 93 (5), 16—25.

Schaffliitzel, M., June 2019. Waste Management and Recycling of the City of Zurich,
Personal Communication.

Selin, N.E., 2009. Global biogeochemical cycling of mercury: a review. Annu. Rev.
Environ. Resour. 34 (1), 43—63.

SFC, 2011. Technische Verordnung iiber Abfille (TVA) vom 10. Dezember 1990
(Stand am 1. Juli 2011). Swiss Federal Council, Bern, Switzerland. http://www.
admin.ch/opc/de/classified-compilation/19900325/.

SFC, 2018. Ordinance on Air Pollution Control (OAPC) of 16 December 1985 (Status
as of 1 June 2018). Swiss Federal Council, Bern, Switzerland. http://www.admin.
ch/opc/en/classified-compilation/19850321/.

SFC, 2019. Ordinance on the Avoidance and the Disposal of Waste (Waste Ordi-
nance, ADWO) of 4 December 2015 (Status as of 1 January 2019). Swiss Federal
Council, Bern, Switzerland. http://www.admin.ch/opc/en/classified-
compilation/20141858/.

SFC, 2020. Waters Protection Ordinance (WPO) of 28 October 1998 (Status as of 1
January 2020). Swiss Federal Council, Bern, Switzerland. http://www.admin.ch/
opc/en/classified-compilation/19983281/.

Sorme, L., Lagerkvist, R., 2002. Sources of heavy metals in urban wastewater in
Stockholm. Sci. Total Environ. 298 (1), 131-145.

State of New Jersey, 2003. Statewide Solid Waste Management Plan: Section K
Sewage Sludge. State of New Jersey. http://www.nj.gov/dep/dshw/recycling/
swmp/doc/section_k_06.doc.

Stoichev, T., Tessier, E., Garraud, H., Amouroux, D., Donard, O.EX., Tsalev, D.L., 2009.
Mercury speciation and partitioning along municipal sewage treatment plant.
J. Balkan Ecol. 12 (2).

Swedish EPA, 2014. Wastewater Treatment in Sweden. Swedish Environmental
Protection Agency, Stockholm, Sweden.

UNEP, 2013a. Global Mercury Assessment 2013: Sources, Emissions, Releases and
Environmental Transport. United Nations Environment Programme, Geneva,
Switzerland.  http://wedocs.unep.org/bitstream/handle/20.500.11822/7984/-
Global Mercury Assessment-201367.pdf.

UNEP, 2013b. Minamata Convention on Mercury, Text and Annexes. United Nations
Environment Programme, Nairobi, Kenya. http://www.mercuryconvention.org/
Portals/11/documents/Booklets/Minamata Convention on Mercury_booklet_
English.pdf.

van Velzen, D., Langenkamp, H., Herb, G., 2002. Mercury in waste incineration.
Waste Manag. Res. 20 (6), 556—568.

Vriens, B., Voegelin, A., Hug, S.J., Kaegi, R., Winkel, L.H.E., Buser, A.M., Berg, M., 2017.
Quantification of element fluxes in wastewaters: a nationwide survey in
Switzerland. Environ. Sci. Technol. 51 (19), 10943—10953.

Wang, Q., Kim, D., Dionysiou, D.D., Sorial, G.A., Timberlake, D., 2004. Sources and
remediation for mercury contamination in aquatic systems—a literature re-
view. Environ. Pollut. 131 (2), 323—336.

Wiechmann, B., Dienemann, C., Kabbe, C., Brandt, S., Vogel, L, Roskosch, A., 2013.
Sewage Sludge Management in Germany. Umweltbundesamt, Dessau-Rosslau,
Germany.  http://www.umweltbundesamt.de/sites/default/files/medien/378/
publikationen/sewage_sludge_management_in_germany.pdf.

Yernet, J., Thomas, R.L, 1972. Levels of mercury in the sediments of some Swiss
lakes including Lake Geneva and the Rhone River. Ecolgae Geol. Helv. 65,
293-306.

Zierhut, A., Leopold, K. Harwardt, L., Schuster, M., 2010. Reagenzienfreie bes-
timmung von Quecksilberspuren in wasserproben. Environ. Sci. Eur. 22, 72—77.

Zobrist, J., Schoenenberger, U., Figura, S., Hug, S.J., 2018. Long-term trends in Swiss
rivers sampled continuously over 39 years reflect changes in geochemical
processes and pollution. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Control Ser. 25 (17), 16788—16809.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref49
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/de/home/themen/abfall/publikationen-studien/publikationen/klaerschlammentsorgung-schweiz.html
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/de/home/themen/abfall/publikationen-studien/publikationen/klaerschlammentsorgung-schweiz.html
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref59
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/en/home/topics/water/state/water--monitoring-networks/national-surface-water-quality-monitoring-programme--nawa-/national-river-monitoring-and-survey-programme--naduf-.html
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/en/home/topics/water/state/water--monitoring-networks/national-surface-water-quality-monitoring-programme--nawa-/national-river-monitoring-and-survey-programme--naduf-.html
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/en/home/topics/water/state/water--monitoring-networks/national-surface-water-quality-monitoring-programme--nawa-/national-river-monitoring-and-survey-programme--naduf-.html
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/en/home/topics/water/state/water--monitoring-networks/national-surface-water-quality-monitoring-programme--nawa-/national-river-monitoring-and-survey-programme--naduf-.html
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref64
http://stats.oecd.org/Index.aspx?DatasetCode=HEALTH_STAT
http://stats.oecd.org/Index.aspx?DatasetCode=HEALTH_STAT
http://stats.oecd.org/Index.aspx?DatasetCode=HEALTH_STAT
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref68
https://corescholar.libraries.wright.edu/etd_all/1565
https://corescholar.libraries.wright.edu/etd_all/1565
http://www.umweltbundesamt.at/fileadmin/site/publikationen/REP0229.pdf
http://www.umweltbundesamt.at/fileadmin/site/publikationen/REP0229.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref72
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/uz-1832-e
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref76
http://www.admin.ch/opc/de/classified-compilation/19900325/
http://www.admin.ch/opc/de/classified-compilation/19900325/
http://www.admin.ch/opc/en/classified-compilation/19850321/
http://www.admin.ch/opc/en/classified-compilation/19850321/
http://www.admin.ch/opc/en/classified-compilation/20141858/
http://www.admin.ch/opc/en/classified-compilation/20141858/
http://www.admin.ch/opc/en/classified-compilation/19983281/
http://www.admin.ch/opc/en/classified-compilation/19983281/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref81
http://www.nj.gov/dep/dshw/recycling/swmp/doc/section_k_06.doc
http://www.nj.gov/dep/dshw/recycling/swmp/doc/section_k_06.doc
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref84
http://wedocs.unep.org/bitstream/handle/20.500.11822/7984/-Global%20Mercury%20Assessment-201367.pdf
http://wedocs.unep.org/bitstream/handle/20.500.11822/7984/-Global%20Mercury%20Assessment-201367.pdf
http://www.mercuryconvention.org/Portals/11/documents/Booklets/Minamata%20Convention%20on%20Mercury_booklet_English.pdf
http://www.mercuryconvention.org/Portals/11/documents/Booklets/Minamata%20Convention%20on%20Mercury_booklet_English.pdf
http://www.mercuryconvention.org/Portals/11/documents/Booklets/Minamata%20Convention%20on%20Mercury_booklet_English.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref89
http://www.umweltbundesamt.de/sites/default/files/medien/378/publikationen/sewage_sludge_management_in_germany.pdf
http://www.umweltbundesamt.de/sites/default/files/medien/378/publikationen/sewage_sludge_management_in_germany.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(20)30244-X/sref93

	Mercury loads and fluxes from wastewater: A nationwide survey in Switzerland
	1. Introduction
	2. Materials and methods
	2.1. Studied WWTPs and sample collection
	2.2. Sample processing
	2.3. Analytics
	2.4. Method performance and quality control
	2.5. Ancillary data and statistics

	3. Results and discussion
	3.1. Hg concentrations and loads in wastewaters
	3.1.1. Raw wastewater
	3.1.2. Treated wastewater
	3.1.3. Hg retention efficiencies

	3.2. Concentrations and speciation in sewage sludge
	3.2.1. THg concentrations in sewage sludge
	3.2.2. Hg speciation in sewage sludge

	3.3. Detailed study of Hg loads and variability within the treatment process
	3.3.1. Wastewater treatment chain
	3.3.2. Sludge incineration

	3.4. Total and per-capita loads in raw wastewater

	4. Environmental implications
	4.1. Relevance of wastewater-derived Hg discharge to the aquatic environment
	4.2. Contamination of soils by Hg in sewage sludge

	5. Conclusions
	Declaration of competing interest
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix A. Supplementary data
	References


