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Figure 4-23. Copper concentrations in sediment and associated pore water
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Figure 7-1. Tissue and sediment data for arsenic
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Figure 7-2. Tissue and sediment data for cadmium
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Figure 7-3. Tissue and sediment data for chromium
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Figure 7-4. Tissue and sediment data for copper
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Figure 7-5. Tissue and sediment data for lead
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Figure 7-6. Tissue and sediment data for mercury
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Figure 7-7. Tissue and sediment data for zinc
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Figure 7-8. Tissue and sediment data for tributyltin
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Figure 7-9. Tissue and sediment data for total PCB homologs
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Figure 7-10. Tissue and sediment data for high-molecular-weight
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (HPAHS)
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