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a b s t r a c t

Under the German environmental specimen bank programme bream (Abramis brama) were sampled in
six German rivers and analysed for the priority hazardous substances dicofol, hexabromocyclododecane
(HBCDD), hexachlorobenzene (HCB), hexachlorobutadiene (HCBD), heptachlor þ heptachlor epoxide
(HC þ HCE), polybrominated diphenylethers (PBDEs), polychlorinated dibenzo-p-dioxins and -furans and
dioxin-like polychlorinated biphenyls (PCDD/Fs þ dl-PCBs), and perfluorooctane sulfonic acid (PFOS). The
aim was to assess compliance with the EU Water Framework Directive environmental quality standards
for biota (EQSBiota) for the year 2013, and to analyse temporal trends for those substances that are of
special concern. General compliance was observed for dicofol, HBCDD and HCBD whereas PBDEs
exceeded the EQSBiota at all sites. For all other substances compliance in 2013 varied between locations.
No assessment was possible for HC þ HCE at some sites where the analytical sensitivity was not sufficient
to cover the EQSBiota. Trend analysis showed decreasing linear trends for HCB and PFOS at most sampling
sites between 1995 and 2014 indicating that the emission reduction measures are effective. Mostly
decreasing trends or constant levels were also observed for PCDD/Fs and dl-PCBs. In contrast, increasing
trends were detected for PBDEs and HBCDD which were especially pronounced at one Saar site located
downstream of the industries and conurbation of Saarbrücken and V€olklingen. This finding points to new
sources of emissions which should be followed in the coming years.
© 2016 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Ltd. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND

license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).
1. Introduction

The EU Water Framework Directive (WFD) (Directive, 2000/60/
EC) aims at the protection and improvement of the aquatic envi-
ronment (EC, 2000). This includes the reduction of emissions of
hazardous substances and the enhancement of the ecological status
of the aquatic environment. Achieving this goal Europe-wide re-
quires common definitions of the chemical status of the water
quality. In this context, priority substances were identified that
require action at the European Union (EU) level. For these
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substances environmental quality standards (EQSs) were derived
which serve as benchmark concentrations for harmful effects to
wildlife and humans. Among the priority substances a group of
hazardous substances was identified that represent a significant
risk to or via the aquatic environment (EC, 2008, EC, 2013).

Most priority hazardous substances are persistent organic pol-
lutants (POPs) characterized by chemical properties that may
significantly affect human health and the environment, i.e. chem-
ical stability, toxicity and a high potential for bioaccumulation. The
latter leads to higher concentrations in biota compared to the water
phase. Biota monitoring is therefore an alternative to the mea-
surement of these substances inwater. In the EU Directive 2013/39/
EU for eight of these substances, respectively substance groups,
namely dicofol, hexabromocyclododecane (HBCDD), hexa-
chlorobenzene (HCB), hexachlorobutadiene (HCBD), mercury and
nder the CC BY-NC-ND license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).
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its compounds (Hg), heptachlor þ heptachlor epoxide (HC þ HCE),
polybrominated diphenylethers (PBDEs), and perfluorooctane sul-
fonic acid (PFOS) a monitoring in fish is advised. For another group
of chemicals, i.e. polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), the
monitoring of benzo(a)pyrene and fluoranthene in mussels is
requested since these compounds are metabolized by fish. For
polychlorinated dibenzo-p-dioxins and -furans and dioxin-like
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCDD/Fs þ dl-PCB) the EQSBiota relates
to fish, crustaceans andmolluscs. Table S1 (Supplementarymaterial
1) gives an overview on compounds, protections goals and EQSs.
For some compounds the EQSBiota is intended to protect the human
health (i.e. safe consumption of fish) while for others the main
focus is on the prevention of secondary poisoning of fish-eating top
predators.

Meanwhile, all of these substances are regulated to reduce their
emissions to the environment. Some bans and restrictions go back
to the 1970s and 1980s (e.g. for dl-PCBs and HCB) while others have
only been banned recently (e.g. PFOS, HBCDD and HCBD). It is
therefore of interest to analyse the temporal trends and current
environmental concentrations of these POPs with respect to
compliance with the EQSBiota.

In this context, the German Environmental Specimen Bank (ESB)
is a valuable tool because highly standardized sampling and
archiving of environmental samples allows the (retrospective)
assessment of temporal and spatial trends of chemicals (www.
umweltprobenbank.de/en/). The present study focuses on bream
(Abramis brama) sampled in three major German stream systems
and their tributaries. The aim was to determine the EQSBiota
compliance for the eight organic priority hazardous substances and
chemicals’ groups for which compliance monitoring is requested in
fish. Furthermore, temporal trends were analysed for HCB, HBCDD,
Fig. 1. Freshwater sampling sites of the Ge
PBDEs, PCDD/Fs þ dl-PCBs, and PFOS to evaluate the success of
emission reduction measures.

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Sampling

Sampling and processing under the German ESB programme is
highly standardized and follows standard operating procedures
(German Environment Agency, 2016; Paulus et al., 1996; Rüdel
et al., 2015). In brief, bream are collected every year after spawn-
ing between mid-July and early October. Routinely, 20 fish aged
8e12 years are taken at each sampling site (Klein et al., 2012). The
muscle tissue (filet) is dissected and immediately shock-frozen in
liquid nitrogen as a pooled sample of all bream from one site. In the
laboratory, the tissue is pre-crushed, cryo-milled and finally stored
in an archive as homogenized powder at temperatures below
�150 �C in an inert atmosphere to minimize chemical alterations
(Rüdel and Weing€artner, 2008; Rüdel et al., 2009).

Fig. 1 shows the locations of the sampling sites and Table 1 gives
a brief description of the sites and a rationalewhy theywere chosen
by the ESB. The sites are located in the three main streams in
Germany, i.e. the Rhine, Elbe and Danube, as well as in the Elbe
tributaries Saale and Mulde and the Rhine tributary Saar. Lake
Belau is located in an agricultural region in Schleswig-Holstein and
is representative of remote sites with relatively low anthropogenic
influence.

2.2. Chemical analysis

Tissue samples of bream muscle were retrospectively analysed
rman environmental specimen bank.
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Table 1
Freshwater sampling sites of the German environmental specimen bank.

Sampling
site

Code River km Short characterization of the sites

Elbe Prossen E1 13 Site in the upper reach of the Elbe shortly downstream of the Czech-German border; designed to study the
contaminant load of the Elbe at its entry to Germany

Zehren E2 96 Site in the transition area between upper and middle section of the Elbe about 30 km downstream of the city of
Dresden and 5 km downstream of Meißen; reflects the water pollution of the urban area of Dresden

Barby E3 296 Site in the middle section of the Elbe about 1 km downstream of the confluence of the river Saale and about 30 km
downstream of the Mulde mouth; captures the contaminant loads of the two tributaries

Cumlosen E4 470 Site in the relatively natural section of the Middle Elbe in the North German Plain; reflects the pollution at the former
cold war German-German border and the industries at Magdeburg

Blankenese E5 634 Site in the tidal section of the Lower Elbe located downstream of the city of Hamburg and the Hamburg harbour;
documents the contaminant load discharged into the North Sea

Mulde/tributary of
the Elbe

Mulde Mu near mouth Site covering the Jonitzer Mulde and Mulde between the branch off of the Jonitzer Mulde and the confluence with the
Elbe at Dessau-Rosslau; about 20 km downstream of Bitterfeld; captures the contamination of the industrial area
around Bitterfeld discharged into the Elbe.

Saale/tributary of
the Elbe

Saale Sa near mouth Site between the harbour of Halle and the barrage at Wettin; reflects the contaminant load of the Halle conurbation
discharged into the Elbe

Rhine Weil R1 174 Site in the Upper Rhine at the entry into the Upper Rhine Valley and the beginning of the Rhine canal, located at the
Swiss-German border just downstream of the city of Basel; captures the contamination load of the industries in the
Basel area

Iffezheim R2 334 Site in the upper Rhine at the end of the Rhine canal at the German-French border, located in the head- and tailwater of
the barrage of Iffezheim; reflects the contamination of the Rhine canal

Koblenz R3 590 Site in the Middle Rhine after the river has crossed the Rhenish Slate Mountains and directly upstream of the Moselle
confluence, about 4 km downstream of the Lahn confluence and 100 km downstream of the Rhine-Main conurbation;
reflects the pollution of the Middle Rhine

Bimmen R4 865 Site in the Lower Rhine along the German-Dutch border about 85 km and 50 km downstream of the Ruhr and Lippe
confluences; captures the contaminant load of the Rhine downstream of the industrial region of the Ruhr conurbation

Saar/tributary of
the Rhine

Güdingen S1 barrage
Güdingen

Site in the area of the barrage of Güdingen at the entry of the Saar into the Saar conurbation directly downstream of the
German-French border, influenced by the 2nd largest sewage treatment plant of the Saarland; reflects the
contaminant load of the Saar upstream of the industrial Saar conurbation

Rehlingen S2 barrage
Rehlingen

Site located in the area of the barrage of Rehlingen, where the Saar leaves the Saarland conurbation, directly
downstream of the industrial area of Dillingen/V€olklingen and 20 km downstream of the Rossel mouth; influenced by
a sewage treatment plant; captures the contamination of the Saar downstream of the industrial sites of the Saar
conurbartion

Danube Ulm D1 2593 Site in the reservoir basins at a barrage in the headwaters of the Danube below the Swabian Alp, downstream of the
villages of Ehingen and Erbach; reflects the water quality of the near natural part of the river

Kelheim D2 2404 Site in the Middle Danube and the central section of the German Danube downstream of the mouth of the Altmühl,
which connects the Danube with the Rhine-Main-Danube Canal; reflects the state of the shipped Middle Danube

Jochenstein D3 2210 Site in the Middle Danube at the German-Austrian border about 20 km downstream of the Inn confluence; reflects the
contaminant load of the Danube when leaving Germany

Lake Belau Lake Belau LB e Site in a lake in northwestern Germany in the Bornh€oved Lake District fed by the small river Schwentine; reflects the
water quality in an area with relatively low anthropogenic impact
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for dicofol, HBCDD, HCB, HCBD, HC þ HCE, PBDEs, PCDD/Fs þ dl-
PCBs, and PFOS. Brief descriptions of the analytical methods and
references are summarized in Table S2 (Supplementary material 1).

Identification of target compounds was based on the compari-
son of retention time and relative isotope ratios between native and
isotopic labelled internal standards. Quantification of target com-
pounds was carried out by means of isotope dilution analysis with
the use of internal and external standards. Method blanks including
extraction, clean-up and measuring were monitored in parallel to
each batch of samples consisting of not more than 12 single sam-
ples. Furthermore, precision and accuracy were checked by ana-
lysing in-house quality assurance-pool samples, sample material of
previous interlaboratory proficiency studies or certified reference
material along with each batch of samples.

Lipid determination was performed gravimetrically using an
aliquot of the crude extracts obtained during the extraction with a
mixture of appropriate polar and non-polar solvents performed for
the HCB analysis.

2.3. Data evaluation

Unless otherwise indicated, all concentrations (including those
from literature) are reported on a wet weight (ww) basis as mg/kg
ww.

In accordance with the EU Directive 2013/39/EU (EC, 2013), the
data for PCDD/Fs and dl-PCB are expressed in terms of toxicity
equivalents (TEQ) as defined by the WHO in 2005 (Van den Berg
et al., 2006), neglecting non-quantifiable compounds (lower
bound procedure). TEQs are used as descriptors for the combined
toxicity of dioxins, furans and dioxin-like PCBs.

Temporal trends were analysed for HCB, HBCDD, PCDD/Fs þ dl-
PCBs, PBDEs, and PFOS at selected sites in the main streams Rhine,
Elbe and Danube as well as in the Saar. For trend analysis a software
tool from the German Environment Agency was applied (LOESS-
Trend, Version 1.1, based on Microsoft Excel). This tool fits a locally
weighted scatterplot smoother (LOESS; fixed window width of
seven years) through the yearly contaminant levels and then tests
for significance of linear and non-linear trend components by
means of an Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) following the approach
of Fryer and Nicholson (1999) (for details refer to the Supplemen-
tary material 1). The time window of seven years for the smoother
function has proven to be well suited, particularly for the evalua-
tion of marine and limnetic monitoring data.

Trend analysis was based on substance concentrations
normalized to 5% lipid, except for PFOS for which measured wet
weight concentrations were used as input data. The normalization
to 5% lipid follows the recommendations of the EU WFD Guidance
Document 32 on biota monitoring (EC, 2014).

Comparison with published data from European waters focused
on monitoring data of fish other than eel monitored after the year
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2000. Published lipid-based data were converted to wet weight
data, based on the lipid concentrations given in the respective
publication (Table S7, Supplementary material 2).

3. Results

3.1. Spatial distribution and EQSBiota compliance in 2013

Dicofol and HCBD were not detected in any of the bream sam-
ples in 2013. General compliance was also observed for HBCDD,
whereas PBDEs exceeded the EQSBiota at all sites. For all other
compounds compliance differed between sites (Fig. 2, Table S3,
Supplementary material 1).
Fig. 2. EQSBiota compliance check for priority hazardous substances in bream (Abramis bram
waters under the German environmental specimen bank programme in 2013 (* in 2011 at R
EQSBiota (in mg/kg wet weight): HCB: 10; HC þ HCE: 0.0067; PBDEs: 0.0085; HBCDD: 167; PF
to colour in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)
Fig. 2 reveals a similar spatial distribution for all substances
except HCB in so far, as highest contaminations are detected in fish
from the Rhine and (with the exception of PFOS) in the Saar.
Furthermore, clear spatial trends are discernable for PBDEs and
PFOS in the Rhine, i.e. a downstream increase for PBDEs and a
downstream decrease for PFOS.

HCB concentrations in bream ranged between 0.17 and 22.2 mg/
kg in 2013 (Table S3, Supplementary material 1) and exceeded the
EQSBiota of 10 mg/kg in the upper and middle Rhine (R2, R3), at all
Elbe sites and in the Mulde.

HC and its metabolite HCEwere detected only in bream from the
Saar and the Rhine at concentrations of 0.08e0.14 mg/kg ww, thus
exceeding the EQSBiota of 0.0067 mg/kg by 1200e2100%. No
a, muscle pool samples of approximately 20 bream each) sampled in German fresh-
1). LB: Lake Belau; S: Saar; R: Rhine, E: Elbe, Sa: Saale, Mu: Mulde, D: Danube. Red line:
OS: 9.1; PCDD/Fs þ dl-PCB: 0.0065 WHO2005-TEQ. (For interpretation of the references
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assessment of HC þ HCE was possible for fish from the other sites
because the sensitivity of the analytical method was too low.

PBDEs exceeded the EQSBiota at all ESB sampling sites in 2013,
with concentrations in the range of 0.14 and 371 mg/kg. Contami-
nationwas lowest at Lake Belau while extremely high levels of 50.4
and 371 mg/kg were detected in bream from the Saar sites S1 and
S2, respectively. Concentrations were also relatively high in bream
from the middle and lower Rhine (R3, R4), whereas considerably
lower levels were observed in the Elbe, its tributaries Mulde and
Saale and the Danube. BDE-47 was the dominant congener at all
sites (Table S4, Fig. S1, Supplementary material 1). Interestingly,
BDE- 209, the major congener of the technical mixture DecaBDE,
which is not considered in the EQSBiota (and thus not included in the
sum of PBDEs presented here) was relatively high at the Rhine site
R1 in 2011 and at the Danube sites D1 and D3 in 2013 (Fig. S1,
Supplementary material 1).

HBCDD (as sum of the a-, b- and g-diastereomers) was detected
in all bream samples at concentrations in the range of 0.17 and
45.6 mg/kg and thus well below the EQSBiota of 167 mg/kg. Highest
contaminations were observed in the Saar and at the Rhine sites R3
and R4. At many sites (e.g. in the Elbe, Mulde, the Danube and the
lower and middle Rhine) HBCDD concentrations were roughly in
the same range as PBDEs (Table S3, Supplementary material 1). a-
HBCDD was the dominant diastereomer in all samples accounting
for 71e97% of the total measured HBCDD concentrations. The
dominance of the a-HBCDD diastereomer in biota has been re-
ported previously (e.g. Gerecke et al., 2003; Rüdel et al., 2012).

PFOS levels in bream ranged between 0.3 and 38.5 mg/kg in
2013. An even higher concentration of 51 mg/kg was observed in
bream sampled at the upper Rhine site R1 in 2011 (Table S3, Sup-
plementary material 1, no sample in 2013). The EQSBiota of 9.1 mg/kg
was exceeded at 12 of 17 sampling sites.

PCDD/Fs and dl-PCBs were detected in bream at concentrations
in the range of 0.0008e0.0181 mg WHO2005-TEQ/kg. Levels were
generally higher in bream from the western part of Germany and,
accordingly, it was only sites in western Germany where the EQS-
Biota was exceeded in 2013 (Table S3, Supplementary material 1).

Mostly dl-PCBs dominated in the samples (Fig. S2, Table S5,
Supplementary material 1) with dl-PCB:PCDD/F ratios in the range
of 1.1e7. An extremely high ratio of dl-PCB:PCDD/F concentrations
of 21 was detected at the sampling sites LB (Lake Belau). In contrast,
at the Elbe sites E4 and E5, PCDD/Fs were higher than dl-PCBs
(ratios of 0.74 and 0.76, respectively). Relatively low ratios were
also observed in theMulde and at the confluence of Mulde and Elbe
(E3).

3.2. Temporal trends

For selected sampling sites in the Rhine, Elbe, Danube and Saar
temporal trends were analysed retrospectively for those substances
that exceeded the EQSBiota in 2013, i.e. HCB, PBDEs, PCDD/Fs þ dl-
PCBs and PFOS. Additionally, trends for HBCDDwere determined to
evaluate in how far this substance, which has been introduced as
substitute for PBDEs in some applications, might be a problem in
the future. HC þ HCE were not included in trend analysis because
the analytical method was not sufficiently sensitive to cover con-
centrations in the range of the respective EQSBiota.

Fig. 3 gives an overview of the strength and direction of the
linear trends. The accompanying data of the trend analysis are
summarized in Table S6 (Supplementary material 1).

HCB concentrations have decreased at all sampling sites since
1995. At the Danube sampling site D3, however, the trend was not
significant. Decreases were most pronounced in the Elbe where
initial concentrations were very high and are still relatively high in
2014 (Fig. 4A þ B, Table S6, Supplementary material 1). HCB levels
in bream from the Rhine were almost 10-times lower and the de-
creases were less pronounced. Trend curves in the Rhine were not
steady but show a maximum around 1999/2001 (Fig. S3, Supple-
mentary material 1). Much lower HCB levels and weaker decreases
were detected in the Saar and Danube.

In 1998, PCDD/Fs and dl-PCBs contamination was highest in
bream from the Saar and the lower Rhine (R4). Since then, con-
centrations have clearly decreased at the Saar site S1 and R4
(Fig. S4, Supplementary material 1) but not at the Saar site S2.
Decreasing trends are also detected in the Elbe and at the Rhine site
R2, whereas increasing contaminations are noticeable for bream
from the Danube (Table S6, Supplementary material 1, significant
linear trend (p ¼ 0.01) only at D1).

PBDE contamination of fish was high at all sampling sites
(Table S6, Supplementary material 1). Decreasing trends, however,
were detected only in the Rhine and at the Saar site S1, while no
significant trends or even increases were observed at the other
sites. In 1995, extremely high levels were detected in bream from
the Saar and, by a factor of about 5 lower, in the lower Rhine (R4).
Since then, concentrations at the Saar site S1 have decreased
steadily, whereas a strong increase was noticed in bream from S2
(Fig. 4 C þ D). The respective trend curve shows a decline between
1995 and 2001 followed by a sharp increase thereafter.

In the Rhine, PBDE contamination of bream decreased at all sites
(Table S6, Fig. S5, Supplementary material 1). Trends, however,
were not steady. This was especially pronounced at R4 where
concentrations in bream decrease until 2005 then increased again
until 2011 followed by anew decrease (Fig. 4E).

Relatively low but increasing PBDE concentrations were
observed in bream from the Elbe (significant linear trend with
p ¼ 0.05 only at E1). Concentrations varied between years indi-
cating that diffuse emissions may contribute to the increase.
Comparably low but more or less constant PBDE levels are found in
bream from the Danube.

HBCDD concentrations seem to be increasing at many sites
(Table S6, Supplementary material 1). In 1995, lowest levels were
found in the Elbe while contamination of bream from the Saar and
Rhine and also from the Danube site D1 (in 2003) was relatively
high. In the lower Rhine (R2) and the upper Danube (D1), HBCDD
decreased with time whereas increasing concentrations were
observed in bream from the Saar, the Elbe and the Rhine site R3
(Fig. S5, Supplementary material 1). At both Saar sites, concentra-
tions were more or less constant until 2009 and increased there-
after indicating the rise of new emissions in this area (Fig. S6,
Supplementary material 1). At the Saar site S2 levels seem to drop
again in 2014. HBCDD concentrations in bream from the Rhine site
R3 and the Elbe sites E1 and E3 showed very little variations be-
tween years and increased slowly but steadily. Highest initial
HBCDD concentrations and strong variations in trend directions
were noticeable in bream from the lower Rhine site R4 (Fig. 4F). The
trend curve resembles that of PBDEs with decreasing contamina-
tions until 2005, steep increases thereafter and anew decreases in
recent years.

PFOS contamination of breamwas highest in the Rhine and Elbe
in 1995 (Table S6, Supplementary material 1). Since then contam-
inations have decreased steadily in the Elbe and the Danube
whereas trends in the Rhine and Saar were less even with either
constant or increasing levels in the first years followed by a
decrease. The turning point was around 2007 at both Saar sites and
the Rhine sites R2 and R3, and in 1999e2001 at R4 (Fig. 4 G þ H).

4. Discussion

The presented German Environmental Specimen Bank (ESB)
data show that the contamination of bream varies considerably



Fig. 3. Direction and strength of linear temporal trends in muscle tissue of bream (Abramis brama, pool of 20 fish) sampled under the German environmental specimen bank
programme in 1995* e 2014. Data refer to concentrations (mg/kg wet weight) normalized to 5% lipid except for PFOS where measured concentrations were used in trend analysis.
Concentrations of PCDD/Fs and dl-PCBs are reported as ng/kg WHO2005-TEQ. Green bars: significant decrease; red bars: significant increase; blank bars: non-significant increases
and decreases. * deviating sampling periods: PCDD/Fs and dl-PCBs: 1998e2014, Danube: 2004e2014; HCBDD (Danube): 2003e2014. (For interpretation of the references to colour
in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)
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between rivers and sampling sites. Nevertheless, certain general
patterns can be observed that are related to former production and
usage of the respective compounds.

Highest contaminations were mostly detected in the highly
industrialized and densely populated areas, i.e. the conurbations at
the Saar and the Ruhr and the region around Bitterfeld at theMulde
and Elbe.

The Saar region is characterized by metal working and steel
industry and carries the legacies of former mining activities. Coal
and steel industry have strongly influenced also the Ruhr region,
next to numerous chemical industries. The industrial region in the
middle Elbe was dominated by chemical industries, as are the up-
per Rhine region around Basel and the areas around Ludwigshafen,
Mannheim and Frankfurt. The river sediments in these areas still
carry the legacies of former emissions while new emissions are
introduced mostly by waste water treatment plants (WWTPs),
which reflect the ongoing usage of products containing the
respective substances. Floods may have shifted contaminated
sediments and fish downstream and blurred the picture but typical
contamination patterns related to former production and usages
are still present.

HCB was highest in bream from the ESB sampling sites in the
Rhine, Elbe and Mulde.

In the Rhine, HCB pollution is related to the former chlorine
producing industries along the river, e.g. in the upper Rhine at
Rheinfelden (around Rhine km 150), the middle Rhine downstream
of Mannheim and Ludwigshafen (around Rhine km 440) and the
lower Rhine around km 650e760. Further HCB contaminations
originate from chemical industries in the Frankfurt area (Heinisch
et al., 2006, 2007). Production of HCB in Germany ended in 1993



Fig. 4. Temporal trends of HCB, PBDE, HBCDD and PFOS in muscle tissue of bream (Abramis bama) sampled under the German environmental specimen bank programme. Con-
centrations are given as mg/kg wet weight (ww) normalized to 5% lipid, except for PFOS (no lipid normalization). Data refer to annual pool samples of 20 fish each. Shaded area: 95%
confidence interval of LOESS function; linear and non-linear regression lines: solid lines are significant, broken lines are not. A þ B: HCB at the Elbe sites E2/Elbe km 96 and E3/Elbe
km 296; C þ D þ E: PBDE at the Saar sites S1/Güdingen and S2/Rehlingen and the Rhine site R4/km 865; F: HBCDD at the Rhine site R4/km 865; G þ H: PFOS at the Saar site S1/
Güdingen and the Rhine site R4/km 865.

A. Fliedner et al. / Environmental Pollution 216 (2016) 866e876872
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which is reflected in decreasing bream contaminations at all Rhine
sites.

The ESB site R2 (Rhine km 334/Iffezheim) may be influenced by
the former point source near Rhine km 150 from where sediments
have travelled downstream and settled around the barrage at
Iffezheim. Moreover, sediment studies by Sch€onberger et al. (2006)
point towards additional unidentified sources of HCB between
Rhine km 180 and 240. The contamination of bream from the ESB
site R3 might be related to the chemical industries in the areas
around Mannheim/Ludwigshafen and Frankfurt. In 1999, a flood
occurred in the upper Rhine area (BfG/Undine information BfG e

Undine information platform, 2016) that probably carried
contaminated sediment and/or contaminated bream downstream
to R2 and R3. This would explain the peak in the trend curves at
these sites between 1999 and 2001 (Fig. S3, Supplementary mate-
rial 1). HCB levels in bream from the sampling site R4 downstream
of the former production sites in the Ruhr regionwere always lower
compared to R2 and R3 and variations between the years were
relatively small indicating that production or usage of HCB were
less relevant in this area and/or emission were effectively reduced.

In the Elbe, major HCB contaminations originate from produc-
tion sites and landfills in the Czech Republic. HCB processing in-
dustries were also located around Magdeburg and in the industrial
region around Bitterfeld (Heinisch et al., 2006). However, in our
study HCB levels were always highest in bream from the Elbe site
E2 downstream of the cities of Dresden and Meiben. No HCB point
sources are known for this area and no effects of the Elbe floods in
1999 and 2002 are noticeable, which might have caused a down-
stream travelling of contaminated sediment from the Czech Elbe.
Presumably the contamination at this site is related to the former
use of HCB in wood preservatives or in seed treatment that was
allowed in the former German Democratic Republic until 1984. In
the Mulde and middle Elbe (E3, E4) legacies in the sediments
originating from the industries around Bitterfeld and Magdeburg
(Heinisch et al., 2006, 2007) are probably responsible for the rela-
tively high HCB levels in bream. The observed decreases in HCB
contamination of bream from the upper and middle Elbe and its
tributaries indicate that emissions have ceased and emission con-
trol measures are effective.

Our data from the Elbe compare quite well to published data e.g.
from the FGG Elbe (2016; FIS databank) and Hr�adkov�a et al. (2012;
Table S7, Supplementary material 2).

No chlorine producing industries were located at the Saar,
Danube and Saale, which explains the lowHCB levels in bream from
these rivers.

HCB concentrations in fish from other European freshwaters
were mostly quite low and comparable to the less contaminated
ESB sites without known HCB sources, e.g. Lake Belau (LB) and the
sites in the Danube (Jürgens et al., 2013; Mi�ege et al., 2012; Schmid
et al., 2007; Waszak and Dąbrowska, 2009; Table S7, Supplemen-
tary material 2).

PCDD/Fs and dl-PCBs were mostly higher in bream from the ESB
sites in western Germany. Highest levels were detected in the Saar
and the middle and lower Rhine. In the Saar, the intensive mining
activities and associated industries are probable sources. In 1998,
especially bream from the site S1 were highly contaminated indi-
cating that also French industries contributed to the emissions
(Neugebauer et al., 2011). Levels dropped between 2002 and 2004
which points towards the shut-down of a point source or effective
emission reductionmeasures. At S2, however, no significant decline
was noticeable. This site is located downstream of the industrial
region around V€olklingen and Saarbrücken where legacies in the
sediments are probably still high. Kraub-Kalweit (2005) reports
similar PCDD/Fþ dl-PCB concentrations in cyprinids sampled in the
Saar near the ESB site S2 in 2004, while fish sampled near the ESB
site S1 were clearly less contaminated than our bream in the same
year.

Potential former PCDD/F þ dl-PCB sources in the Rhine were
again the chemical industries located in the upper Rhine region and
in the area around Ludwigshafen, Mannheim and Frankfurt as well
as the coal and steel industries and chemical manufactures in the
lower Rhine region. Since 1998, contamination of bream has
decreased significantly at R4 where initial concentrations were
highest, indicating that emissions have declined considerably in
this area. Decreasing contaminations are also apparent in the lower
Rhine at R2whereas no changes are detected in themiddle Rhine at
R3. Comparative data from the ICPR (2011) for the middle Rhine
near R3 were lower in 2010 (Table S7, Supplementary material 2).

Bream from the ESB sites in the Elbe and its tributaries had
comparably lower PCDD/F and dl-PCB levels in 2013 (Tables S3 and
S5, Supplementary material 1). The data are in accordance with
concentrations reported by Stachel et al (2007; Table S7, Supple-
mentary material 2) for the middle Elbe. Decreasing trends point
towards effective emission reductions. Low levels were also
detected in bream from the Danube. At the ESB site D2 our data are
in the same range as those of the 3rd JDS from the same site (Li�ska
et al., 2015; Table S7, Supplementary material 2).

The ratios of dl-PCB to PCDD/Fs in the samples indicate that the
sources of contamination differed between the sampling sites and
also between the western and the eastern part of Germany. In the
Saar, Danube and Rhine, dl-PCBs clearly dominated in the samples
(Fig. S2, Table S5, Supplementary material 1). Such a dominance of
dl-PCBs has also been reported by others (e.g. Blanchet-Letrouv�e
et al., 2014; Li�ska et al., 2015; Neugebauer et al., 2011; Pacini
et al., 2013; Stachel et al., 2007) and is attributed to the wide use
of technical PCB mixtures in industrial applications in the past. An
extremely high dl-PCB:PCDD/F ratio was detected at the sampling
sites LB (Lake Belau). Since Lake Belau is a site with low anthro-
pogenic influence, aerial deposition of dl-PCBs is the most likely
source.

In the middle and lower Elbe and the Mulde the higher or
equally high shares of PCDD/Fs in the samples point to additional
emissions from other sources (e.g. the chloralkali production and
nonferrous metal industries). Severe PCDD/F contamination of
sediments and floodplains in the Mulde and Elbe downstream of
the Mulde mouth have already been described by Umlauf et al.
(2005, 2010) after the Elbe flood of 2002 and were attributed to
the former metallurgical industry (especially the production of
magnesium) in the Bitterfeld region. In the course of the years,
PCDD/F-contaminated sediments may have travelled downstream
leading to the observed dominance of PCDD/Fs in bream at E4 and
E5.

Potential emissions of the brominated flame retardants (BFRs)
PBDE and HBCDD originate from industries (production and usage)
and WWTPs, which reflect the usage of products containing flame
retardants (Hillenbrand et al., 2007; Jürgens, 2015). Accordingly,
bream contaminations were again highest in the industrialized
areas and urban congregations around Saarbrücken, V€olklingen
and Saarlouis and the Ruhr region.

Mostly both BFRs were in the same concentration range, except
for the Saar where PBDEs were clearly higher than HBCDD
throughout the study (at S1 by a factor around 4, at S2 by a factor
around 14). High levels of PBDEs and HBCDD in sediments and
bream from the Saar have already been reported by Stiehl et al.
(2008) and Sawal et al. (2011). The dominant BDE-congeners in
the sediments were BDE-47, and �99, while BDE-183 and �209
(the major components of technical Octa- and Deca-BDE, respec-
tively) were relatively low. The authors therefore concluded that
technical Penta-BDE mixtures were responsible for the contami-
nation (Stiehl et al., 2008). However, BDE-47, �99 and �100 can
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also be formed during degradation of technical Octa-BDE and Deca-
BDE (Gerecke et al., 2005; He et al., 2006) making it difficult to
clearly identify the origin of contamination.

The strong increase of PBDE contamination at S2 indicates that
the emissions are related to an industrial point source reflecting e.g.
a switch in production. Since no increase was detected at S1 the
source must be located between both sampling sites in the area
around Saarbrücken, V€olklingen, and Dillingen. Compared to
PBDEs, HBCDD increased only slightly at both Saar sites. Possibly
these emissions come fromWWTPs and reflect an increased use of
HBCDD in the investigated period.

High BFR levels were also detected in bream from the Rhine sites
R2, R3 and R4. At the upper Rhine site R2 the industries and
WWTPs around Basel are possible sources. Since levels of both BFRs
have decreased since 1995, emission control measures are obvi-
ously effective here. At R3, a close-by abandoned industrial site
might be responsible for HBCDD emissions (Stiehl et al., 2008).
Further emissions may originate from the industries around
Frankfurt, Mannheim and Ludwigshafen. The trend curves for both
groups of BFRs suggest that there are still emissions in this area
(slight increase in HBCDD levels at R3 and constant levels of PBDEs
since 2007). The ESB site R4 in the lower Rhine is influenced by the
Ruhr region and the confluence with the river Lippe. The Lippe has
been identified as potential PBDE source for the lower Rhine
because of emissions from an industrial complex with mainly
chemical factories (Guhl et al., 2014). The decrease of both BFRs
since 2010/2011 indicates that emission reduction measures were
successfully implemented here.

Bream from the Elbe and its tributaries had comparably low BFR
levels. HBCDD, however, increased slowly but steadily since 1995
reflecting the increased use of HBCDDwhereas no consistent trends
were detected for PBDE.

PBDE concentrations in bream from the Czech section of the
Elbe were higher compared to our data, while HBCDD was mostly
within the same range or even lower (Haj�slov�a et al., 2007;
Hlou�skov�a et al., 2013; Hr�adkov�a et al., 2012; Pulkrabov�a et al.,
2007, Table S7, Supplementary material 2). Significantly higher
levels are reported from sites downstream of chemical factories and
a paper mill (Haj�slov�a et al., 2007; Hlou�skov�a et al., 2013).

Published fish monitoring data on BFRs from other European
freshwaters confirm the ubiquitous presence of these compounds
in the environment with highest contaminations at sites near
former industrial point sources and urban congregations (Allchin
and Morris, 2003; Cheaib et al., 2009; Eljarrat et al., 2004, 2005;
Gerecke et al., 2003; Harrad et al., 2009; Isosaari et al., 2006;
Jürgens et al., 2013; Mi�ege et al., 2012; Poma et al., 2014;
Remberger et al., 2004; Rüdel et al., 2012; Schlabach et al., 2004;
Zennegg et al., 2003; Table S7, Supplementary material 2). The
HBCDD concentrations observed in bream at the ESB sites are
comparable to published data from sites without point sources.

PFOS was used in Germany mainly in metal plating, firefighting
foams, hydraulic fluids, photographic and semiconductors in-
dustries and textile and paper industries (Carloni, 2009). Therefore
highest contaminations are expected in the vicinity of respective
industries. Furthermore,WWTPs are relevant sources whichmirror
the usage of PFOS containing products. Both, industries and
WWTPs may play a role in the contamination of bream from the
Rhine. At the lower Rhine the plating industry seems to be the
major source (Guhl et al., 2014). The decreasing PFOS levels which
are noticeable since 2007 in the upper and middle Rhine area (R2
and R3), and since 2001 in the lower Rhine region (R4) indicate that
the industrial applications of PFOS have either stopped and/or that
effective emission reduction measures were introduced.

In the Elbe, PFOS was relatively high in 1995 but decreased
steadily since then suggesting that former sources have been
eliminated. Relatively low PFOS concentrations and mostly
decreasing trends were detected in bream from the Saar and the
Danube. Industrial usage of PFOS was obviously not relevant in
these areas. In 1995, PFOS contaminationwas still rather high at the
Saar site S1 where a close-by WWTP is a likely source of
contamination.

Published data on PFOS in freshwater fish from European
freshwaters cover a relative wide concentration range (0.1e752 mg/
kg ww) depending on the proximity of point sources (Berger et al.,
2009; Hlou�skov�a et al., 2013; Hr�adkov�a et al., 2012; J€arnberg and
Holmstr€om, 2003; Labadie and Chevreuil, 2011; Mi�ege et al.,
2012; Schuetze et al., 2010; Squadrone et al., 2015; Table S7, Sup-
plementary material 2).

The determination of HC þ HCE in bream was limited by the
insufficient sensitivity of the analytical method. Contaminations
were only detected in bream from the Saar and Rhine and are
attributed to legacies in the sediments that originate from former
production and usage. Comparable concentrations are also re-
ported from Switzerland and Poland (Schmid et al., 2007; Waszak
and Dąbrowska, 2009; Table S7, Supplementary material 2). No
HC þ HCE was detected in bream from the ESB sites in the Elbe and
Danube which is in accordance with data from the FGG Elbe (2016)
and Li�ska et al. (2015).

Dicofol and HCBD are obviously of no concern in German
freshwaters. This is in line with reported data, e.g. from the Danube
(Li�ska et al., 2015), the Elbe (FGG Elbe 2016), the Rhône (Mi�ege et al.,
2012), and the Thames and the Nene (Jürgens et al., 2013) (Table S7,
Supplementary material 2).

5. Synopsis

No threshold exceedances were detected for those compounds
for which the EQSBiota was derived to protect secondary poisoning
of wildlife (dicofol, HBCDD, HCBD) (Table S3, Supplementary ma-
terial 1). The data of the ESB fish monitoring as well as published
data from other European countries suggest that dicofol and HCBD
are probably of no concern in European freshwaters to date. The
comparatively low HBCDD levels in bream from the ESB sites
indicate that there are no point sources in the vicinity of the
covered sampling sites. All concentrations were well below the
WFD EQSBiota. However, mercury - a further priority compound not
covered here which also has a secondary poisoning protection goal
(Table S1, Supplementary material 1) - revealed a broad exceedance
of the respective EQSBiota in previous studies (e.g. Lepom et al.,
2012; Fliedner et al., 2014; Nguetseng et al., 2015).

In the present study, EQSBiota exceedances were detected only
for those priority substances where the EQS is based on human
health considerations (prevention of consuming contaminated fish;
PBDEs, HCB, PFOS, HC þ HCE, PCDD/Fs þ dl-PCBs). In 2013, the
respective EQSBiota for PBDEs was exceeded at all sampling sites.

For PCDD/Fs and dl-PCBs, EQSBiota exceedances were detected at
ESB sites near former point sources. Concentrations of HCB are, like
PFOS, still high in bream from many sites. Fish contamination with
HC þ HCE, for which the EQSBiota was exceeded at the ESB sites in
Rhine and Saar, seems to be related mainly to legacies in the sed-
iments. However, the applied analytical method for HC þ HCE in
fish needs some improvement to allow an EQSBiota compliance
check at all sites.

The EQS Directive (EC, 2013) does not specify whether whole
fish or certain fish parts (e.g. filet) should be analysed. While for the
protection of wildlife whole fish seems to be an appropriate matrix
(top predators like cormorants or otters feed on whole small or
medium sized fish), the analysis of fish filet seemsmore suitable for
the protection goal human health (humans prefer the filets of larger
fish). Considering this, the filets of relatively large bream as selected
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for the ESB monitoring seem to be a good choice for monitoring of
the relevant human health-related priority substances.

The trend monitoring revealed that concentrations of PCDD/Fs
and dl-PCBs in bream are decreasing at most sites. It can be
assumed that legacies in the sediments are responsible for the
observed contaminations. For HCB and PFOS decreasing trends
point towards effective emission reduction management. In
contrast, further efforts are required in reducing diffuse and point
source emissions of PBDEs. The detected congener patterns suggest
that technical PentaBDE contributes to the observed contamina-
tions. PentaBDE is banned since 2004. Decreasing trends, however,
were detected only in the Rhine and at the Saar site S1, while a
strong increase at the Saar site S2 points towards new emissions in
this area. It is not clear whether these emissions are caused by
technical PentaBDE itself or are the result of degradation of tech-
nical Octa- or DecaBDE. Regarding HBCDD, diffuse emissions seem
to increase as indicated by the increasing trends of HBCDD in bream
from many sites. This should be followed critically in future.

Altogether, the prevalence of declining trends indicates that
pollution in German freshwaters is declining. This is also reflected
in improved fish health as demonstrated by Teubner et al. (2015) for
the ESB sites in German rivers.

Acknowledgements

The authors acknowledge the long-term financing of the
German ESB programme by the Federal Ministry for the Environ-
ment, Nature Conservation, Building and Nuclear Safety (BMUB).
Our special thanks go to the members of the ESB groups at the
Umweltbundesamt, the Trier University and the Fraunhofer IME
who ensure the continuous operation of the ESB programme.

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data related to this article can be found at http://
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.06.060.

References

Allchin, C.R., Morris, S., 2003. Hexabromocyclododecane (HBCD) diastereoisomers
and brominated diphenyl ether congener (BDE) residues in edible fish from the
rivers Skerne and Tees. U.K. Organohalogen Compd. 61, 41e44.

Berger, U., Glynn, A., Holmstr€om, K.E., Berglund, M., Ankarberg, E.H., T€ornkvist, A.,
2009. Fish consumption as a source of human exposure to perfluorinated alkyl
substances in Sweden analysis of edible fish from Lake V€attern and the Baltic
Sea. Chemosphere 76, 799e804.

BfG e Undine information platform, 2016. Bundesanstalt für Gew€asserschutz. BfG;
Federal Institute for Hydrology. http://undine.bafg.de/servlet/is/13872/
(accessed 04.16).

Blanchet-Letrouv�e, I., Zalouk-Vergnoux, A., V�enisseau, A., Couderc, M., Le Bizec, B.,
Elie, P., Herrenknecht, C., Mouneyrac, C., Poirier, L., 2014. Dioxin-like, non-dioxin
like PCB and PCDD/F contamination in European eel (Anguilla anguilla) from the
Loire estuarine continuum: spatial and biological variabilities. Sci. Total Envi-
ron. 472, 562e571.

Carloni, D., 2009. Perfluorooctane Sulfonate (PFOS). Production and Use: Past and
Current Evidence. Report prepared for United Nations Industrial Development
Organization (UNIDO). https://www.unido.org/fileadmin/user_media/Services/
Environmental_Management/Stockholm_Convention/POPs/DC_
Perfluorooctane Sulfonate Report.PDF (accessed 04.16).

Cheaib, Z., Grandjean, D., Kupper, T., de Alencastro, L.F., 2009. Brominated flame
retardants in fish of Lake Geneva (Switzerland). Bull. Environ. Contam. Toxicol.
82, 522e527.

EC, 2000. Directive 2000/60/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 23
October 2000 Establishing a Framework for Community Action in the Field of
Water Policy. OJ L 327 (22 December 2000). http://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.
html?uri¼cellar:5c835afb-2ec6-4577-bdf8-756d3d694eeb.0004.02/DOC_
1&format¼PDF (accessed 04.16).

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. OJ L 348. http://eur-
lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri¼OJ: L:2008:348:0084:0097:EN:
PDF (accessed 04.16).
EC, 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. OJ L226. http://eur-lex.europa.
eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri¼OJ: L:2013:226:0001:0017:EN: PDF (accessed
04/2016).

EC, 2014. Common Implementation Strategy for the Water Framework Directive
(2000/60/EC): Guidance Document No. 32 on Biota Monitoring (The Imple-
mentation of EQSBiota) under the Water Framework Directive. European
Commission, 2014. ISBN 978-92-79-44634-4, p. 87. https://circabc.europa.eu/
sd/a/62343f10-5759-4e7c-ae2b-12677aa57605/Guidance%20No%2032%20-%
20Biota%20Monitoring.pdf (accessed 4.16).

Eljarrat, E., de la Cal, A., Raldua, D., Duran, C., Barcel�o, D., 2004. Occurrence and
bioavailability of polybrominated diphenyl ethers and hex-
abromocyclododecane in sediment and fish from the Cinca River, a tributary of
the Ebro River (Spain). Environ. Sci. Technol. 38, 2603e2608.

Eljarrat, E., de la Cal, A., Raldua, D., Duran, C., Barcelo, D., 2005. Brominated flame
retardants in Alburnus alburnus from Cinca river Basin (Spain). Environ. Pollut.
133, 501e508.

Elbe, F.G.G., 2016. Flussgebietsgemeinschaft (FGG; River Basin Community) Elbe.
Elbe data information system FIS. http://www.fgg-elbe.de/elbe-datenportal.
html (accessed 04.16).

Fliedner, A., Rüdel, H., Knopf, B., Weinfurtner, K., Paulus, M., Ricking, M.,
Koschorreck, J., 2014. Spatial and temporal trends of metals and arsenic in
German freshwater compartments. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 21, 5521e5536.

Fryer, R.J., Nicholson, M.D., 1999. Using smoothers for comprehensive assessments
of contaminant time series in marine biota. ICES J. Mar. Sci. 56, 779e790.

Gerecke, A.C., Kohler, M., Zennegg, M., Schmid, P., Heeb, N.V., 2003. Detection of a-
isomer dominated HBCD (hexabromocyclododecane) in Swiss fish at levels
comparable to PBDEs (polybrominated diphenyl ethers). Organohalogen
Compd. 61, 155e158.

Gerecke, A.C., Hartmann, P.C., Heeb, N.V., Kohler, H.P., Giger, W., Schmid, P.,
Zennegg, M., Kohler, M., 2005. Anaerobic degradation of decabromodiphenyl
ether. Environ. Sci. Technol. 39 (4), 1078e1083.

German Environment Agency, 2016. Internet Portal of the German Environmental
Specimen Bank. www.umweltprobenbank.de/en/ (English pages available,
accessed 04/2016).

Guhl, B., Stürenberg, F.J., Santora, G., 2014. Contaminant levels in the European eel
(Anguilla anguilla) in north Rhine-Westphalian rivers. Environ. Sci. Eur. 26, 26.

Haj�slov�a, J., Pulkrabov�a, J., Poustka, J., �Cajka, T., Rand�ak, T., 2007. Brominated flame
retardants and related chlorinated persistent organic pollutants in fish from
river Elbe and its main tributary Vltava. Chemosphere 69, 1195e1203.

Harrad, S., Abdallah, M.A., Rose, N.L., Turner, S.D., Davidson, T.A., 2009. Current-use
brominated flame retardants in water, sediment, and fish from English lakes.
Environ. Sci. Technol. 43, 9077e9083.

He, J., Robock, K.R., Alvarez-Cohen, L., 2006. Microbial reductive debromination of
polybrominated diphenyl ethers (PBDEs). Environ. Sci. Technol. 40 (14),
4429e4434.

Heinisch, E., Kettrup, A., Bergheim, W., Martens, D., Wenzel, S., 2006. Persistent
chlorinated hydrocarbons (PCHC), source-oriented monitoring in aquatic me-
dia. 4. The chlorobenzenes. Fresenius Environ. Bull. 15 (3), 148e169.

Heinisch, E., Kettrup, A., Bergheim, W., Wenzel, S., 2007. Persistent chlorinated
hydrocarbons (PCHCs), source-oriented monitoring in aquatic media. 6. Strik-
ingly high contaminated sites. Fresenius Environ. Bull. 16 (10), 1248e1273.

Hillenbrand, T., Marscheider-Weidemann, F., Strauch, M., Heitmann, K., Schaffrin, D.,
2007. Emissionsminderung für priorit€are und priorit€are gef€ahrliche Stoffe der
Wasserrahmenrichtlinie e Stoffdatenbl€atter. Umweltbundesamt For-
schungsbericht 203 21 280. UBA Texte 29/07. www.umweltbundesamt.de/sites/
default/files/medien/publikation/long/3312.pdf (accessed 04.16).

Hlou�skov�a, V., Lankov�a, D., Kalachov�a, K., Hr�adkov�a, P., Poustka, J., Haj�slov�a, J.,
Pulkrabov�a, J., 2013. Occurrence of brominated flame retardants and per-
fluoroalkyl substances in fish from the Czech aquatic ecosystem. Sci. Total En-
viron. 461e462, 88e98.

Hr�adkov�a, P., Jana Pulkrabov�a, J., Kalachov�a, K., Hlou�skov�a, V., Tomaniov�a, M.,
Poustka, J., Haj�slov�a, 2012. Occurrence of halogenated contaminants in fish from
selected river localities and ponds in the Czech Republic. Arch. Environ. Contam.
Toxicol. 62, 85e96.

ICPR, 2011. Report on Contamination of Fish with Pollutants in the Catchment Area
of the Rhine e Ongoing and Completed Studies in the Rhine States (2000-2010).
International Commission for the Protection of the Rhine (ICPR), p. 74. No. 195.
http://www.iksr.org/uploads/media/195_en.pdf (accessed 04.16).

Isosaari, P., Hallikainen, A., Kiviranta, H., Vuorinen, P.J., Parmanne, R., Koistinen, J.,
Vartiainen, T., 2006. Polychlorinated dibenzo-p-dioxins, dibenzofurans, bi-
phenyls, naphthalenes and polybrominated diphenyl ethers in the edible fish
caught from the Baltic Sea and lakes in Finland. Environ. Pollut. 141, 213e225.

J€arnberg, U., Holmstr€om, K., 2003. Perfluorooctane Sulfonate Concentrations in
Swedish Urban and Background Fish Samples. Abstract booklet. SETAC Europe
13th Annual Meeting, Hamburg, Germany.

Jürgens, M.D., 2015. Biomonitoring of Wild Fish to Assess Chemical Pollution in
English Rivers e An Application of a Fish Tissue Archive. PhD thesis. Lancaster
Environment Centre, Lancaster University, p. 338. http://eprints.lancs.ac.uk/
74992/1/2015JuergensPHD.pdf (accessed 04.16).

Jürgens, M.D., Johnson, A.C., Jones, K.C., Hughes, D., Lawlor, A.J., 2013. The presence
of EU priority substances mercury, hexachlorobenzene, hexachlorobutadiene
and PBDEs in wild fish from four English rivers. Sci. Total Environ. 461e462,

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.06.060
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.06.060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref2
http://undine.bafg.de/servlet/is/13872/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref4
https://www.unido.org/fileadmin/user_media/Services/Environmental_Management/Stockholm_Convention/POPs/DC_Perfluorooctane%20Sulfonate%20Report.PDF
https://www.unido.org/fileadmin/user_media/Services/Environmental_Management/Stockholm_Convention/POPs/DC_Perfluorooctane%20Sulfonate%20Report.PDF
https://www.unido.org/fileadmin/user_media/Services/Environmental_Management/Stockholm_Convention/POPs/DC_Perfluorooctane%20Sulfonate%20Report.PDF
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref6
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:5c835afb-2ec6-4577-bdf8-756d3d694eeb.0004.02/DOC_1&amp;format=PDF
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:5c835afb-2ec6-4577-bdf8-756d3d694eeb.0004.02/DOC_1&amp;format=PDF
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:5c835afb-2ec6-4577-bdf8-756d3d694eeb.0004.02/DOC_1&amp;format=PDF
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:5c835afb-2ec6-4577-bdf8-756d3d694eeb.0004.02/DOC_1&amp;format=PDF
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:5c835afb-2ec6-4577-bdf8-756d3d694eeb.0004.02/DOC_1&amp;format=PDF
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:5c835afb-2ec6-4577-bdf8-756d3d694eeb.0004.02/DOC_1&amp;format=PDF
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:%20L:2008:348:0084:0097:EN:%20PDF
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:%20L:2008:348:0084:0097:EN:%20PDF
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:%20L:2008:348:0084:0097:EN:%20PDF
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:%20L:2008:348:0084:0097:EN:%20PDF
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:%20L:2013:226:0001:0017:EN:%20PDF
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:%20L:2013:226:0001:0017:EN:%20PDF
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:%20L:2013:226:0001:0017:EN:%20PDF
https://circabc.europa.eu/sd/a/62343f10-5759-4e7c-ae2b-12677aa57605/Guidance%20No%2032%20-%20Biota%20Monitoring.pdf
https://circabc.europa.eu/sd/a/62343f10-5759-4e7c-ae2b-12677aa57605/Guidance%20No%2032%20-%20Biota%20Monitoring.pdf
https://circabc.europa.eu/sd/a/62343f10-5759-4e7c-ae2b-12677aa57605/Guidance%20No%2032%20-%20Biota%20Monitoring.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref12
http://www.fgg-elbe.de/elbe-datenportal.html
http://www.fgg-elbe.de/elbe-datenportal.html
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref17
http://www.umweltprobenbank.de/en/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref24
http://www.umweltbundesamt.de/sites/default/files/medien/publikation/long/3312.pdf
http://www.umweltbundesamt.de/sites/default/files/medien/publikation/long/3312.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref27
http://www.iksr.org/uploads/media/195_en.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref30
http://eprints.lancs.ac.uk/74992/1/2015JuergensPHD.pdf
http://eprints.lancs.ac.uk/74992/1/2015JuergensPHD.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(16)30548-6/sref32


A. Fliedner et al. / Environmental Pollution 216 (2016) 866e876876
441e452.
Klein, R., Paulus, M., Tarricone, K., Teubner, D., 2012. German Environmental

Specimen Bank: Guideline for Sampling and Sample Treatment - Bream
(Abramis brama). http://www.umweltprobenbank.de/upb_static/fck/download/
SOP_Bream.pdf (accessed 04.16).

Krauß-Kalweit, I., 2005. PLEN 8/2005. Internationales Messprogramm “PCB und
verwandte Stoffe an Schwebstoffen und in Fischen in Mosel und Saar 2004”
Report of the ad-hoc working-group‚ PCB-Messprogramm in Mosel und Saar’.
Internationale Kommissionen zum Schutze der Mosel und der Saar (IKSMS),
p. 101.

Labadie, P., Chevreuil, M., 2011. Partitioning behaviour of perfluorinated alkyl
contaminants betweenwater, sediment and fish in the Orge River (nearby Paris,
France). Environ. Pollut. 159, 391e397.

Lepom, P., Irmer, U., Wellmitz, J., 2012. Mercury levels and trends (1993-2009) in
bream (Abramis brama L.) and zebra mussels (Dreissena polymorpha) from
German surface waters. Chemosphere 86, 202e211.

Scientific report. In: Li�ska, I., Wagner, F., Sengl, M., Deutsch, K., Slobodník, J. (Eds.),
2015. Joint Danube Survey 3. A Comprehensive Analysis of Danube Water
Quality. ICPDR. http://danubesurvey.org/results (accessed 04.16).

Mi�ege, C., Peretti, A., Labadie, P., Budzinski, H., Le Bizec, B., Vorkamp, K.,
Tronczy�nski, J., Persat, H., Coquery, M., Babut, 2012. Occurrence of priority and
emerging organic compounds in fishes from the Rhone River (France). Anal.
Bioanal. Chem. 404, 2721e2735.

Neugebauer, F., Schr€oter-Kermani, C., P€apke, O., Stegemann, D., Steeg, W., 2011.
Analytical experiences within the German environmental specimen bank: time
trends of PCDD/F and dl-PCB in bream (Abramis brama) caught in German
rivers. Organohalogen Compd. 73, 1340e1343.

Nguetseng, R., Fliedner, A., Knopf, B., Lebreton, B., Quack, M., Rüdel, H., 2015.
Retrospective monitoring of mercury in fish from selected European freshwater
and estuary sites. Chemosphere 134, 427e434.

Pacini, N., Abate, V., Brambilla, G., De Felip, E., De Filippis, S.P., De Luca, S., di
Domenico, A., D’Orsi, A., Forte, T., Fulgenzi, A.R., Iacovella, N., Luiselli, L.,
Miniero, R., Iamiceli, A.L., 2013. Polychlorinated dibenzodioxins, dibenzofurans,
and biphenyls in fresh water fish from Campania Region, southern Italy. Che-
mosphere 90, 80e88.

Paulus, M., Klein, R., Wagner, G., Müller, P., 1996. Biomonitoring and environmental
specimen banking. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 3, 169e177.

Poma, G., Volta, P., Roscioli, C., Bettinetti, R., Guzzella, L., 2014. Concentrations and
trophic interactions of novel brominated flame retardants, HBCD, and PBDEs in
zooplankton and fish from Lake Maggiore (Northern Italy). Sci. Total Environ.
481, 401e408.

Pulkrabov�a, J., Hajslov�a, J., Poustka, J., Kazda, R., 2007. Fish as biomonitors of poly-
brominated diphenyl ethers and hexabromocyclododecane in Czech aquatic
ecosystems: pollution of the Elbe River basin. Environ. Health Perspect. 115
(Suppl. 1), 28e34.

Remberger, M., Sternbeck, J., Palm, A., Kaj, L., Str€omberg, K., Brorstr€om-Lund�en, E.,
2004. The environmental occurrence of hexabromocyclododecane in Sweden.
Chemosphere 54, 9e21.

Rüdel, H., Müller, J., Quack, M., Klein, R., 2012. Monitoring of hex-
abromocyclododecane diastereomers in fish from European freshwaters and
estuaries. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. Int. 19, 772e783.

Rüdel, H., Weing€artner, M., 2008. German Environmental Specimen Bank: Guide-
line for Sampling and Sample Processing e Storage of Environmental Samples
under Cryogenic Conditions. http://www.umweltprobenbank.de/upb_static/
fck/download/IME_SOP_storage_Dez2008_V200.pdf (accessed 04.16).

Rüdel, H., Uhlig, S., Weing€artner, M., 2009. German Environmental Specimen Bank:
Guideline for Sampling and Sample Processing e Pulverization and Homoge-
nisation of Environmental Samples by Cryomilling. www.umweltprobenbank.
de/upb_static/fck/download/IME_SOP_preparation_Dez2008_V200.pdf
(accessed 04.16).

Rüdel, H., Weing€artner, M., Klein, R., Deutsch, A., 2015. German Environmental
Specimen Bank: Guideline for Sampling and Sample Processing e Transporting
Environmental Samples under Cryogenic Conditions. www.umweltprobenbank.
de/upb_static/fck/download/SOP_Transport_EN.pdf (accessed 04.16).

Sawal, G., Windmüller, L., Würtz, A., Duffek, A., Schr€oter-Kermani, C., Lepom, P.,
2011. Brominated flame retardants in bream (Abramis brama L.) from six rivers
and a lake in Germany. Organohalogen Compd. 73, 515e518.

Schlabach, M., Fjeld, E., Gundersen, H., Mariussen, E., Kjellberg, G., Breivik, E., 2004.
Pollution of Lake Mjøsa by brominated flame retardants. Organohalogen
Compd. 66, 3730e3736.

Schmid, P., Kohler, M., Gujer, E., Zennegg, M., Lanfranchi, M., 2007. Persistent
organic pollutants, brominated flame retardants and synthetic musks in fish
from remote alpine lakes in Switzerland. Chemosphere 67, S16eS21.

Sch€onberger, H., Fleig, M., Sacher, F., Lehmann, M., Stork, J., 2006. Ermittlung von
HCB-Quellen am Oberrhein. Baden-Württemberg. Project Report, p. 63. http://
www.fachdokumente.lubw.baden-wuerttemberg.de/servlet/is/98014/
l7524007.pdf?command¼downloadContent&filename¼l7524007.
pdf&FIS¼203 (accessed 04.16).

Schuetze, A., Heberer, T., Effkemann, S., Juergensen, S., 2010. Occurrence and
assessment of perfluorinated chemicals in wild fish from Northern Germany.
Chemosphere 78, 647e652.

Squadrone, S., Ciccotelli, V., Prearo, M., Favaro, L., Scanzio, T., Foglini, C., Abete, M.C.,
2015. Perfluorooctane sulfonate (PFOS) and perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA):
emerging contaminants of increasing concern in fish from Lake Varese, Italy.
Environ. Monit. Ass 187, 438.

Stachel, B., Christoph, E.H., G€otz, R., Herrmann, T., Krüger, F., Kühn, T., Layf, J.,
L€offler, J., P€apke, O., Reincke, H., Schr€oter-Kermani, C., Schwartz, R., Steeg, E.,
Stehr, D., Uhlig, S., Umlauf, G., 2007. Dioxins and dioxin-like PCBs in different
fish from the river Elbe and its tributaries. Ger. J. Hazard Mater 148, 199e209.

Stiehl, T., K€orner, A., Ricking, M., Sawal, G., Warmbrunn-Suckrow, E., Lepom, P.,
2008. PBDE and HCBD levels in surface sediments from German rivers. Orga-
nohalogen Compd. 70, 1590e1593.

Teubner, D., Paulus, M., Veith, M., Klein, R., 2015. Biometric parameters of the bream
(Abramis brama) as indicators for long-term changes in fish health and envi-
ronmental quality - data from the German ESB. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 22,
1620e1627.

Umlauf, G., Bidoglio, G., Christoph, E., Kampheus, J., Krueger, F., Landmann, D.,
Schulz, A.J., Schwartz, R., Severin, K., Stachel, B., Stehr, D., 2005. The situation of
PCDD/Fs and dioxin-like PCBs after the flooding of river Elbe and Mulde in
2002. Acta Hydrochim. Hydrobiol. 33, 543e554.

Umlauf, G., Mariani, G., Skejo, H., Mueller, A., Baek, L., Stachel, B., Goetz, R., 2010.
Dioxins and dioxin like PCBs in solid material from the river Elbe its tributaries
and from the north sea. Organohalogen Compd. 72, 95e99.

Van den Berg, M., Birnbaum, L.S., Denison, M., de Vito, M., Fraland, W., Feeley, M.,
Fiedler, H., Hakansson, H., Hanberg, A., Haws, L., Roes, M., Safe, S., Schrenk, D.,
Tohyama, C., Tritscher, A., Tuomisto, J., Tysklind, M., Walker, N., Peterson, R.E.,
2006. The 2005 World Health Organization reevaluation of human and
mammalian toxic equivalency factors for dioxins and dioxin-like compounds.
Toxicol. Sci. 93, 223e241.
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