List of figures and captions  (Contaminants chapter)
Figure 1. Sampling locations in LIS for various monitoring and assessment studies on contaminants in sediment (sediment quality information data base or SQUID).
 Figure 2. Map showing population growth over the period 1750-2001, the locations of the main river basins feeding into LIS, and locations of  major permited discharges and   WWTPs that discharge into LIS or into rivers that drain into LIS..  Taken from U.S.G.S. http://woodshole.er.usgs.gov/project-pages/longislandsound/Research_Topics/Contaminants.htm.
Figure 3. Total nitrogen loading from Ct and NY from 1994-1005. Taken from CTEP and NYDEC data. 
Figure 4.  Iron grainsize correlation for LIS sediment
Figure 5. Lead and Copper concentrations in LIS surface sediments
http://woodshole.er.usgs.gov/project-pages/longislandsound/Research_Topics/Contaminants.htm

Figure 6.  West to east distribution of Ni in LIS surface sediments. a. Concentrations  normalized to dry weight, b. concentraitons normalized to Fe  
Figure 7. Metal/Fe ratios in LIS surface sediments for Cu, Hg, Ag, and Cr  
Figure 8. Element ratios in LIS surface sediment and the sources of these elements

Cu versus Ag, Cu versus Zn, Cu/Cr versus Cu/Zn
Figure 9. Calculated contributions of Housatonic river sediment to LIS metal contaminant budgets

Figure 10.  Copper and Zinc in coves, harbors and embayments 
Figure 11. Cu-Zn and Cu Fe correlations.

Figure 12. Core profiles of concentration versus age in cores A1C1 and A4C1 (see map for locations).  
A. Cu, Zn, Cr, Pb and Hg in core A4C1  
B. Ag, Cu, Cr, Pb and Ni in core A1C1.

Figure 13. Mercury contamination pattern in LIS with two core records for Hg and C. perfringens (Core A7C1 is the most southerly on the A transect of Figure 11.
Figure 14. Mercury accumulation rates in bogs on Block Island.  
Figure 15. Mercury C. perfringens correlation in surface samples from LIS.  
Figure 16.  Mercury budget for LIS after Balcom et al.

Figure 17.  PAH levels in LIS surface sediments
Figure 18. PCB levels in LIS surface sediments
Figure 19.  Chlordane in LIS surface sediments  from NS&T sites in LIS

Figure 20. C. perfringens abundance map for LIS surface sediment
Figure 21. Sex ratio in Menidia menidia in relation to distance from the East River ( 
Figure 22. tPAH in mussel tissue

Figure 23 Butyltins in mussel tissue



Figure 24.  PCB body burdens in striped bass
Figure 25.  Toxicology of sediment sites in LIS

Figure 26. Toxicology of LIS sites, using Ampelisca

Figure 27. Toxicity equivalent comparison for various locations using the Microtox™ and Mutatox™ luminescent bacterial assays.


Figure 28. Water quality stations in CT used for flux monitoring by USGS
Figure 29. Nitrogen fluxes into LIS over time from CT and NY
Figure 30. Relationship between impervious cover and N yield in various watersheds that drain into LIS.

Figure 31. Inputs of total N from WWTP by water district in 1995 and 2010.

Figure 32. Trends in the TP/TN values over time, and trends in atmospheric deposition of N,
Figure 33. Riverine fluxes of N, P, Corg and Si  over time into LIS

 




Figure 36. Spatial trends in isotopic ratios of nitrogen in LIS surface and bottom waters

Figure 37. Carbon accumulation rates in  cores from central and western LIS (see figure 11 for locations).
Figure 38. Biogenic silica accumulation rate trends for the two cores.

Figure 39. Terrestrial and marine carbon accumulation rates for core WLIS75.

Figure 40. Nitrogen isotopic composition of bulk organic matter in cores from LIS

Figure 41. Nitrogen isotope record of marine organic carbon in the two cores.
Figure 42. Marine carbon accumulation records driven by two sources of nitrogen (WWTP and non point source N)


Figure xx. Spatial trends in nutrients in LIS for surface and bottom waters in 2007

Figure xx. Ratio of NOx over NH4 in the CT river as a function of season.

Figure xx. The grand overview of sediment quality in LIS

Figure XX. Temporal variations in total dissolved inorganic nitrogen in LIS waters. The second graph shows the difference between surface and bottom waters at one site over time. THIS FIGURE DOESN’T SEEM TO BE IN THE FILE, NOR IS IT DISCUSSED IN THE TEXT. 

Figure XX Nitrogen fluxes into LIS over the period 1994-2005, with baseline and goals indicated.
Figure XX. Mass accumulation rates of total organic carbon in the two studied cores. Note the strong increase over the last 200 years.

Figure XX. Mass accumulation rates of marine organic carbon partitioned according to the source of nitrogen (non-point source versus WWTP)

Figure XX. Organic carbon mass accumulation rates for terrestrial and marine carbon in core WLIS75GGC1. Note the dominance of terrestrial carbon in modern sediment.
Figure XX. Biogenic silica accumulation rates in the two studied cores. Note the higher background and peak values in core WLIS75GGC1.
Figure XX. 15N values of marine organic matter in the two studied cores.  Note the differences in background values between the two cores.

Figure XX. Mass accumulation rates of marine organic carbon partitioned according to the source of nitrogen (non-point source versus WWTP)

