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[1] Fluvial and erosional release processes in permafrost‐dominated Eurasian Arctic cause
transport of large amounts of particulate organic carbon (POC) to coastal waters. The
marine fate of this terrestrial POC (terr‐POC), water column degradation, burial in shelf
sediments, or export to depth, impacts the potential for climate‐carbon feedback. As part of
the International Siberian Shelf Study (ISSS‐08; August–September 2008), the POC
distribution, inventory, and fate in the water column of the extensive yet poorly studied
Eurasian Arctic Shelf seas were investigated. The POC concentration spanned 1–152 mM,
with highest values in the SE Laptev Sea. The POC inventory was constrained for the
Laptev (1.32 ± 0.09 Tg) and East Siberian seas (2.85 ± 0.20 Tg). A hydraulic residence
time of 3.5 ± 2 years for these Siberian shelf seas yielded a combined annual terr‐POC
removal flux of 3.9 ± 1.4 Tg yr−1. Accounting for sediment burial and shelf‐break
exchange, the terr‐POC water column degradation was ∼2.5 ± 1.6 Tg yr−1, corresponding
to a first‐order terr‐POC degradation rate constant of 1.4 ± 0.9 yr−1, which is 5–10 times
faster than reported for terr‐DOC degradation in the Arctic Ocean. This terr‐POC
degradation flux thus contributes substantially to the dissolved inorganic carbon excess
of 10 Tg C observed during ISSS‐08 for these waters. This evaluation suggests that
extensive decay of terr‐POC occurs already in the water column and contributes to
outgassing of CO2. This process should be considered as a geographically dislocated
carbon‐climate coupling where thawing of vulnerable permafrost carbon on land is
eventually adding CO2 above the ocean.
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1. Introduction

[2] The Eurasian Arctic Shelf (EAS) is the world’s largest
continental shelf and covers about one third of the entire
Arctic Ocean. The EAS and its vast tundra and taiga drainage
basins are predicted to experience the largest temperature
increase on Earth due to anthropogenic climate warming
[Zwiers, 2002; IPCC, 2007]. Recent observations are indi-
cating that the region is warming even faster than previous
predictions [Richter‐Menge et al., 2006], raising issues of

climate‐carbon couplings with the large carbon store on the
nearby land [e.g.,Gruber et al., 2004; IPCC, 2007; Schuur et
al., 2008]. It has already been demonstrated that the enor-
mous export flux of river water to the Arctic Ocean is sen-
sitive to climate [Savelieva et al., 2000; Peterson et al., 2002,
2006] and, by inference, this may also affect the land‐ocean
fluxes of the organic matter (OM). The pan‐Arctic tundra and
taiga contain about half of the organic carbon (OC) stored
globally in soils, much within shallow permafrost [Tarnocai
et al., 2009]. Amajor part of thaw‐released permafrost carbon
is found fluvially in the form of particulate organic carbon
(POC) [Guo and Macdonald, 2006; Guo et al., 2007].
Investigations in the coastal recipients of such river‐exported
POC thus provide a watershed‐integrated view of the released
permafrost carbon. It is also plausible that this terrestrial POC
(terr‐POC) is more degradable in the coastal system than in
the terrestrial land‐river system due to availability of addi-
tional electron acceptors (e.g., SO4

−2). Hence, a hysteresis in
the climate‐carbon positive feedback process, in terms of
atmospheric evasion of CO2 from degradation of terr‐POC
displaced to the coastal ocean, should be considered.
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[3] While there is a scarcity of studies on early diagenesis
of terr‐POC and terrestrial dissolved OC (terr‐DOC) in the
water column in the EAS and elsewhere, some investiga-
tions suggest that terr‐POC is more active than terr‐DOC in
biogeochemical cycling, due to its more degradable com-
position [e.g., Ittekkot, 1988; Stein and Macdonald, 2004;
Eglinton and Repeta, 2006; van Dongen et al., 2008a].
Water column degradation of terr‐POC may contribute to
observations of large CO2 supersaturation in surface waters
of coastal EAS [Pipko et al., 2002; Semiletov et al., 2004;
Semiletov et al., 2007; Anderson et al., 2009]. In addition,
other processes such as hydrodynamic sorting, deposition‐
resuspension and uptake by primary production also con-
tribute to the dispersal and processing of the OC in the
ESAS. Still, our knowledge of the spatial distribution and
fate of terr‐POC in the EAS is very limited [e.g., Stein and
Macdonald, 2004; Vonk et al., 2010a].
[4] The extensive East Siberian Arctic Shelf (ESAS, pri-

marily Laptev Sea, LS, and East Siberian Sea, ESS) is quite
shallow (average depth only 50 m). In addition to the
massive river input, annual erosion of several meters of
permafrosted shoreline of the ESAS is probably an impor-
tant contribution of terr‐OC to these large, yet inaccessible
and understudied shelf seas. The ESAS rivers deliver
annually ∼9 Tg (1 Tg = 1012 g) of total OC (TOC) to the
Arctic Ocean, with about 18% as POC and 82% as DOC
[Stein and Macdonald, 2004; Raymond et al., 2007]. Rough
estimations of TOC supplied annually by coastal erosion,
occurring largely in the LS and western ESS, is lower
(∼2.3 Tg of TOC), but with higher contribution of POC
(∼80%) than DOC (∼20%) [Are, 1999; Semiletov, 1999;
Rachold et al., 2000; Stein and Macdonald, 2004].
[5] Investigations of terr‐OC in the EAS have focused

either on the nature of riverine OC [e.g., Holmes et al.,
2002; Guo et al., 2004; Neff et al., 2006; Raymond et al.,
2007; Elmquist et al., 2008; McClelland et al., 2008; van
Dongen et al., 2008b; Goñi et al., 2005] or on sediment

burial on the Holocene timescale [e.g., Gordeev, 2000;
Romankevich and Vetrov, 2001; Stein and Macdonald,
2004]. While there are a few studies on water column
POC dynamics on the North American Arctic Shelves [e.g.,
Bates et al., 2005; Davis and Benner, 2005; Guo and
Macdonald, 2006] and in subarctic northernmost Baltic
Sea used as a model system [e.g., van Dongen et al., 2008a;
Vonk et al., 2008], basic aspects of POC cycling in the EAS
water column such as sources, spatial distribution, inven-
tories and extent of degradation are still largely missing
[Stein and Macdonald, 2004]. Since transport and decay of
POC may play a role in the large CO2 excess and outgassing
to the atmosphere from EAS surface waters [Semiletov et al.,
2007; Anderson et al., 2009], it is critical to improve our
understanding of the processes controlling the POC distri-
bution and cycling in EAS waters.
[6] The present study provides a geographically extensive

baseline of POC in the EAS based on samples obtained
along nearly the entire northern seaboard of the Eurasian
continent by the International Siberian Shelf Study in
August–September 2008 (ISSS‐08) (Figure 1). The central
objectives of the investigations were to (1) describe the
spatial distribution of POC across the different shelf seas
and regimes of the EAS, (2) discuss the relative importance
of marine versus terrigenous (rivers and coastal erosion)
sources of POC and the biogeophysical processes involved
in the dispersal and processing of POC, and (3) provide a
first estimate of the POC stock and first‐order removal rate
constant in the LS and ESS.

2. Study Area and Methods

2.1. The Eurasian Arctic Shelf Seas

[7] The EAS, composed of the Barents, Kara, Laptev, East
Siberian and Russian part of Chukchi seas (Figure 1) is the
widest, shallowest and, by area, largest shelf system in the
World Ocean [e.g., Stein and Macdonald, 2004]. This study

Figure 1. Map of the Eurasian Arctic Shelf, including the Barents, Kara, Laptev, East Siberian, and
Chukchi seas, where the International Siberian Shelf Study (ISSS‐08) was carried out in the late summer
of 2008. Blue arrows indicate main surface currents in the Eurasian Arctic [AMAP, 1998]. The 107
sampling stations are represented as black dots, and known areas of intensive coastal erosion are indicated
with red lines. The red dot in the Buor‐Khaya Bay (Laptev Sea) indicates the location of Muostakh Island,
which is particularly important for this study. Color scale for bathymetry and land topography is indicated
in the side bar.
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covers all the EAS shelf seas and almost the entire (∼8,400 km)
northern seaboard of the Eurasian continent spanning ∼140°
in longitude, yet the main focus is on the LS and ESS, since
these are the largest and least studied EAS seas.
[8] The LS covers almost 500·103 km2 and has an average

water depth of 48 m [Stein and Macdonald, 2004]. One of
its most important characteristics is the high freshwater
discharge (∼745 km3·yr−1), which is received mainly from
the Lena River (∼566 km3·yr−1) [Cooper et al., 2008].
Rough estimations based on measurements on mainstreams
of the Lena River channels establish an annual supply of
20.7–28.6 Tg of total suspended particulate matter (SPM)
from the Lena [Holmes et al., 2002]. However, major pre-
cipitation (85–90%) of the SPM (and thus POC) on the
marginal delta has been proposed [Lisitzin, 1995] that may
reduce the final amount of particulate material reaching the
sea [Semiletov et al., 2010].
[9] The shallow ESS (average depth of 58 m) is the largest

(987·103 km2), most ice‐bound and most poorly explored
marginal sea of the Arctic Ocean [Stein and Macdonald,
2004; Macdonald et al., 2008]. This sea exhibits two dis-
tinct physical and biogeochemical provinces with a distinct
border (frontal zone, FZ) oscillating around 160°E [e.g.,
Semiletov et al., 2005]. In the eastern ESS (E‐ESS, from
∼160°E to ∼180°E), influenced by Pacific inflow, primary
production is believed to be an important OC source
(30 Tg·yr−1) [Stein and Macdonald, 2004]. In the western
ESS (W‐ESS, from ∼140°E to ∼160°E), river runoff and
coastal erosion, both rich in products of permafrost degra-
dation, supplemented by relatively high primary production
in certain polynya regions, supply the major part of OC
[Kosheleva and Yashin, 1999; Semiletov et al., 2005]. Coastal
thermo‐abrasion is common in theW‐ESS because extensive
parts of the coast are composed of ice‐bonded permafrost
soils [Stein and Macdonald, 2004], which are destabilized
upon thawing and washed into the near‐coastal waters.

2.2. Sampling Program

[10] In August–September 2008 a complex hydro-
geochemical and geophysical sampling and at‐sea analysis
program (ISSS‐08) was accomplished during the 50 days
onboard the (H/V) Yacob Smirnitskyi (Archangelsk)
[Semiletov and Gustafsson, 2009].
[11] Seawater samples for POC and associated analytes

were obtained both during steaming, from a 4 m seawater
intake (SWI) system, and at hydrographic stations (termed
Yacob Smirnitskyi, YS), with a rosette of Niskin bottles
arranged around a Seabird CTD (Conductivity‐Temperature‐
Depth) sensor package. The SWI system was composed of
stainless steel and HDPE tubing, and retrieved water from
underneath the hull at 4 m depth. The SWI system operated
exclusively during full steaming. For the YS stations, sam-
ples were obtained, based on CTD profiles, from near bot-
tom, middle bottom, pycnoline (4–10 m) and middle mixing
layers (2–4 m). For POC, 238 samples were processed from
107 sites (Figure 1); 58 from hydrographic CTD sampling
stations (YS) and 49 from SWI during steaming.
[12] The salinity data collected with the SeaBird 19+CTD

were compared with deep water samples analyzed onboard
with an AUTOSAL lab‐salinometer with a good agreement
and no need for further calibration. For turbidity monitoring,
a Wetlabs turbidity sensor ECO NTU S/N NTURTD‐126

was attached to the CTD. This sensor detects light scattered
by particles within the water column and generates an output
voltage proportional to the particle concentration. The out-
put signal ranged between 0 and 5 V.

2.3. Organic Carbon and Nitrogen Measurements

[13] Between 1 and 3 L of seawater was collected in
precleaned clear polycarbonate bottles for OC analysis. The
samples were vacuum filtered onboard on precombusted
(12 h, 450°C) glass fiber filters (GF/F) of 25 mm diameter,
held in an all‐glass filtration system. The TOC fraction
was separated in two operationally size‐defined fractions:
the POC (>0.7 mm), retained on the GF/F, and the DOC
(<0.7 mm), collected as the filtrate.
[14] The GF/F filters were immediately stored frozen until

analysis. Subsamples for elemental analysis (C and N) and
stable isotope composition (d13C) were punched out from
the GF/F filters (15–17 punches of 4 mm diameter), placed
in precombusted silver capsules (5 × 9 mm, Säntis Analyt-
ical AB, Uppsala, Sweden), acidified with HCl (1M) to
remove carbonates, and dried overnight at ∼50°C. The
analyses were performed at the UC Davis Stable Isotope
Facility (UC Davis, California, United States), by means of
isotope ratio mass spectrometry (Europa Hydra 20/20). The
analytical error of the POC and PN quantification was
established on the basis of replicate analyses (n = 3) of three
SWI samples to range 4.1–11.5% (mean of 6.9%) and 6.4–
12.3% (mean of 9.2%), respectively.
[15] DOC was collected from each filtrate in 60 mL

Nalgene HDPE bottles. These were stored cold (<4°C) and
measured onboard within a few days with a catalytic com-
bustion instrument (SHIMADZU TOC‐VCPH). The DOC
method and quality checks are described in detail elsewhere
[Alling et al., 2010]. In general, the relative error of the
measurements was ≤5% but slightly higher for DOC con-
centrations <80 mM (∼8%).

2.4. Interpolations and Estimation of Inventories

[16] For interpolations and inventory calculations we used
the Data Assimilation System program (DAS), developed at
Stockholm University [Sokolov et al., 1997] (http://nest.su.
se/das/) and used in several previous applications similar to
the present one [e.g., Conley et al., 2002; Savchuk et al.,
2008]. The advantage of using DAS over more common
oceanographic programs is its better resolution of the sea
bottom surface in section plots (bathymetry was down-
loaded from IBCAO homepage; Jakobsson et al., 2008]), as
well as its interpolation tool. DAS interpolations allow
calculating inventories and mean values in different water
bodies, with user‐defined vertical and horizontal limits as well
as based on salinity (DAS technique detailed in Section A1
in Text S1).1

3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Oceanographic and Biogeochemical Settings
of the Eurasian Arctic Shelf

[17] The oceanography of the EAS is characterized by a
strong stratification, extensive continental shelves and pro-

1Auxiliary materials are available with the HTML. doi:10.1029/
2010GB003862.
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nounced seasonal forcing (runoff, ice formation, sunlight),
all factors that influence the transport of sediments and
OC. Much of the water column stratification in the Eurasian
Arctic is supported by the large freshwater inflow that
sustains a low‐density surface layer with important impli-
cations for the water circulation. In surface waters, the cir-
culation pattern is dominated by a general eastward drift
within the coastal zone (Figure 1), which transports a major
portion of the Lena discharge through the Dmitry Laptev
and Sannikov Straits toward the ESS [Semiletov et al.,
2005]. In late summer 2008, the low‐salinity plume of the
Lena River reached as far as ∼160°E, where it usually meets
the more saline Pacific waters and forms the FZ [Semiletov
et al., 2005]. Pacific waters enter the Bering Strait and flow
into the Arctic Interior via the Chukchi and Herald Canyons,
and into the ESS through the Long Strait (Figure 1), to
supply deep water in the E‐ESS. In contrast, deep waters in
the western EAS are mainly supplied by the more dense and
saline Atlantic waters. In the Arctic Interior, the dominant
feature is the westward water transport (Figure 1), mostly
influenced by the Transpolar Drift, which runs from the
LS‐ESS, across the central Siberian basins, toward the
western Fram Strait [Arctic Monitoring and Assessment
Program (AMAP), 1998, and references therein].
[18] Biogeochemical dynamics on the EAS are signifi-

cantly affected by large seasonal cycles. Nine‐months‐long
winters are characterized by extensive coverage of ice that
limits freshwater input and primary production [Stein and
Macdonald, 2004]. During the partially ice‐free season
(∼June to October), the substantial input of SPM hampers
light penetration and results in moderate marine primary
production in coastal waters [Stein and Macdonald, 2004].
Peak freshet usually takes place in May–June [Dittmar and
Kattner, 2003; McClelland et al., 2008]. In late August–

2008, the freshwater lense from the Lena River extended
∼350 km northward and down to ∼8 m depth in LS, whereas
a combination of Lena outflow and weak plumes from the
Indigirka and Kolyma Rivers produced a poorly defined
halocline at ∼15 m depth in the W‐ESS.
[19] The extensive ESAS (∼86% of the combined LS and

ESS) is an important region for sea‐ice production as well as
trapping and processing of freshwater, dissolved and par-
ticulate inputs from land. The effectiveness of these pro-
cesses depends on the residence time of shelf waters, which
have been estimated to be ∼3.5 years for the LS and ESS
[Schlosser et al., 1994; Ekwurzel et al., 2001; Karcher and
Oberhuber, 2002]. Tidal effects are small in the ESAS with
tidal ranges of just 20 cm [Dmitrenko et al., 2001]. In the
LS, most of the SPM transport takes place within the bottom
nepheloid layer. During the ice‐free period, SPM is mainly
trapped within the shelf through deposition‐resuspension
dynamics. Net SPM export to the deep Arctic is mainly
limited to the freezeup period (∼October), through transport
via newly formed ice, which in contrast is of minor
importance during the ice‐covered season [Wegner et al.,
2003]. In the central ESS, Vonk et al. [2010a] recently
documented the importance of the benthic boundary layer
transport to disperse coastal erosion‐derived OC up to
500 km off the Kolyma River mouth.

3.2. Spatial Distribution of POC and Its Properties

[20] The POC concentration in the EAS water column
during ISSS‐08 ranged from 1 to 152 mM (mean ±95%
confidence interval of 14.7 ± 2.9 mM) (data in Table A1 in
Text S1). The LS showed the highest POC concentrations
(25.8 ± 8.1 mM, n = 78), with highest values in the SE LS
close to Muostakh Island (Figures 2a and 3a–3b), strongly
influenced by both the Lena River and coastal erosion

Figure 2. The near‐coastal distribution and composition of the surface (4 m depth) water (a) POC,
(b) DOC, (c) POC‐d13C, (d) salinity, and (e) turbidity measured during the ISSS‐08 cruise.
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(Figure 1). In contrast, the lowest POC levels were found in
the ESS (8.5 ± 1.1 mM, n = 116) (Figures 2a and 3a–3b),
where values as low as 1–3 mM were registered NE of the
New Siberian Islands.
[21] The d13C‐POC ratio ranged from −21 to −32‰

(Table A1 in Text S1) in the EAS, with values for the major
river estuaries of ∼−30‰ (Ob, Yenisey and Lena) and
∼−28‰ (Indigirka and Kolyma) (Figure 2c). The EAS
d13C‐POC signal may be compared with canonical values
for marine phytoplankton (−18 to −21‰) and terrestrial C3
plants (−23 to −34‰) [Meyers, 1997]. However, there are
also different processes that may have produced variation of
the d13C‐POC signal. Rayleigh distillation may cause a
slight isotopic depletion in dissolved CO2 of cold polar
waters [Meyers, 1997], yielding somewhat lower d13C‐POC
values. Primary producers assimilating d13C‐depleted ter-
restrial dissolved inorganic carbon (DIC) may also cause
such depletion [Chanton and Lewis, 1999; Peterson and
Fry, 1987]. However, the influence of freshwater phyto-
plankton in the d13C‐POC signatures is likely minor, due to
the poor light penetration in these rivers. The PARTNERS
project recorded mean d13C‐POC values (n = 17) in the
lower reaches of the major EAS rivers between 2003 and
2006 (Ob: −32.3‰, Yenisey: −30.3‰, Lena: −29.5‰ and
Kolyma: −29.9‰) [McClelland et al., 2008] corresponding
well with our values during ISSS‐08 (Figure 2c). Another
recent study found somewhat more enriched d13C‐POC in
the Lena River (mean of ∼−28‰) for the repeat summer
observations 1999–2007 [Semiletov et al., 2010].
[22] The eastward extension of the depleted d13C signal

(∼−30‰) in surface waters (Figure 3c) likely reflects strong
influence of the Lena River, not only in the LS but also in
the ESS. According to Semiletov et al. [2005], the Lena
discharge of SPM is a negligible contribution in the Dmitry
Laptev Strait. However, POC may be discharged in several

forms, ranging from rapidly settling coarse particles to near‐
neutrally buoyant large aggregates‐flocculates of humic
substances [e.g., Gustafsson and Gschwend, 1997;
Gustafsson et al., 2000]. While POC associated with coarse
mineral particles is prone to settle close to land, suspended
humic aggregates can travel further, especially when driven
by a freshwater plume [Vonk et al., 2010b]. Hydrodynamic
sorting of the heterogeneous POC contributes to the non-
conservative behavior of the POC (Figure 4a), and the dif-
ference of 1–2‰ observed in the near‐bottom versus the
surface waters (Figures 3a–3b). While surface layers are
strongly affected by buoyant freshwater plumes of depleted
d13C‐POC, deeper layers are apparently more influenced by
either settled primary production–derived POC or erosion–
derived POC. The former is known to produce an isotopic
fractionation due to preferential settling of d13C‐heavy
diatoms [e.g., Waite et al., 2005], whereas the latter is bal-
lasted with poorly sorted mineral particles and thus prefer-
entially settling to deeper strata [e.g., Gustafsson and
Gschwend, 1997; Gustafsson et al., 2000; Vonk et al.,
2010b], influencing the severe nonconservative behavior at
salinities <10 (Figure 4a). In addition, nepheloid layer
dynamics may also contribute to the variation of d13C‐POC
in the bottom waters, through repeated cycles of deposition
and resuspension across the inner shelf [Coppola et al.,
2007; Vonk et al., 2010a]. Interestingly, the samples ex-
hibiting the highest POC contents (Figure 4a) were collected
in the vicinity of the eroding sites of Muostakh Island and
the Buor‐Khaya Cape. While a clear distinction between
riverine and erosion sources is difficult to attain in the Buor‐
Khaya Bay due to the extensive area of low salinity, the
high POC concentrations also at high salinity in this region
suggest the contribution of terrestrial sources other than the
Lena River (i.e., coastal erosion).

Figure 3. The POC, POC‐d13C, and POC/DOC distributions in surface (4 m depth) versus near‐bottom
waters in the Laptev and western East Siberian seas.
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[23] More enriched d13C values (∼−28‰) were found in
large parts of the Kara, LS (Buor‐Khaya Bay) and ESS
(Figure 2c). Since river d13C‐POC signature from at least
two studies is around −30‰ (McClelland et al. [2008] and
this study), those values may reflect either dilution with
marine‐planktonic POC, or a terrestrial source other than
riverine, such as coastal erosion. Similar d13C values (∼−27
to −28‰) in samples from eroding soil from the Quaternary
coastal‐ice complex along the coastal margin of the ESS
[Stein and Macdonald, 2004] and the LS [Schirrmeister
et al., 2002; Dudarev et al., 2006; Sánchez‐García et al.,
2010; Semiletov et al., 2010] support the latter hypothesis.
Distinctly enriched values (∼−24‰) in the easternmost EAS
(Figure 2c) indicate marine influence of Pacific waters with
higher primary production east of the ESS FZ [Kosheleva
and Yashin, 1999; Semiletov et al., 2005]. Most of the
samples collected from offshore in the Kara, Chukchi,
Laptev, Eastern and Western East Siberian seas during the
ISSS‐08 contained d13C values more depleted than the

canonical −21‰ of typical phytoplankton (Figure S1). Such
depletion has been observed in tropical [Chanton and Lewis,
1999], as well as in boreal coastal systems [Gustafsson et
al., 2001], where the d13C‐POC decreased to below
−30‰ with onset of ice coverage and then increased to
around −22‰ after break up. Restricted interchange with
atmospheric CO2, together with recycling of DIC in the ice‐
covered waters were suggested as potential factors of the
d13C depletion. Still, an enriched d13C (−24.5‰) of highly
degraded Yedoma in the lower Kolyma drainage basin
[Dutta et al., 2006] complicates these interpretations.
[24] The nonconservative behavior of the POC in the EAS

is further observed for the C/N ratio. Overall, the majority of
the samples showed C/N ratios lower than those constrained
to be possible by mixing of the three putative end‐members
(i.e., rivers, erosion and primary production; Figure S1).
Lowering of C/N ratios has been observed in soils [e.g.,
Sollins et al., 1984] and in ocean sediments [e.g., Schubert
and Calvert, 2001], putatively related to mineral (clay)
adsorption of inorganic nitrogen (e.g., ammonium) derived
from decomposition of OM accompanied by remineraliza-
tion and release of carbon. In the EAS, this factor is likely of
minor relevance, given the lower amount of particulate
inorganic nitrogen (0.3775 mM) observed at zero concen-
tration of POC (Figure S2). Alternatively, the lowering of the
C/N ratios may be caused by selective degradation of labile
carbonaceous forms, as recently suggested by Hugelius and
Kuhry [2009] to explain the decrease of the C/N ratio in
recently exposed peat permafrost after rapid thaw of freeze‐
locked old carbon. Taken together, the composition and
nonconservative geospatial distribution of POC in the EAS
may be explained as a combination of variable contributions
of three major sources (rivers, coastal erosion and primary
production), and various biogeophysical processes, where
microbial degradation and sediment burial are likely to play
major roles.

3.3. Terrigenous Input of OC in the Eurasian Arctic
Shelf

[25] Terrigenous OC from Arctic rivers and coastal erosion
are important carbon sources to the Arctic shelf seas [e.g.,
Stein and Macdonald, 2004]. Whereas fluvial OC is released
as both POC and DOC, erosion is expected to remobilize
OC mainly as POC [Stein and Macdonald, 2004; Guo and
Macdonald, 2006]. At the time of the ISSS‐08, the EAS
water column exhibited the highest DOC value near the
major river mouths of the Kara (Ob and Yenisey) and Laptev
(Lena) seas (Figure 2b). Similar distribution was observed
for freshwater (traced by salinity; Figure 2d), the eastward
extension of which into the ESS illustrated the strength of the
Lena River discharge. In contrast to POC that preferentially
settles out close to land (Figure 4a), DOC was dispersed
further out onto the EAS with variable extents of conserva-
tive mixing (Figure 4b) [Alling et al., 2010]. The similar
distributions of salinity and DOC in surface waters, detailed
by Alling et al. [2010], suggests the use of these parameters
as markers for river‐exported terr‐DOC for the EAS.
[26] Turbidity was measured as part of the CTD casts near

the major river mouths (Figure 2e). Despite the large
freshwater discharge of the Ob and Yenisey rivers [Cooper
et al., 2008], turbidity at their mouths is not nearly as high
as in the SE LS (Figure 2e). Similar to POC, the highest

Figure 4. Property‐salinity plots for the ISSS‐08 samples:
(a) POC and (b) DOC. In both Figures 4a and 4b, end‐
member values from the literature and observations during
ISSS‐08 are shown, together with hypothetical conservative
mixing lines. In Figure 4a, the POC value at low salinity
(841 mM) corresponds to the Lena annual mean value
[McClelland et al., 2008], and the ocean interior value
corresponds to the mean of the high‐salinity POC values
from ISSS‐08. In Figure 4b, Lena annual mean DOC is
taken from Raymond et al. [2007], Lena Aug‐08 DOC is the
mean of direct measurements in the three major channels of
the Lena River (ISSS‐08), and mean value at high salinities
is from Opsahl et al. [1999] and this study.
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turbidities appeared in the Buor‐Khaya Bay, with lower
values along the northward Laptev plume of the Lena. The
similar nearshore distribution of turbidity and POC is
supported by a significant positive correlation (r2 = 0.77, at
p value <0.001) between these two parameters (Figure S3a).
Considering that 75% of the river water discharge [Dudarev
et al., 2006] and 64% of the SPM [Kuptsov and Lisitzin,
1996] comes from one of the northeastward Lena channels
(Trofimovskaya), which is separated by Buor‐Khaya max-
ima in many parameters (Figure 2), it seems likely that a
major part of the high turbidity in the Buor‐Khaya Bay is
derived from a nonriverine source. The steep shorelines of
Yedoma in this area are subjected to intensive coastal ero-
sion [Overduin et al., 2007], evident in satellite images
(Figure S4). The Bykovsky Peninsula and the Muostakh
Island are examples of affected shorelines within the Buor‐
Khaya Bay [Schirrmeister et al., 2002; Overduin et al.,
2007; Charkin et al., 2010; Semiletov et al., 2010]. We
hypothesize that coastal erosion plays a major role in the
delivery of POC and suspended sediments in this area,
causing the observed high turbidity.
[27] The geospatial distribution of the explored geochem-

ical parameters provides useful information about the ter-
rigenous sources of OC in the EAS. While the DOC
distribution is clearly influenced by the riverine export, POC
and turbidity away from the intermediate river mouths appear
to have coastal erosion as an important common source.
Thus, the different main origin of DOC and POC may offer
an interesting tool to track coastal erosion versus riverine
discharge in the EAS. In the next section we explore the
possibility of using the POC/DOC ratio to further distinguish
between riverine and coastal erosion sources in the ESAS.

3.4. The POC/DOC Ratio and Coastal Erosion

[28] The spatial distribution of the POC/DOC ratio in the
ESAS is shown in Figure 3. On average, the near‐bottom
waters (Figure 3f) exhibited POC/DOC ratios more than
twice those of the surface waters (Figure 3e). The highest
POC/DOC ratios (up to 0.5) were observed in the Buor‐
Khaya Bay (Table A1 in Text S1), in both surface and near‐
bottom waters. In contrast, the lowest ratios (<0.05) were
observed in the mid‐outer shelf of the ESAS (Figures 3e–
3f), where slightly higher ratios (∼0.1) in the near‐bottom
waters illustrate the importance of the nepheloid layer
dynamics in the dispersal of POC across the shelf [Vonk et
al., 2010a]. The higher contents of POC relative to DOC in
the near‐bottom waters may be explained by continuous
cycles of deposition and resuspension dispersing the POC
that has been largely deposited within the Buor‐Khaya Bay
(Figures 3a–3b). Cross‐shelf transport of sediments with
POC in the bottom waters may be a prominent feature in the
shallow ESAS during the ice‐free season [Wegner et al.,
2003; Vonk et al., 2010a] as has been reported also for
other shelf systems [e.g., Coppola et al., 2007].
[29] To further assess the vertical distribution of POC/

DOC with respect to sources of POC, we traced a coastline
section including the major part of the sampling stations
next to land in the eastern LS and W‐ESS (Figure 5a). The
POC/DOC ratios varied between ∼0 and 0.5 along the
coastline section, with higher values within the Buor‐Khaya
Bay (around 132°E; Figure 5a). Although the large dis-
charge of the Lena makes it difficult to clearly distinguish

between river and coastal erosion, there was a distinct dif-
ference in the composition of the water north of the Lena
Delta (salinity of ∼15, POC of ∼21 mM and turbidity of
0.56 V) and that in the vicinity of the Muostakh Island
(salinity of ∼8, POC of ∼85 mM and turbidity of 2.6 V).
Despite both waters being influenced by the Lena River
(low salinity), the higher content of POC and turbidity
around Muostakh Island suggested erosion as an additional
source of POC here. Also, water near the mouth of Ob and
Yenisey Rivers, with discharges comparable to Lena
[Cooper et al., 2008], presented similar salinity (∼10) but
much lower POC (∼18 mM) and turbidity (0.06 V) than
those around Muostakh Island, supporting the importance of
coastal erosion in the supply of POC in these waters.
[30] A perpendicular section tracing the transition from the

outer surface plume of the Lena River to the interior of the
Buor‐Khaya Bay (Figure 5b) vividly illustrates the high POC
concentration measured around Muostakh Island. Along the
section, including nine of the ISSS‐08 YS stations, the sur-
face water POC/DOC ratio increased from values ∼0.01, in
the outer plume, to ratios ∼0.2 in the proximity of the delta, to
reach the highest POC/DOC ratios (∼0.5) in the Buor‐Khaya
Bay around Muostakh Island (Figure 5b). Whereas the POC
in the Buor‐Khaya Bay in principle can be supplied by either
the Lena River or coastal erosion, the distinctly higher POC/
DOC ratios in the vicinity of Muostakh than in any other
location along the Lena transect suggest a dominant input
from the island. The erosion evolution of this island has been
observed over the last decades [Overduin et al., 2007],
showing a retreat rate of 10–13 m between 1951 and 2002,
and up to 20 m during the summer months since 2001
[Semiletov et al., 2010; Grigoriev, 2010]. The abrasion and
degradation of the island is likely delivering large amounts of
POC, which settle close to the island and contribute signif-
icantly to the enhanced POC/DOC signatures in surrounding
near‐bottom waters.
[31] Although of lower magnitude, relatively high POC/

DOC ratios (∼0.2–0.3) were also observed at other locations
along the ESAS coastline, such as ∼133°E (Buor‐Khaya
Cape), ∼151°E and 164–166°. All these coastal segments
are known to be subjected to intense thermo‐abrasion
(Figures 1 and S4) [Stein and Macdonald, 2004; Overduin
et al., 2007]. In the ESS, the characteristic coastal land-
scape of smooth relieves and rounded shapes (Figure S4)
can be explained by the action of erosional processes. The
depleted d13C ratios (∼−26‰) observed in the surrounding
waters of these coasts support the contribution of terrestrial
sources at a time of the year when the riverine signal was
weak (section 3.1), likely making coastal erosion the dom-
inant source of terrestrial POC. All in all, this suggests that
the POC/DOC ratio combines with turbidity and d13C as
potentially useful proxies to qualitatively differentiate
between coastal erosion and river sources of the EAS POC.
Future studies may explore the quantitative use of D14C as a
putatively even more powerful tracer of erosional input of
POC from the Pleistocene coastal‐ice complex [Vonk et al.,
2010a].

3.5. POC Inventory and Removal Flux in the East
Siberian Arctic Shelf Seas

[32] The dense sampling coverage in the ESAS (81 sta-
tions) allowed us to constrain robust estimates of the POC
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inventories for the LS and ESS. These estimates (Table 1)
are based on DAS interpolations extending to the outer
border of the shelf (defined at 200 m isobath). For the LS,
the water column POC inventory was 1.32 ± 0.09 Tg with a
DAS‐based volume‐weighted mean salinity of 25, for POC
concentration of 5.68 mM, and a clear terrigenous imprint in
d13C of −28.1‰. For the ESS, the water column POC
inventory was 2.85 ± 0.20 Tg, with a major proportion (83%
or 2.36 ± 0.16 Tg) residing in the more voluminous E‐ESS.
The influence of Pacific‐derived waters [Semiletov et al.,

2005] explains the higher mean salinity of 30 measured in
the E‐ESS. The mean d13C of −25.9‰ suggests about equal
contributions of marine‐planktogenic and terrestrial sources
to its POC stock. In contrast, the POC stock in the less
voluminous W‐ESS (0.48 ± 0.03 Tg) appears, similarly to
the LS, to be dominated by terrestrial sources (mean d13C of
−28.9‰). As far as we know, these are the first estimates of
water column POC stocks in the ESAS and thus serve as a
useful baseline for assessment of the terr‐OC fate in the
Arctic Ocean.

Table 1. Estimates of the Water Column POC Inventory in the Laptev and East Siberian Seasa

Shelf Mean Salinity Mean d13C (‰) Water Volume (km3) POC Inventoryb (Tg) Mean POC (mM)

Laptev Sea 25 −28.1 19,374 1.32 ± 0.09 5.68

East Siberian Sea 29 −26.5 51,340 2.85 ± 0.20 4.63
Western part (140°E–160°E) 24 −28.9 8,750 0.48 ± 0.03 4.14
Eastern part (160°E–180°E) 30 −25.9 41,623 2.36 ± 0.16 4.73

aEstimations based on Data Assimilation System (DAS) interpolations, which returns water volume‐weighed integrations.
bPOC inventories are expressed as the mean ± standard deviation, which is estimated from the propagation of the analytical error of POC replicates

(relative standard deviation of 6.9%, n = 234).

Figure 5. Sections of the POC/DOC ratio (a) near the coast spanning between the eastern Lena Delta
and 160°E, where intensive coastal erosion is expected (Figures 1 and S4), and (b) along the Lena‐
Laptev transect, where the POC concentration was among the highest measured during the ISSS‐08.
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[33] To seek further constraint on the fate of terr‐POC in
the ESAS, the input and removal processes were quantita-
tively assessed on the basis of the available information on
hydraulic and other system features of the ESAS. For this,
we focused on the LS and the W‐ESS; the two systems
overwhelmingly influenced by terr‐POC. The terr‐POC
fluxes to the LS, suggested by the compilation of Stein and
Macdonald [2004], are 1.30 Tg·yr−1 for rivers, 1.44 Tg·yr−1

for coastal erosion and maximum 0.09 Tg·yr−1 for eolian
input (Table 2). Similarly, the terr‐POC sources to the W‐
ESS includes 0.17 Tg·yr−1 from rivers (Indigirka as the only
major river), whereas POC fluxes from coastal erosion and
eolian sources are only available for the entire ESS. The
coastal erosion POC flux to the W‐ESS was taken as 75% of
that for the total ESS, based on the areal extent of apparent
erosional input from satellite images (Figure S4), and thus
1.32 Tg·yr−1. Since the longitudinal extent of the W‐ESS is
about half of the entire shelf sea, its eolian POC input was
taken as 50% of that total and thus 0.09 Tg·yr−1.
[34] There are several limitations to these available liter-

ature data. First, the important Lena‐Laptev River flux is
based on a study that only considered outflow through one,
albeit the main, of the several important Lena delta chan-
nels. Multiyear studies of POC from several of the delta
channels and in the SE‐LS demonstrates large interannual
variability [Semiletov et al., 2010]. For the erosional‐POC
input to the shelf seas there is a scarcity of investigations,
with no peer‐reviewed studies conducted from the sea side
yet published [Semiletov et al., 2010; Charkin et al., 2010].

The current estimates must thus be regarded as uncertain.
However, a recent study of surface sediment OC along a
500 km offshoreward transect in the mid ESS suggested a
dominant contribution from erosion [Vonk et al., 2010a].
For the eolian POC input, based on one single study, it is
unclear how the quality assurance with respect to contam-
ination from the ship’s exhaust was ascertained. Neverthe-
less, with need for further refinement, the currently
available data suggest a total terr‐POC flux of ∼4.4 ±
1.39 Tg·yr−1 entering the combined LS and W‐ESS
(Table 2), based largely on the Stein and Macdonald
[2004] literature compilation.
[35] To make progress toward estimating the removal fluxes

indicated by the strongly nonconservative POC‐salinity plot
(Figure 4a), we need to take into account the hydraulic resi-
dence time of this system. The deficit in the observed terr‐
POC inventory (Table 1) relative to the expected terr‐POC
input over 3.5 ± 2 yr [Schlosser et al., 1994] represents the
total terr‐POC removal flux (Table 2). This missing POC is
on the order of 3.9 ± 1.42 Tg·yr−1 with about 60% of the
removal in the LS water column and about 40% in the
smaller W‐ESS (Table 2). These preliminary estimations are
based on a steady state mass balance, where the only sig-
nificant removal pathways are sedimentation and water col-
umn degradation, since the net POC export to other water
masses, primarily across the shelf break, was estimated to be
on the order of <2% of the POC removal due to degradation
and sediment burial reported here (calculations detailed in
Section A2 in Text S1). Minor SPM transport during great
part of the year [Wegner et al., 2003] supports the lesser
importance of off‐shelf export processes for the POC water
column mass balance on these wide shelves. A recent box
model of the fate of terr‐POC exported from a subarctic
river found only a minor fraction hydraulically exported out
of the box volume despite it constituting a much smaller
volume in northernmost Baltic Sea, thus also inferring rapid
removal due to POC degradation and settling [van Dongen
et al., 2008a].
[36] The only estimate available for sediment sequestra-

tion of water column POC is a Holocene‐averaged POC
burial of 1.4 Tg·yr−1 (estimated from Stein and Macdonald
[2004]). While this is clearly over a different temporal scale
than the other processes considered here, subtracting this
estimate from the total POC (deficit‐based) removal flux
yields a water column terr‐POC degradation flux in the LS
and W‐ESS on the order of 2.5 ± 1.6 Tg·yr−1 (Table 2). This
degradation flux may be compared with terr‐OC degrada-
tion fluxes inferred for the same ISSS‐08 model box from
the carbonate system [Anderson et al., 2009] and from the
DOC mass balance [Alling et al., 2010]. Anderson et al.
[2009] constrained a DIC excess of ∼5 Tg C each for the
LS and W‐ESS for the ISSS‐08 observations in summer of
2008 and inferred a key role for transport and decay of
particulate eroded terr‐OC. Alling et al. [2010] used an
extensive coverage of DOC from the ISSS‐08 campaign
to estimate a DOC degradation flux for the W‐ESS of
5.1 Tg·yr−1. Given our estimate of POC degradation flux
for the same W‐ESS of 1.02 ± 0.70 Tg·yr−1 (Table 2), it
becomes clear that the water column remineralization
fluxes are of similar size for these two different OC pools,
despite very large (factor of near 35) difference in POC and
DOC stocks. This ∼17% of terr‐OC degradation occurring

Table 2. Estimates of Terrestrial POC Input and Removal Fluxes
for the Laptev and Western East Siberian (140°E–160°E) Seas

Shelf Laptev Sea
West‐East
Siberian Sea Together

Riverine input (Tg·yr−1) 1.30 0.17a 1.47
Coastal erosion input

(Tg·yr−1)
1.44 1.32b 2.76

Eolian input (Tg·yr−1) 0.09 0.09c 0.18

Total terrestrial input
(Tg·yr−1)

2.83 1.58 4.41

Annual POC removal
(Tg·yr−1)

2.5 ± 0.8 1.4 ± 0.7 3.9 ± 1.4

Annual POC degradationd

(Tg·yr−1)
1.5 ± 0.9 1.0 ± 0.7 2.5 ± 1.6

First‐order removal rate
constante (yr−1)

1.9 ± 0.6 3.0 ± 1.4 2.2 ± 0.8

First‐order degradation
rate constantf (yr−1)

1.1 ± 0.7 2.1 ± 1.5 1.4 ± 0.9

aThe Indigirka River is the only major riverine POC source in the
W‐ESS.

bTaken as 75% of that for the total ESS (1.76 Tg·yr−1) based on the areal
extent of apparent erosional input from satellite images (Figure S4).

cTaken as 50% of the total ESS POC eolian input (0.18 Tg·yr−1),
considering that the longitudinal extent of the W‐ESS is about half of
the entire shelf sea.

dValues obtained after subtraction of the OC burial flux for the LS
(0.98 Tg·yr−1) and W‐ESS (0.42 Tg·yr−1, as 44% of the total ESS bottom
area as derived by DAS [Stein and Macdonald, 2004]) from the respec-
tive annual POC removal estimated in this study.

eEstimated as: k (yr−1) = Flux removal (Tg·yr−1)/POC inventory k (Tg).
fEstimated as: k (yr−1) = Flux degradation (Tg·yr−1)/POC inventory

k (Tg).
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in the POC pool for this system is lower than the ∼44%
estimate for the POC pool in the coastal waters receiving
subarctic river discharge in the northernmost Baltic Sea
[van Dongen et al., 2008a]. In contrasts, the Stein and
Macdonald [2004] compilation on the OC cycle in the
Arctic Ocean suggest a zero degradation of the DOC
component over the Siberian‐Arctic shelf seas. The herein
estimated terr‐POC decay flux is consistent with the car-
bonate budget and represents ∼25% of the excess DIC
measured in the area, eventually to be released to the Arctic
atmosphere as CO2.
[37] Apparent first‐order degradation rate constants were

derived to facilitate comparison with other systems and
incorporation into models. Considering a combined POC
stock of 1.8 ± 0.09 Tg for the LS and W‐ESS (Table 1), the
POC losses observed here produce a first‐order degradation
rate constant of 1.4 ± 0.9 yr−1 (Table 2). These estimates are
conservatively low, since we are considering only terr‐POC
for the degradation fluxes, whereas total POC (including
marine‐derived POC) for the POC inventory. A smaller
number for the exclusively terr‐POC inventory would pro-
duce higher degradation rate constants. In comparison,
Alling et al. [2010] reported a first‐order DOC degradation
rate constants of 0.30 yr−1 for the W‐ESS, very similar to
that of 0.24 ± 0.07 yr−1 reported by Letscher et al. [2011] for
the entire eastern Arctic Ocean (from 0° to 180°E) and in
contrast to that suggested by Manizza et al. [2009] for the
same latter region (0.1 yr−1). Stein and Macdonald [2004],
due to lack of information at that time, relied in their box
modeling of the terr‐OC on a “35% universal terr‐POC
degradation” [Ittekkot, 1988] in every Arctic shelf sea,
irrespective of hydraulic residence time and other factors.
Considering an average residence time on the Siberian‐
Arctic shelves of 3.5 ± 2 years [Schlosser et al., 1994], that
corresponds to using a first‐order degradation rate constant
of roughly 0.1 yr−1 for POC [Stein and Macdonald, 2004],
which is an order of magnitude lower than the present
estimate based on actual observations in the ESAS. All in
all, degradation of terr‐POC in the ESAS water column is
nearly as important as DOC degradation and consistent with
excess DIC and, thus, substantially more important than
earlier suggestions.

3.6. Consideration of Uncertainties

[38] The uncertainties involved in this assessment of POC
dynamics on the EAS were carefully considered through a
combination of available analytical uncertainties (of our
>200 measurements), literature‐provided uncertainties and,
when not available, estimations of uncertainties based on an
expert judgment of how well a parameter in the literature is
constrained. For the POC inventories (Table 1), the reported
uncertainties correspond to the analytical error of the POC
replicates (6.9%; relative standard deviation (rsd)). An
additional sensitivity analysis of the inventory calculation
was performed by performing the DAS interpolation esti-
mates with first the central value minus 1sd of all POC
observations and then repeating with central value plus 1sd.
The range in POC inventories for our three ESAS systems
were in all three cases between 7 and 9% of uncertainty.
[39] The estimations of the POC removal fluxes (Table 2)

involved several parameters from the literature. Since it was
desired to provide uncertainty estimates on the POC

removal and degradation fluxes, uncertainties of each
parameter were considered to allow for error propagation.
Hence, the propagated uncertainty of the POC removal
fluxes were estimated based on the rsd of the corresponding
(1) inventories, (2) hydraulic residence time, and (3) ter-
restrial influx. The uncertainty of hydraulic residence time
was provided in the literature (3.5 ± 2 years; Schlosser et al.
[1994]), whereas that of terrestrial influx had to be derived
from the propagation of the estimated uncertainties of the
riverine, erosional and eolian inputs. Given the absence of
provided uncertainties in those published inflow fluxes, we
applied conservative rsd to reflect the relative scale of
uncertainty of these terrestrial input. For the riverine influx,
most likely the best constrained vector, a 10% rsd was
chosen assuming that the uncertainty of this well‐studied
parameter should not be much larger than the analytical
error estimated here for the POC determination (6.9% rsd).
Considering the larger uncertainty of the other two terrestrial
inputs, a rsd of 50% was applied for both coastal erosion
and eolian inflows. Finally, for the propagated uncertainty
of the POC degradation flux (Table 2), the additional
uncertainties of the sediment burial and off‐shelf export
fluxes were added. In the absence of available uncertainty
estimates in the literature for these processes in the ESAS,
rsd of 50% were assigned also to these processes. Taken
together, the propagated uncertainty for the combined LS
and W‐ESS annual POC degradation flux and first‐order
degradation rate constant was 64% rsd (Table 2).

4. Summary and Conclusions

[40] This geographically extensive study covering almost
the entire northern seaboard of Eurasia provides a bench-
mark on POC distribution and behavior in the EAS. A
combination of geochemical proxies indicated that the 2.36
± 0.16 Tg POC contained in the E‐ESS in late summer 2008
were about equally influenced by terrestrial and marine
(Pacific) sources, whereas the 1.8 ± 0.09 Tg POC held in the
combined LS and W‐ESS reflected dominantly terrestrial
sources. Higher POC concentrations in areas known to be
affected by intensive coastal erosion in the LS and W‐ESS
suggest that this process should be investigated in future
studies.
[41] The strongly nonconservative behavior of POC was

quantified in a steady state mass balance assessment to
correspond to an annual terr‐POC removal flux of ∼3.9 ±
1.4 Tg and a first‐order terr‐POC removal rate constant of
2.16 ± 0.8 yr−1 for the combined LS and W‐ESS.
Accounting for sediment burial and net hydraulic exchange,
this suggested that about two thirds of the terr‐POC lost
annually in the LS and W‐ESS is caused by POC degra-
dation in the water column (∼2.5 ± 1.6 Tg yr−1; ∼1.4 ±
0.9 yr−1). This degradation flux is much larger than realized
earlier [Stein and Macdonald, 2004] and the annual flux
similar to that from the DOC pool for the W‐ESS [Alling
et al., 2010]. The degradation rate for POC is ∼7 times
faster than for DOC in the W‐ESS. Furthermore, the com-
bined POC and DOC degradation fluxes is consistent within
a factor of ∼2 with the water column DIC excess for the
same study area and period [Anderson et al., 2009]. This
estimate thus suggests that about 25% of what is eventually
outgassing as CO2 could have been caused by degradation
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of terr‐POC in the LS and W‐ESS. This terr‐POC is origi-
nating from the land‐based region of continuous permafrost
in the river drainage basins and from coastal Yedoma. Given
that enhanced climate warming in this region may accelerate
release of this old and large carbon reservoirs, the current
finding of extensive degradation of the terr‐OC in the Arctic
shelf waters, up to 1000 km away from the point of release,
should be considered as a geographically dislocated part of
the total feedback process between climate warming and
permafrost carbon.

[42] Acknowledgments. We thank Göran Björk for the CTD data
(salinity, depth, and temperature) and colleagues onboard ISSS‐08 for
excellent laboratory and field assistance. We also thank Alexander Sokolov
and colleagues at the Baltic Nest Institute for providing and assisting on the
use of the Data Assimilation System (DAS) program for inventory calcula-
tions. The ISSS‐08 program is supported by the Knut and Alice Wallenberg
Foundation, the Far Eastern Branch of the Russian Academy of Sciences,
the Swedish Research Council (VR contracts 621‐2004‐4039 and 211
621‐2007‐4631), the U.S. National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, the Russian Foundation of Basic Research, the Swedish Polar Research
Secretariat, and the Arctic Co‐Op Program of the Nordic Council of Minis-
ters (331080‐70219). The authors Ö.G. and L.S‐G. also acknowledge an
Academy Research Fellow grant from the Swedish Royal Academy of
Sciences and an EU Marie Curie grant (contract PIEF‐GA‐2008‐220424),
respectively.

References
Alling, A., et al. (2010), Non‐conservative behavior of dissolved organic
carbon across the Laptev and East Siberian seas, Global Biogeochem.
Cycles, 24, GB4033, doi:10.1029/2010GB003834.

Arctic Monitoring and Assessment Program (AMAP) (1998), Assessment
Report: Arctic Pollution Issues, Arctic Monitoring and Assessment
Program, 859 pp., AMAP, Oslo.

Anderson, L. G., S. Jutterström, S. Hjalmarsson, I. Wåhlström, and I. P.
Semiletov (2009), Out‐gassing of CO2 from Siberian shelf seas by terres-
trial organic matter decomposition, Geophys. Res. Lett., 36, L20601,
doi:10.1029/2009GL040046.

Are, F. E. (1999), The role of coastal retreat for sedimentation in the Laptev
Sea, in Land‐Ocean Systems in the Siberian Arctic: Dynamics and
History, edited by H. Kassens et al., pp. 287–299, Springer, Berlin.

Bates, N. R., D. A. Hansell, S. B. Moran, and L. A. Codispoti (2005), Sea-
sonal and spatial distribution of particulate organic matter (POM) in the
Chukchi and Beaufort seas, Deep Sea Res., Part II, 52, 3324–3343,
doi:10.1016/j.dsr2.2005.10.003.

Chanton, J. P., and F. G. Lewis (1999), Plankton and dissolved inorganic
carbon isotopic composition in a river‐dominated estuary: Apalachicola
Bay, Florida, Estuaries, 22, 575–583, doi:10.2307/1353045.

Charkin, A., O. Dudarev, I. Semiletov, Ö. Gustafsson, L. Sánchez‐García,
J. Vonk, and A. Krukhmalev (2010), Seasonal variability of particulate
material concentration and its composition in the Buor Khaya Gulf,
Laptev Sea, Geophys. Res. Abstr., 12, EGU 2010‐6179.

Conley, D. J., C. Humborg, L. Rahm, O. P. Savchuk, and F. Wulff (2002),
Hypoxia in the Baltic Sea and basin‐scale changes in phosphorous bio-
geochemistry, Environ. Sci. Technol., 36, 5315–5320, doi:10.1021/
es025763w.

Cooper, L. W., J. W. McClelland, R. M. Holmes, P. A. Raymond, J. J.
Gibson, C. K. Guay, and B. J. Peterson (2008), Flow‐weighted values
of runoff tracers (d18O, DOC, Ba, alkalinity) from the six largest Arctic
rivers, Geophys. Res. Lett., 35, L18606, doi:10.1029/2008GL035007.

Coppola, L., Ö. Gustafsson, P. Andersson, T. I. Eglinton, M. Uchida, and
A. F. Dickens (2007), The importance of ultrafine particles as a control
on the distribution of organic carbon in Washington Margin and Cas-
cadia Basin sediments, Chem. Geol., 243, 142–156, doi:10.1016/j.
chemgeo.2007.05.020.

Davis, J., and R. Benner (2005), Seasonal trends in the abundance, compo-
sition and bioavailability of particulate and dissolve organic matter in the
Chukchi/Beaufort seas and western Canada Basin, Deep Sea Res., Part
II, 52, 3396–3410, doi:10.1016/j.dsr2.2005.09.006.

Dittmar, T., and G. Kattner (2003), The biogeochemistry of the river and
shelf ecosystem of the Arctic Ocean: A review, Mar. Chem., 83,
103–120, doi:10.1016/S0304-4203(03)00105-1.

Dmitrenko, I. A., J. Höllemann, S. A. Kirillov, S. L. Berezovskaya,
H. Eicken, and H. Kassens (2001), Wind‐forced currents as a linkage

between the Laptev Sea (Siberia) and the Arctic Ocean (in Russian),
Dokl. Earth Sci., MAIK Nauka, 377, 1–8.

Dudarev, O. V., I. P. Semiletov, and A. N. Charkin (2006), Particulate
material composition in the Lena River‐Laptev Sea System: Scales of
heterogeneities, in, Dokl. Akad. Nauk, 411, 527–534.

Dutta, K., E. A. G. Schuur, J. C. Neff, and S. A. Zimov (2006), Potential
carbon release from permafrost soils of northeastern Siberia, Global
Change Biol., 12, 2336–2351, doi:10.1111/j.1365-2486.2006.01259.x.

Eglinton, T. I., and D. J. Repeta (2006), Organic matter in the contempo-
rary ocean, in Treatise on Geochemistry, vol. 6, edited by H. Elderfield,
pp. 145–180, Woods Hole Oceanogr. Inst., Woods Hole, Mass.

Ekwurzel, B., P. Schlosser, R. A. Mortlock, R. G. Fairbanks, and J. H.
Swift (2001), River runoff, sea ice meltwater, and Pacific water distribu-
tion and mean residence times in the Arctic Ocean, J. Geophys. Res., 106,
9075–9092, doi:10.1029/1999JC000024.

Elmquist, M., I. Semiletov, L. Guo, and Ö. Gustafsson (2008), Pan‐Arctic
patterns in black carbon sources and fluvial discharges deduced from
radiocarbon and PAH source apportionment markers in estuarine surface
sediments, Global Biogeochem. Cycles, 22, GB2018, doi:10.1029/
2007GB002994.

Goñi, M. A., M. B. Yunker, R. W. Macdonald, and T. I. Eglinton (2005),
The supply and preservation of ancient and modern components of
organic carbon in the Canadian Beaufort Shelf of the Arctic Ocean,
Mar. Chem., 93, 53–73, doi:10.1016/j.marchem.2004.08.001.

Gordeev, V. V. (2000), River input of water, sediment, major ions,
nutrients and trace metals from Russian territory to the Arctic Ocean,
in Freshwater Budget of the Arctic Ocean, edited by E. L. Lewis,
pp. 297–322, Kluwer, Dordrecht, Netherlands.

Grigoriev, M. (2010), Coastal sediment and organic carbon flux to the
Laptev and East Siberian seas,Geophys. Res. Abstr., 12, EGU 2010‐8763.

Gruber, N., P. Friedlingstein, C. B. Field, R. Valentini, M. Heimann, C. B.
Richey, P. Romero‐Lankao, D. Schulze, and C. T. A. Chen (2004), The
vulnerability of the carbon cycle in the 21st century: An assessment
of carbon‐climate‐human interactions, in The Global Carbon Cycle:
Integrating Humans, Climate, and the Natural World, edited by C. B.
Field and M. R. Raupach, pp. 45–76, Island Press, Washington, D. C.

Guo, L., and R. W. Macdonald (2006), Source and transport of terrigenous
organic matter in the upper Yukon River: Evidence from isotope (d13C,
D14C, and d15N) composition of dissolved, colloidal, and particulate
phases, Global Biogeochem. Cycles, 20, GB2011, doi:10.1029/
2005GB002593.

Guo, L., I. Semiletov, Ö. Gustafsson, J. Ingri, P. Anderson, O. Dudarev,
and D. White (2004), Characterization of Siberian Arctic coastal
sediments: Implications for terrestrial organic carbon export, Global
Biogeochem. Cycles, 18, GB1036, doi:10.1029/2003GB002087.

Guo, L., C. Ping, and R. W. Macdonald (2007), Mobilization pathways of
organic carbon from permafrost to Arctic rivers in a changing climate,
Geophys. Res. Lett., 34, L13603, doi:10.1029/2007GL030689.

Gustafsson, Ö., and P. M. Gschwend (1997), Aquatic colloids: Concepts,
definitions, and current challenges, Limnol. Oceanogr., 42, 519–528,
doi:10.4319/lo.1997.42.3.0519.

Gustafsson, Ö., A. Widerlund, P. S. Andersson, J. Ingri, P. Roos, and
A. Ledin (2000), Colloid dynamics and transport of major elements
through a boreal river–brackish bay mixing zone, Mar. Chem., 71,
1–21, doi:10.1016/S0304-4203(00)00035-9.

Gustafsson, Ö., N. Nilsson, and T. D. Bucheli (2001), Dynamic colloid‐
water partitioning of pyrene through a coastal Baltic spring bloom,
Environ. Sci. Technol., 35, 4001–4006, doi:10.1021/es0003019.

Holmes, M. R., J. W. McClelland, B. J. Peterson, I. A. Shiklomanov, A. I.
Shiklomanov, A. V. Zhulidov, V. V. Gordeev, and N. N. Bobrovitskaya
(2002), A circumpolar perspective on fluvial sediment flux to the Arctic
Ocean, Global Biogeochem. Cycles, 16(4), 1098, doi:10.1029/
2001GB001849.

Hugelius, G., and P. Kuhry (2009), Landscape partitioning and environ-
mental gradient analyses of soil organic carbon in a permafrost environ-
ment, Global Biogeochem. Cycles, 23, GB3006, doi:10.1029/
2008GB003419.

IPCC (2007), Climate Change 2007: The Physical Science Basis. Contri-
bution of Working Group I to the Fourth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, Cambridge Univ. Press,
Cambridge, U. K.

Ittekkot, V. (1988), Global trends in the nature of organic matter in river
suspensions, Nature, 332, 436–438, doi:10.1038/332436a0.

Jakobsson, M. (2002), Hypsometry of the Arctic Ocean and its constituent
seas, Geochem. Geophys. Geosyst., 3(5), 1028, doi:10.1029/
2001GC000302.

Jakobsson, M., R. Macnab, L. Mayer, R. Anderson, M. Edwards, J. Hatzky,
H. W. Schenke, and P. Johnson (2008), An improved bathymetric por-
trayal of the Arctic Ocean: Implications for ocean modeling and geolog-

SÁNCHEZ‐GARCÍA ET AL.: TERR‐POC IN EAST SIBERIAN ARCTIC SEAS GB2007GB2007

11 of 13



ical, geophysical and oceanographic analyses, Geophys. Res. Lett., 35,
L07602, doi:10.1029/2008GL033520.

Karcher, M. J., and J. M. Oberhuber (2002), Pathways and modification of
the upper and intermediate waters of the Arctic Ocean, J. Geophys. Res.,
107(C6), 3049, doi:10.1029/2000JC000530.

Kosheleva, V. A., and D. S. Yashin (1999), Bottom Sediments of the Russian
Arctic Seas, 286 pp., MNRRF, VNII Okeangeol., St. Petersburg, Russia.

Kuptsov, V. M., and A. P. Lisitzin (1996), Radiocarbon of Quaternary
along shore and bottom deposits of the Lena and the Laptev Sea sedi-
ments, Mar. Chem., 53, 301–311, doi:10.1016/0304-4203(95)00096-8.

Letscher, R. T., D. A. Hansell, and D. Kadko (2011), Rapid removal of ter-
rigenous dissolved organic carbon over the Eurasian shelves of the Arctic
Ocean, Mar. Chem., 123, 78–87, doi:10.1016/j.marchem.2010.10.002.

Lisitzin, A. P. (1995), The marginal filter of the ocean, Oceanol. Engl.
Transl., 34, 583–590.

Macdonald, R. W., L. G. Anderson, J. P. Christensen, L. A. Miller,
I. P. Semiletov, and R. Stein (2008), The Arctic Ocean: Budgets and
fluxes, in Carbon and Nutrient Fluxes in Continental Margins: A Global
Synthesis, edited by K.‐K. Liu et al., pp. 291–303, Springer, Berlin.

Manizza, M., M. J. Follows, S. Dutkievwicz, J. W. McClelland,
D. Menemenlis, C. N. Hill, A. Townsend‐Small, and B. J. Peterson
(2009), Modeling transport and fate of riverine dissolved organic carbon
in the Arctic Ocean, Global Biogeochem. Cycles, 23, GB4006,
doi:10.1029/2008GB003396.

McClelland, J. W., et al. (2008), Development of a pan‐Arctic database for
river chemistry, Eos Trans. AGU, 89(24), doi:10.1029/2008EO240001.

Meyers, P. A. (1997), Organic geochemical proxies of paleoceano-
graphic, paleolimnologic and paleoclimatic processes, Org. Geochem.,
27, 213–250, doi:10.1016/S0146-6380(97)00049-1.

Neff, J. C., J. C. Finlay, S. A. Zimov, S. P. Davydov, J. J. Carrasco, E. A.
G. Schuur, and A. I. Davydova (2006), Seasonal changes in the age and
structure of dissolved organic carbon in Siberian Rivers and Streams,
Geophys. Res. Lett., 33, L23401, doi:10.1029/2006GL028222.

Opsahl, S., R. Benner, and R. M. W. Amon (1999), Major flux of ter-
rigenous dissolved organic matter through the Arctic Ocean, Limnol.
Oceanogr., 44, 2017–2023, doi:10.4319/lo.1999.44.8.2017.

Overduin, P. P., H. W. Hubberten, V. Rachold, N. Romanovskii,
M. Grigoriev, and M. Kasymskaya (2007), The evolution and degrada-
tion of coastal and offshore permafrost in the Laptev and East Siberian
seas during the last climatic cycle, Mem. Geol. Soc. Am., 426, 97–110.

Peterson, B. J., and B. Fry (1987), Stable isotopes in ecosystem studies,
Annu. Rev. Ecol . Syst . , 18 , 293–320, doi :10.1146/annurev.
es.18.110187.001453.

Peterson, B. J., R. M. Holmes, J. W. McClelland, C. J. Vorosmarty, R. B.
Lammers, A. I. Shiklomanov, I. A. Shiknomanov, and S. Rahmstorf
(2002), Increasing river discharge to the Arctic Ocean, Science, 298,
217–2173, doi:10.1126/science.1077445.

Peterson, B. J., J. McClelland, R. Curry, R. M. Holmes, J. E. Walsh, and
K. Aagaard (2006), Trajectory shifts in the Arctic and subarctic Fresh-
water Cycle, Science, 313, 1061–1066, doi:10.1126/science.1122593.

Pipko, I. I., I. P. Semiletov, P. Y. Tishchenko, S. P. Pugach, and J. P.
Christensen (2002), Carbonate chemistry dynamics in Bering Strait
and the Chukchi Sea, Prog. Oceanogr., 55, 77–94, doi:10.1016/
S0079-6611(02)00071-X.

Rachold, V., M. N. Grigoriev, F. E. Are, S. Solomon, E. Reimnitz, H. Kassens,
and M. Antonow (2000), Coastal erosion versus riverine sediment dis-
charge in the Arctic shelf seas, Int. J. Earth Sci., 89, 450–460,
doi:10.1007/s005310000113.

Raymond, P. A., J. W. McClelland, R. M. Holmes, A. V. Zhulidov,
K. Mull, B. J. Peterson, R. G. Striegl, G. R. Aiken, and T. Y. Gurtovaya
(2007), Flux and age of dissolved organic carbon exported to the Arctic
Ocean: A carbon isotopic study of the five largest Arctic rivers, Global
Biogeochem. Cycles, 21, GB4011, doi:10.1029/2007GB002934.

Richter‐Menge, J., et al. (2006), State of the Arctic report, NOAA OAR
special report, 36 pp., NOAA/OAR/PMEL, Seattle, Wash.

Romankevich, E. A., and A. A. Vetrov (2001), Carbon Cycle in the
Russian Arctic Seas (in Russian), 302 pp., Nauka, Moscow.

Sánchez‐García, L., J. Vonk, V. Alling, S. Pugach, B. van Dongen,
A. Charkin, D. Kosmach, O. Dudarev, I. P. Semiletov, and Ö. Gustafsson
(2010), Molecular and isotopic investigation of eroding reliefs of the East
Siberian Arctic Coastal‐Ice complex, Geophys. Res. Abstr., 12, EGU
2010‐11021.

Savchuk, O. P., F. Wulff, S. Hille, C. Humborg, and F. Pollehne (2008),
The Baltic Sea a century ago: A reconstruction from model simulations,
verified by observations, J. Mar. Sci., 74, 485–494.

Savelieva, N. I., I. P. Semiletov, L. N. Vasilevskaya, and S. P. Pugach
(2000), A climate shift in seasonal values of meteorological and hydro-
logical parameters for northeastern Asia, Prog. Oceanogr., 47, 279–297,
doi:10.1016/S0079-6611(00)00039-2.

Schirrmeister, L., C. Siegert, T. Kusnetsova, S. Kuzmina, A. Andreev,
F. Kienast, H. Meyer, and A. Bobrov (2002), Paleoenvironmental and
paleoclimatic records from permafrost deposits in the Arctic region of
northern Siberia, Quat. Int., 89, 97–118, doi:10.1016/S1040-6182(01)
00083-0.

Schlosser, P., D. Bauch, R. Fairbanks, and G. Bönisch (1994), Arctic river‐
runoff: Mean residence time on the shelves and in the halocline, Deep
Sea Res., Part I, 41, 1053–1068, doi:10.1016/0967-0637(94)90018-3.

Schubert, C. J., and S. E. Calvert (2001), Nitrogen and carbon isotopic
composition of marine and terrestrial organic matter in Arctic Ocean
sediments: Implications for nutrient utilization and organic matter com-
position, Deep Sea Res., Part I, 48, 789–810, doi:10.1016/S0967-0637
(00)00069-8.

Schuur, E. A. G., et al. (2008), Vulnerability of permafrost carbon to
climate change: Implications for the global carbon cycle, BioScience,
58, 701–714, doi:10.1641/B580807.

Semiletov, I. (1999), Destruction of the coastal permafrost ground as an
important factor in biogeochemistry of the Arctic shelf waters, Dokl.
Russ. Acad. Sci., 368, 679–682.

Semiletov, I., and Ö. Gustafsson (2009), East Siberian Shelf Study alle-
viates scarcity of observations, EOS Trans. AGU, 90(17), 145,
doi:10.1029/2009EO170001.

Semiletov, I. P., N. E. Shakhova, V. E. Romanovsky, and I. I. Pipko
(2004), Methane climate forcing and methane observations in the Siber-
ian Arctic land‐shelf system, World Resour. Rev., 16, 503–542.

Semiletov, I. P., O. Dudarev, V. Luchin, A. Charkin, K. H. Shin, and
N. Tanaka (2005), The East Siberian Sea as a transition zone between
Pacific‐derived waters and Arctic shelf waters, Geophys. Res. Lett.,
32, L10614, doi:10.1029/2005GL022490.

Semiletov, I. P., I. I. Pipko, I. A. Repina, and N. Shakhova (2007), Carbonate
dynamics and carbon dioxide fluxes across the atmosphere‐ice‐water
interfaces in the Arctic Ocean Pacific sector of the Arctic, J. Mar. Syst.,
66, 204–226, doi:10.1016/j.jmarsys.2006.05.012.

Semiletov, I., O. Dudarev, I. Pipko, A. Charkin, S. Pugach, N. Shakhova,
and Ö. Gustafsson (2010), Transport and fate of terrestrial organic carbon
in the East Siberian land‐shelf system: Riverine input vs. coastal erosion,
Geophys. Res. Abstr., 12, EGU 2010‐13081‐1.

Sokolov, A., O. Andrejev, F. Wulff, and M. Rodríguez Medina (1997), The
Data Assimilation System for Data Analysis in the Baltic Sea, Syst. Ecol.
Contrib., 3, 66 pp., Stockholm Univ., Stockholm.

Sollins, P., G. Spycher, and C. A. Glassman (1984), Net nitrogen mineral-
ization from light‐fraction and heavy fraction forest soil organic matter,
Soil Biol. Biochem., 16, 31–37, doi:10.1016/0038-0717(84)90122-6.

Stein, R., and R. W. Macdonald (2004), The Organic Carbon Cycle in
the Arctic Ocean, 363 pp., Springer, Berlin, doi:10.1007/978-3-642-
18912-8.

Tarnocai, C., J. G. Canadell, E. A. G. Schuur, P. Kuhry, G. Mazhitova, and
S. Zimov (2009), Soil organic carbon pools in the northern circumpolar
permafrost region, Global Biogeochem. Cycles , 23 , GB2023,
doi:10.1029/2008GB003327.

Van Dongen, B. E., Z. Zencak, and Ö. Gustafsson (2008a), Differential
transport and degradation of bulk organic carbon and specific terrestrial
biomarkers in the surface waters of a sub‐Arctic brackish baymixing zone,
Mar. Chem., 112(3–4), 203–214, doi:10.1016/j.marchem.2008.08.002.

Van Dongen, B. E., I. Semiletov, J. W. H. Weijers, and Ö. Gustafsson
(2008b), Contrasting lipid biomarker composition of terrestrial organic
matter exported from across the Eurasian Arctic by the five great Russian
Arctic rivers, Global Biogeochem. Cycles, 22, GB1011, doi:10.1029/
2007GB002974.

Vonk, J. E., B. E. van Dongen, and Ö. Gustafsson (2008), Lipid biomarker
investigation of the origin and diagenetic state of sub‐Arctic terrestrial
organic matter presently exported into the northern Bothnian Bay,
Mar. Chem., 112, 1–10, doi:10.1016/j.marchem.2008.07.001.

Vonk, J. E., L. Sánchez‐García, I. P. Semiletov, O. V. Dudarev, T. I.
Eglinton, A. Andersson, and Ö. Gustafsson (2010a), Molecular and
radiocarbon constraints on sources and degradation of terrestrial organic
carbon along the Kolyma paleoriver transect, East Siberian Sea, Bio-
geosciences, 7, 3153–3166, doi:10.5194/bg-7-3153-2010.

Vonk, J. E., B. E. van Dongen, and Ö. Gustafsson (2010b), Selective pres-
ervation of old organic carbon fluvially released from sub‐Arctic soils,
Geophys. Res. Lett., 37, L11605, doi:10.1029/2010GL042909.

Waite, A. M., Ö. Gustafsson, O. Lindahl, and P. Tiselius (2005), Linking
ecosystem dynamics and biogeochemistry: Sinking fractionation of
organic carbon in a Swedish fjord, Limnol. Oceanogr., 50, 658–671,
doi:10.4319/lo.2005.50.2.0658.

Wegner, C., J. A. Hölemann, I. Dmitrenko, S. Kirillov, K. Tuschling,
E. Abramova, and H. Kassens (2003), Suspended particulate matter on
the Laptev Sea shelf (Siberian Arctic) during ice‐free conditions, Estuar.
Coast. Shelf Sci., 57, 55–64, doi:10.1016/S0272-7714(02)00328-1.

SÁNCHEZ‐GARCÍA ET AL.: TERR‐POC IN EAST SIBERIAN ARCTIC SEAS GB2007GB2007

12 of 13



Zwiers, F. W. (2002), Climate change: The 20‐year forecast, Nature, 416,
690–691, doi:10.1038/416690a.

V. Alling, Ö. Gustafsson, C. Humborg, L. Sánchez‐García, and J. Vonk,
Department of Applied Environmental Science, Stockholm University,
2011 Dept. of Appl. Environ. Sci., Svante Arrhenius väg 8, SE‐11418
Stockholm, Sweden. (orjan.gustafsson@itm.su.se)

O. Dudarev, S. Pugach, and I. Semiletov, Pacific Oceanological Institute,
Russian Academy of Sciences Far Eastern Branch, 50 Svetlanskaya St.,
Vladivostok 690950, Russia.
B. van Dongen, Will iamson Research Centre for Molecular

Environmental Science, School of Earth, Atmospheric and Environmental
Science, University of Manchester, Williamson Bldg., Oxford Road,
Manchester M13 9PL, Manchester, UK.

SÁNCHEZ‐GARCÍA ET AL.: TERR‐POC IN EAST SIBERIAN ARCTIC SEAS GB2007GB2007

13 of 13



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (ECI-RGB.icc)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Photoshop 5 Default CMYK)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /Courier-Oblique
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /Symbol
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /Times-Roman
    /ZapfDingbats
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 400
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


