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Abstract:

 Stormwater runoff from highways is a source of pollution to surface water bodies and groundwater. Excess loadings of phosphorus in stormwater discharged to surface water bodies can result in eutrophication. Treatment of stormwater for phosphorus is necessary in order to sustain ecological and economical benefits related to aquatic resources. If phosphorus is removed, the water can be sustained for other uses, such as irrigation and industrial applications. The data presented in this paper is used to evaluate the treatment performance of a roadside biosorption activated media system with regards to the removal of total phosphorus and soluble reactive phosphorus from highway runoff. The evaluation also compares removal efficiencies and effluent concentrations using biosorption activated media (BAM) to that with sandy soil commonly found in the Florida area. The results presented in this paper indicate that BAM bio-filtration systems are a feasible treatment method for removing phosphorus from highway runoff. A discussion concerning the additional treatment and reuse of water by harvesting, as part of a Bio-filtration & Harvesting Swale System, is also presented in the paper.
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1. Introduction

Stormwater runoff from roads and highways often has elevated levels of nitrogen and phosphorus [1]. Phosphorus species concentrations are of importance in watersheds because they are a limiting nutrient for plant and algal growth in freshwater systems and excess loadings in surface waters may result in eutrophication [2,3]. A common type of eutrophication is harmful algal blooms (HABs). HABs can have devastating effects on ecosystem integrity, species interactions, aquatic animal health and population growth, human health, economy, industry, and ecology [4].

The practical implementation for stormwater treatment is governed by regulations requiring net improvement of the receiving water body, which implies a reduction of a target water quality parameter. In many cases, the target water quality parameter is a nutrient species. Wet ponds are a commonly used method of achieving nutrient reduction and typically have a total phosphorus removal efficiency of 48% [5]. New and future stormwater regulations, such as Florida’s pending Statewide Stormwater Treatment Rule, may require phosphorus removal efficiencies that exceed what traditional wet ponds are capable of achieving [6].

In anticipation of more stringent stormwater regulations, new technologies and systems, such as biosorption activated media (BAM) and bio-filtration systems, are being developed to meet the new nutrient reduction requirements. BAM is a type of soil amendment technology designed for three purposes: inert filtration (i.e., depth filtration), reactive filtration (i.e., adsorption & ion-exchange), and to provide an ideal habitat for microbes in order to facilitate biosorption & biological uptake. Bio-filtration systems are shallow depressions, with vegetation and filter media, into which stormwater drains and infiltrates. Stormwater entering the bio-filtration system is first filtered by the vegetation and topsoil before entering the filter media. As the stormwater flows through the media, additional pollutants are captured via depth filtration, adsorption, ion exchange, and biosorption [7,8,9,10]. An extensive discussion on the composition and various treatment processes of BAM and bio-filtration systems can be found in Hood [10].

The purpose of this paper is to assess the removal efficiencies and effluent total phosphorus and soluble reactive phosphorus (SRP) concentrations of roadside swale bio-filtration systems utilizing BAM compared to sandy soil as the filter media. The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) is the funding agency for this research; thus, a roadside swale utilizing sandy soil is used as the baseline comparison since it is the dominant pre-existing condition for Florida’s roadside swales. As stated previously, total phosphorus is of particular interest since it is regulated by some federal rules and state rules; however, SRP is also significant as SRP represents the phosphorus that is readily available to plants and algae. SRP is composed of dissolved inorganic and dissolved organic phosphorus species and can be used to approximate ortho-phosphorus [11].



2. Materials and Methods

The data presented in this paper compares the effluent concentrations and removal efficiencies of total phosphorus and SRP for the biosorption activated media, Bold & Gold™ and sandy soil for simulated highway runoff. This comparison is performed using a field scale test bed split into sandy soil and Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system sides. The sandy soil used is classified as A-3 by the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO). The Bold & Gold™ used in this research is specified for highway runoff and is composed of an uncompacted volume ratio of 75% expanded clay and 25% tire crumb. The tire crumb has 100 percent passing through a #10 sieve and the expanded clay has 100 percent passing a 0.95 cm (3/8 inch) sieve.


2.1. Test Bed Construction

The test bed represents a highway and an adjacent roadside swale. The concrete portion of the test bed represents a single 3.66 m (12 feet) wide lane with a 61 cm (2.0 feet) wide inside shoulder. The dimensions of the roadway are based upon the requirements stated in the Florida Department of Transportation Plans Preparation Manual [12]. A diagram of the test bed prior to being filled with Bold & Gold™ and sandy soil is displayed in Figure 1 in order to show the locations of the impermeable barriers. A 5.08 by 10.16 cm (2 by 4 inch) piece of wood is placed on the concrete lane and shoulder to approximately split the sheet flow equally between the sandy soil and Bold & Gold™ sides. A picture of the fully constructed test bed is shown in Figure 2.

Figure 1. Diagram of empty test bed.
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Figure 2. Picture of the fully constructed test bed.
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The field scale tests were done on an elevated and tilt-able test bed. The test bed represents a highway and an adjacent roadside swale. The lane had a 2% slope and the shoulder had a 5% slope; the roadside swale had a slope of 1:6, which is approximately 16.67% [12]. The slopes of the roadway and roadside swale are based upon the requirements stated in the Florida Department of Transportation Plans Preparation Manual [12]. The Bold & Gold™ and sandy soil were approximately 84 cm deep (2.74 feet). The depth of 84 cm (2.74 feet) was used due to the geometric limitations of the test bed; in order to have the correct lane and shoulder widths, the Bold & Gold™ and sandy soil needed to be 84 cm (2.74 feet) deep. The St. Johns River Water Management District (SJRWMD) requires that detention with filtration systems have a minimum filter media depth of 61 cm (2.0 feet), thus the Bold & Gold™ and sandy soil depth of 84 cm (2.74 feet) was satisfactory [13]. As shown in Figure 2, the test bed was split in half with one side being Bold & Gold™ and the other being sandy soil. Both sides were compacted in five levels using a 6.5 horse power Compact Vibrator Plate manufactured by Central Machinery of Camarillo, CA; the Bold & Gold™ and sandy soil were not wetted during compaction. Compaction was performed without watering since a loose condition was desired to optimize permeability.

The roadside swale section of the test bed had a vegetative cover of Argentine Bahia. The Argentine Bahia was placed on the test bed as sod and was allowed two months to establish prior to the start of testing. During the first month of sod establishment the sod was watered every other day; during the second month the sod was watered every four days.



2.2. Simulated Highway Runoff

The water used to create simulated highway runoff is collected from a local stormwater pond. In order for the pond water to become simulated highway runoff, the nitrogen and phosphorus species concentrations need to approximate the National Stormwater Quality Database average values for freeways shown in Table 1. To create simulated highway runoff, ammonium carbonate, potassium nitrate, and potassium phosphate are added to the collected pond water.


Table 1. National Stormwater Quality Database average nitrogen and phosphorus species concentrations for freeway runoff [14].



	
Units

	
Name

	
Freeways






	
Median values in mg/L as N or P

	
NH3

	
1.07




	
TKN

	
2.0




	
NO2− + NO3−

	
0.28




	
Total Nitrogen

	
2.28




	
Filtered Phosphorus (aka OP)

	
0.20




	
Total Phosphorus

	
0.25











Storms of 2.54, 3.81, and 7.62 cm (1.0, 1.5, and 3.0 inches) of rainfall with a duration of 30 min are being simulated; these storm events correspond to 318, 480.7, and 961.5 L (84, 127, and 254 gallons) respectively. The water is pumped up through the PVC piping system, shown in Figure 3 and Figure 4, and then sheet flows over the simulated roadway.

Figure 3. Influent delivery system.
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Figure 4. PVC piping system used to create sheet flow over simulated roadway.
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2.3. Collection of Influent and Effluent

A sample of the influent is collected at the start of the 30 min rainfall event. The influent is collected using a perforated PVC pipe lying along the interface of the concrete shoulder and the Argentine Bahia as shown in Figure 5. The influent is collected at this location, as opposed to from the influent source container, in order to include any changes or additions to the water chemistry that occur as the simulated runoff flows over the concrete lane and shoulder.

Figure 5. Perforated PVC pipe used for influent collection.
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Effluent is defined as the water that has infiltrated through the soil in the test bed. The effluent drains from holes in the bottom of the test bed. The effluent is collected in 208 L (55 gallon) barrels located underneath the test bed as shown in Figure 6. The effluent is collected for two hours after the 30 min simulated rainfall event has concluded. Water samples for analysis are taken from the collection barrels at the completion of the two hour collection time.

Figure 6. Effluent collection system.
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2.4. Water Quality Analysis

The pH of the samples is determined at the field lab using an Accumet Research AR50 by Fisher Scientific® (Barrington, IL, USA). The influent and effluent samples are then transported to a NELAC (National Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Conference) certified lab for total phosphorus and SRP analysis.



2.5. Column Test

Column tests are performed on the Bold & Gold™ and sandy soil without sod present. Sod farms typically use fertilizer to increase production, thus it is reasonable to assume that the sod will leach nutrients into the Bold & Gold™ and sandy soil on the test bed, especially during the initial test runs. This presents a problem for analyzing nutrient removal efficiencies since an unknown amount of nutrients are being added to the simulated highway runoff. As a result, column tests without sod are run on the Bold & Gold™ and sandy soil to obtain a percent removal. It should be noted that the Bold & Gold™ and sandy soil being used in the column tests are fresh and should be minimally biologically active compared to media in the field scale test bed bio-filtration system, which has been allowed time to become biologically active.

The column test apparatus consists of a 1.07 m (3.5 feet) long clear PVC pipe with an inside diameter of 15.24 cm (6 inches). There are 20.32 cm (8 inches) of limestone rocks at the bottom of the column and geotextile fabric separating the limestone rocks from the media; the media is 84 cm (2.74 feet) deep. The effluent collection pipe is located within the rock layer. The column test apparatus is shown in Figure 7.

Figure 7. Column test apparatus.
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The column test is performed for both the sandy soil and Bold & Gold™ and consists of running 94.6 L (25 gallons) of simulated highway runoff through the apparatus. The first 18.9 L (5 gallons) of effluent collected are discarded and not included in the cumulative effluent collection. The first 18.9 L (5 gallons) are discarded because it is considered the first flush through the system and will contain fines and other constituents that are not representative of normal flow operation of the system. The remainder of the effluent is collected and a sample is taken for analysis. The sample is analyzed for total phosphorus by a NELAC certified laboratory.






3. Results

Water quality data is used to compare total phosphorus and SRP effluent concentrations and removal efficiencies of the soil amendment Bold & Gold™ to sandy soil for simulated highway runoff. This comparison is performed using column tests and field scale bio-filtration systems constructed on an elevated test bed.


3.1. Column Tests

A single column test is performed on the sandy soil and Black & Gold™. The water quality testing is performed by a NELAC certified lab. The results of the column test for sandy soil and Bold & Gold™ are presented in Table 2. Total phosphorus removal is achieved by both the Bold & Gold™ and sandy soil; however, the removal efficiency of the Bold & Gold™ is greater. The Bold & Gold™ achieves a total phosphorus removal of 60%, whereas the sandy soil only achieves a 14% removal. The removal efficiency achieved by the Bold & Gold™ in the column test should be lower than that achieved in the field scale test bed since it is freshly made and should not have significant biological activity, i.e., biosorption, yet.

Table 2. Column test results for total phosphorus.


	Soil or Media Type
	Influent (mg/L as P)
	Effluent (mg/L as P)
	Removal Efficiency





	Sandy Soil
	0.21
	0.18
	14%



	Bold & Gold™
	0.21
	0.085
	60%












3.2. Field Scale Bio-Filtration Systems: Removal Efficiencies

As stated previously, leaching of nutrients from the sod is expected, especially during the initial tests. To account for the leaching, the average removal efficiencies will be calculated based upon the removal efficiencies that occur after leaching has appeared to cease, i.e., when the removal efficiency trend has leveled out.


3.2.1. Total Phosphorus Removal Efficiencies

Regulations and designs are often based upon removal efficiencies. The total phosphorus removal efficiency trend with time for the Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system is shown in Figure 8. As stated previously, leaching of nutrients from the sod is expected during the initial test runs. During the column test, the Bold & Gold™ achieved a total phosphorus removal efficiency of 60%, thus when the removal efficiencies in the test bed are consistently above 60% it can be inferred that significant leaching has ceased. As shown in Figure 8, the total phosphorus removal efficiencies are all above 60% starting on 29 August 2011; additionally, the slope of the 5th order polynomial trend line has become minimal by 29 August 2011, indicating leaching has become negligible. Thus, only the last six values are averaged together to determine the average total phosphorus removal efficiency of the Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system is 71%.

Figure 8. Total phosphorus removal efficiencies of field scale bio-filtration systems.
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The total phosphorus removal efficiency with respect to time trend for the sandy soil in the test bed is presented in Figure 8. During the column test, sandy soil achieved a 14% total phosphorus removal efficiency; however, the field scale bio-filtration system tests resulted in many negative removal efficiencies. The negative values indicate significant leaching of total phosphorus from the sod. Due to the sod’s nutrient leaching, no definite total phosphorus removal efficiency for sandy soil bio-filtration system can be determined.



3.2.2. Soluble Reactive Phosphorus Removal Efficiencies

Soluble reactive phosphorus represents phosphorus that is readily available to plants and algae and is composed of dissolved inorganic and dissolved organic phosphorus species [11]. The SRP removal efficiency trend with time for both the Bold & Gold™ and sandy soil bio-filtration systems is presented in Figure 9.

Figure 9. SRP removal efficiencies of field scale bio-filtration systems.
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The SRP removal efficiencies of the Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system, shown in Figure 9, appear to be relatively consistent; as a result, all data points are considered in determining the average removal efficiency. The average SRP removal efficiency of the Bold & Gold bio-filtration system is 95%.

As shown in Figure 9, the SRP removal efficiencies of the sandy soil are minimal or negative. The small and negative SRP removal efficiencies suggest there is a combination of significant nutrient leaching by the sod and a low SRP removal efficiency. Due to the sod’s nutrient leaching, the SRP removal efficiency of the sandy soil bio-treatment system cannot be determined.




3.3. Field Scale Bio-Filtration Systems: ANOVA Test of Effluent Concentrations

Due to the leaching of phosphorus from the sod, it may be beneficial to compare the Bold & Gold™ and sandy soil bio-filtration systems’ total phosphorus and SRP effluent concentrations instead of the removal efficiencies. Recall that the influent for both of the bio-filtration systems is identical for each test, additionally if it is assumed that the sod on each side of the test bed is leaching approximately the same mass loading of nutrients, then a comparison between the effluent concentrations of the sandy soil and Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration systems can be made. An analysis of variance (ANOVA) test is used to analyze the total phosphorus and SRP effluent concentrations.


3.3.1. Total Phosphorus Effluent Concentrations

There is found to be a significant difference in the total phosphorus concentration of the effluents at a confidence level of 100%. The Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system has a 78% lower average effluent concentration of total phosphorus than sandy soil bio-filtration system. The average effluent concentrations of total phosphorus are 302.6 and 66.22 µg/L as phosphorus for the sandy soil and Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration systems respectively; the relative difference between the average total phosphorus effluent concentrations is 128%. A bar graph displaying the comparison of the average effluent concentrations is presented in Figure 10.

Figure 10. Average total phosphorus & soluble reactive phosphorus effluent concentrations of field scale bio-filtration systems.
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3.3.2. Soluble Reactive Phosphorus Effluent Concentrations

There is found to be a significant difference in the soluble reactive phosphorus concentration of the effluents at a confidence level of 100%. The Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system has a 96% lower average effluent concentration of soluble reactive phosphorus than the sandy soil bio-filtration system. The average effluent concentrations of soluble reactive phosphorus are 180.0 and 7.656 µg/L as phosphorus for sandy soil and Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration systems respectively; the relative difference between the average soluble reactive phosphorus effluent concentrations is 184%. A bar graph displaying the comparison of the average effluent concentrations is presented in Figure 10.






3.4. pH of Influent & Effluents

pH is an important aquatic characteristic due to its affects upon speciation and adsorption chemistry. Table 3 shows the mean, median, and standard deviation values for the pH of the influent and the sandy soil and Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system effluents.

Table 3. Summary of influent and effluent pH values.


	Statistic
	Sandy Soil
	Bold & Gold™
	Influent





	Mean
	6.89
	6.92
	7.74



	Median
	6.92
	6.83
	7.77



	Standard Deviation
	0.218
	0.253
	0.181













4. Discussion

The overall goal of this research is to evaluate the effectiveness of Bold & Gold™, a type of biosorption activated media (BAM), in a bio-filtration swale system. The primary focus of this paper is to compare the phosphorus removal efficiencies and effluent concentrations from simulated highway runoff treated by Bold & Gold™ and sandy soil bio-filtration systems. Field scale experiments are performed on a test bed that simulates a typical roadway with a swale. Column tests are performed on sandy soil and freshly made Bold & Gold™ without sod present.


4.1. Soluble Reactive Phosphorus

SRP represents the phosphorus that is readily available to plants and algae. SRP is composed of dissolved inorganic and dissolved organic phosphorus species and can be used to approximate ortho-phosphorus [11]. The SRP removal efficiency of Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system is 95%. This removal efficiency is in agreement with research, by Wanielista and Shah, focusing on the usage of other versions of Bold & Gold™ in septic tank drain fields. Wanielista and Shah reported ortho-phosphorus removal efficiencies of 98.79% and 97.83% for two types of Bold & Gold™ [15,16]. The SRP removal efficiency of the sandy soil bio-filtration system could not be determined.

A comparison of the effluent concentrations utilizing an ANOVA test revealed that the Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system has a 96% lower effluent concentration of soluble reactive phosphorus than the sandy soil bio-filtration system. From these results it is apparent that roadside bio-filtrations systems utilizing Bold & Gold™ are superior to those utilizing sandy soil for the removal of SRP from highway runoff.

There are three reasons for the superior SRP removal performance of Bold & Gold™ compared to sandy soil. First, Bold & Gold™, a type of BAM, is specifically made to provide habitat for algae and bacteria, thus enabling the capture of nutrients via biosorption. Since SRP is readily available for uptake by plants, bacteria, and algae, it is logical to assume that biosorption is a significant removal mechanism of SRP. Furthermore, clay is known to effectively capture phosphorus via anion exchange. Additionally the average pH values of the influent and effluent from the Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system tests are 6.92 and 7.74 respectively, which is in the effective pH range for phosphate adsorption by tire crumb [17].



4.2. Total Phosphorus

Stormwater regulations, such as Florida’s pending Statewide Stormwater Treatment Rule, often times pertain to a total species category, such as total phosphorus, instead of individual species, such as SRP. Thus, it is useful to know the overall performance of a bio-filtration system for the total species category. The column tests indicated that Bold & Gold™ is capable of a 60% removal efficiency for total phosphorus, whereas the sandy soil only achieves a 14% removal efficiency. Field scale tests show that the Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system achieves a total phosphorus removal efficiency of 71%. The difference between the total phosphorus removal efficiencies of the Bold & Gold™ column test and field scale test is likely due to biosorption. The column test was conducted with fresh Bold & Gold™ that likely had very little biofilm present, where as the Bold & Gold™ in field scale bio-filtration system had been establishing for months and likely had large amounts of biofilm present. Due to the sod’s nutrient leaching, no definite total phosphorus removal efficiency for sandy soil can be determined.

A comparison of the total phosphorus effluent concentrations utilizing an ANOVA test revealed that the Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system performed superiorly compared to the sandy soil bio-filtration system by having a 78% lower total phosphorus effluent concentration than the sandy soil bio-filtration system. Thus, based upon the column tests removal efficiencies and the comparison of effluent concentrations it is established that BAM is superior to sandy soil for the removal of total phosphorus, additionally; the Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system is capable of a 71% total phosphorus removal efficiency. Similar research, by Wanielista and Shah, focusing on the usage of other versions of Bold & Gold™ in septic tank drain fields has reported total phosphorus removal efficiencies of 99.93% and 99.92% for two types of Bold & Gold™ [15,16]. The much higher total phosphorus removal efficiencies achieved by Wanielista and Shah may be attributed to the influent in the drain field application had a 99.44% higher concentration of total phosphorus than the influent of the bio-filtration system.

It should be noted from Table 1 that SRP, i.e., ortho-phosphorus, comprises 80% of the total phosphorus found in freeway runoff, thus whichever bio-filtration system is superior for SRP removal should be superior for total phosphorus removal also. As stated earlier, the Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system achieves a 95% average removal efficiency of SRP. The Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system has a 96% lower effluent concentration of soluble reactive phosphorus than the sandy soil bio-filtration system. Based upon the high SRP removal efficiency of the Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system, the vast difference between SRP effluent concentrations between the systems, and the fact that SRP comprises 80% of the total phosphorus, it is logical that the Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system is superior to the sandy soil bio-filtration system for the treatment total phosphorus in highway runoff.



4.3. Stormwater Reuse to Sustain Value

As stated previously, the Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system is capable of achieving a 71% total phosphorus removal efficiency; however, regulations may require a higher total phosphorus removal efficiency. In order to achieve a total phosphorus removal efficiency in excess of 71%, additional treatment methods, such as stormwater harvesting, should be considered. Stormwater harvesting, or reuse, is defined as the collection of stormwater runoff for application in irrigation or industrial uses [18].

Stormwater harvesting can be used to reduce the overall mass loading of pollutants to a surface water body by reducing the volume of water that is discharged. In addition to pollutant loading reduction, the reduction in discharge volume of discharge to a surface water body can also be advantageous. An example of when discharge volume reduction is important is the discharging of stormwater into a marine estuary, which causes a reduction in salinity. The use of harvested stormwater for non-potable applications, such as irrigation, saves money and reduces the withdrawal from the aquifers by reducing the volume of potable water used for non-potable applications [18]. An in-depth sample design of a Bio-detention & Harvesting Swale System, which utilizes Bold & Gold™ can be found in Hood [10].




5. Conclusions

The phosphorus loadings in stormwater runoff from highways are a source of aquatic pollution and can result in the eutrophication of surface water bodies. Treatment of stormwater for phosphorus removal is frequently necessary to sustain ecological and economical benefits related to aquatic resources. Bold & Gold™, a type of BAM, is specifically made to provide habitat for algae and bacteria, thus enabling the capture of nutrients via biosorption. Furthermore, Bold & Gold™ is composed of clay and tire crumb, which are known to readily adsorb phosphorus species. The data presented in this paper indicate that BAM bio-filtration systems are a feasible treatment method for removing phosphorus from highway runoff. The specific type of BAM utilized in this study is Bold & Gold™. For the test conditions of this study, Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration systems are capable of 71% total phosphorus and 95% soluble reactive phosphorus removal efficiencies. A comparison of the effluent concentrations utilizing an ANOVA test revealed that the Bold & Gold™ bio-filtration system has a 96% lower effluent concentration of SRP and a 78% lower total phosphorus effluent concentration than the sandy soil bio-filtration system.






Acknowledgments

The Florida Department of Transportation funding this research project is appreciated.



References


	1. 
Wanielista, M.; Hulstein, E. Stormwater irrigation for Saint Augustine Grass: Summer ET and nitrogen data on the UCF campus. In Proceedings of 1st Annual Stormwater Management Research Symposium, Orlando, FL, USA, 12–13 October 2004; University of Central Florida Stormwater Management Academy: Orlando, FL, USA, 2004. [Google Scholar]

	2. 
U.S. EPA (Environmental Protection Agency). Glossary. Available online: http://water.epa.gov/scitech/swguidance/standards/criteria/nutrients/glossary.cfm (accessed on 2 October 2011).

	3. 
Wenner, E.; Sanger, D.; Upchurch, S.; Thompson, M. Water quality module: Eutrophication. In Characterization of the Ashepoo-Combahee-Edisto Basin, South Carolina; National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration: Washington, DC, USA, 2000. [Google Scholar]

	4. 
Landsberg, J.H.; Shumway, S.S. Harmful algal blooms and their effects on marine and estuarine animals. In Proceedings of Third International Symposium on Aquatic Animal Health, Baltimore, MD, USA, 30 August–3 September 1998.

	5. 
U.S. EPA. Wet Ponds. Available online: http://cfpub.epa.gov/npdes/stormwater/menuofbmps/index.cfm?action=factsheet_results&view=specific&bmp=68 (accessed on 28 September 2012).

	6. 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection, FDEP and water management districts stormwater quality permitting requirements. In Environmental Resouce Permit: Stormwater Quality Applicant’s Handbook. Design Requirements for Stormwater Treatment Systems in Florida; Draft; Florida Department of Environmental Protection: Tallahassee, FL, USA, 2010; pp. 6–19.

	7. 
U.S. EPA. Bioretention (Raingardens). Available online: http://cfpub.epa.gov/npdes/stormwater/menuofbmps/index.cfm?action=factsheet_results&view=specific&bmp=72 (accessed on 13 December 2011).

	8. 
New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection, NJDEP bioretention systems. In New Jersey Stormwater Best Management Practices Manual; New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection: Trenton, NJ, USA, 2009; pp. 9.1:1–9.1:10.

	9. 
Lenth, J.; Dugopolski, R.; Quigley, M.; Poresky, A.; Leisenring, M. Filterra Bioretention Systems: Technical Basis for High Flow Rate Treatment and Evaluation of Stormwater Quality Performance; Americast Inc.: Ashland, VI, USA, 2010. [Google Scholar]

	10. 
Hood, A.C. Evaluation of Biosorption Activated Media Under Roadside Swales for Stormwater Quality Improvement & Harvesting. Master’s Thesis, University of Central Florida, Orlando, FL, USA, 2012. [Google Scholar]

	11. 
Ji, Z.-G. Phosphorus. In Hydrodynamics and Water Quality: Modeling Rivers, Lakes, and Estuaries; John Wiley & Gons: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2008; pp. 299–302. [Google Scholar]

	12. 
Florida Department of Transportation, FDOT design geometrics and criteria. In Plans Preparation Manual; Florida Department of Transportation: Tallahassee, FL, USA, 2011.

	13. 
St. Johns River Water Managment District, SJRWMD definitions. In Applicant’s Handbook: Regulation of Stormwater Management Systems; St. Johns River Water Managment District: Palatka, FL, USA, 2006; Volume Chapter 40C–42 F.A.C. pp. 2.1–2.5.

	14. 
Pitt, R.; Maestre, A.; Morquecho, R. The National Stormwater Quality Database (NSQD), Version 1.1; University of Alabama: Tuscaloosa, AL, USA, 2004. [Google Scholar]

	15. 
Wanielista, M.; Baldassari, T.; Ryan, P.; Rivera, B.; Shah, T.; Stuart, E. Feasibility Study of Waste Tire Use in Pollution Control for Stormwater Management, Drainfields, and Water Conservation in Florida; University of Central Florida Stormwater Management Academy: Orlando, FL, USA, 2008. [Google Scholar]

	16. 
Shah, T. Fate of Nitrogen and Phosphorus Species from a Black and Gold™ Nugget Mix in a Laboratory Column Simulated Septic Tank Drainfield. Master’s Thesis, Universtiy of Central Florida, Orlando, FL, USA, 2007. [Google Scholar]

	17. 
Namasivayam, C.; Sangeetha, D. Equilibrium and kinetic studies of adsorption of phosphate onto ZnCl2 activated coir pith carbon. J. Colloid Interface Sci. 2004, 280, 359–365. [Google Scholar]

	18. 
St. Johns River Water Management District, SJRWMD design criteria and guidelines for stormwater reuse systems. In Applicant’s Handbook: Regulation of Stormwater Management Systems; St. Johns River Water Management District: Palatka, FL, USA, 2006; Volume Chapter 40C–42 F.A.C. pp. 20.21–20.26.





© 2013 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open-access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/).







media/file4.png





nav.xhtml


  water-05-00053


  
    		
      water-05-00053
    


  




  





media/file1.png
I
Collection
pipe

Sandy
Soil side

Impermeable
divider






media/file2.png





media/file7.png
Geo-textile

Rocks

Bold &

" Gold™





media/file9.png
o~ 5 (s i
. -
QL-. 1’)/ determine the average SRP
| efficiency of Bold &

Gold™,

4 Sandy Soil Removal
Efficiency

*
*

I S S W ———")

g 8 9

& 201, & $/20,, 7 14/2(;“ 10/"/212“ 10/2“/2011
IS

L 3

mBold & Gold™ Removal
Efficiency






media/file10.png
350.00
300.00
250.00
Z 200.00

-
150,00

Effluent Concentration

100.00

50.00

0.00

m Sandy Soil

M Bold & Gold™

302.56

Total Phosphorus






media/file5.png





media/file3.png





media/file0.png
SHEET FLOW DEVICE
LANE

SHOULDER
IMPERMEABLE
BARRIER

RMEABLE
GEOTEXTILE





media/file8.png
«— Removal efficiencies used
determlne the average
removal
efficiency of Bold &
Gold™

g

<
R

¢ % 2 2. + Sandy Soil Removal
Z, z. < Efficiency
S
4 2 %

B Bold & Gold™ Removal
* Efficiency

——5th Order Polynomial
Trend Line

g

>
c
-
S
&
i
g
>
°
£
o
o
o
3
2
S
£
S
o
o
rd
o
™
o
=

Test Date






media/file6.png





