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ABSTRACT

The investigation of a technique for protecting a downstream drinking water well from
nitrate contamination of groundwater is presented. A recirculating nitrate treatment well
system is proposed in which groundwater is drawn into the well, denitrified in the
treatment chamber, and returned to the top of the aquifer. Well hydraulics were
experimentally examined in a two-dimensional aquifer model, and ambient groundwater
velocities of 1 to 3 m/day were simulated in combination with well recirculation rates of 25
to 200 ml/min. An on-line feed control system was developed for testing the treatment
barrier associated with well recirculation and biological denitrification. The impacts of
carbon feed, groundwater flow, nitrate loading, and well recirculation on the performance
of system operation were also investigated.

Hydraulic problems identified with experimental apparatus included blow-through of
contaminant at the well intake by high ambient groundwater velocities and submergence by
the well hydraulics of depth-distributed contaminant plumes without interception. The
problems associated with biological denitrification were found to be possible permeability
loss by screen fouling and blinding of soil pores by overfeed of carbon. These identified
problems were corrected by maintaining a greater well recirculation rate and adjusting
carbon feed at stoichiometric ratio of nitrate load to the well.

This study has demonstrated that the recirculating nitrate treatment well system may be
a feasible process for protecting drinking water wells from groundwater contamination in a
sandy unconfined aquifer. Experimental results provide guidance in identifying
parameters that could possibly affect the performance of the treatment system. On the basis
of experimental results, the procedures of system design were also developed for
evaluating the feasibility of the proposed methodology.
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CHAPTERI

INTRODUCTION

BACKGROUND

Groundwater is one of the most precious natural resources in the United States. It
has been estimated that approximately 100 million people, about fifty percent of the total
U.S. population, and ninety percent of those who live in rural areas, are dependent on
groundwater for drinking proposes (Bitton and Gerba, 1984). However, nitrate
contaminants from natural and man made sources are causing an ever more increasing
decline in the quality of this resource. According to the U. S. Environmental Protection
Agency, approximately 5% of both public and private drinking water wells in the United
States exceed the USEPA maximum nitrate contaminant limit in drinking water (USEPA,
1990). In some areas, 20% of drinking wells tested showed excessive levels of nitrates
ranging up to 20 times the recommended limit (Anderson, 1987). High nitrate
concentration in drinking water has been recognized as causing certain health problems
such as gastric cancer (Fraser and Chilvers, 1981), stomach cancer (Hillet et al, 1973),
birth defects (Dorsch, et al., 1984), nitrate poisoning of infants (infant cyanosis or
methemoglobinemia, a potentially fatal disease of infants) (Super et al., 1981). In order to
protect public health, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has established a
drinking water standard of maximum contaminant level of 10 mg per liter as nitrogen or
45 mg per liter as nitrate.

The major sources of nitrates in groundwater come from: effluent from septic

tanks, leaky sewer lines, artificial fertilizers, geological deposits of nitrate salts, farm animal



waste, and waste water disposal. Among these sources, artificial fertilizer is the most
common nitrate source found in groundwater contamination (Bourchard et al,, 1992). Due
to the prevalence of potential sources, nitrate is becoming one of the most commonly
identified groundwater contaminants (Spalding and Exner, 1993). This is particularly true
of the unconfined aquifer in agricultural areas. Shallow drinking wells, especially those in
the alluvial aquifer, are more easily contaminated with nitrogen fertilizers. These wells may
pose a major health risk to those who live in rural areas and use groundwater for drinking.

Nitrate is a very mobile specieé in groundwater. It does not adsorb on soil. Once
nitrate enters an aquifer, it remains in the groundwater unless it is removed or transformed
by biological denitrification processes (Smith and J. Duff, 1988). Firestone (1982) gave the
four general requirements for denitrification: (1) nitrate or nitrite as terminal electron
acceptors; (2) the presence of suitable denitrifying bacteria; (3) suitable electron donors;
and (4) anaerobic conditions or restricted oxygen availability. These conditions, ht;'v.fever,
are rarely met in a natural environment for many aquifers. Thurman (1985) has surveyed
one hundred groundwater aquifers in the U.S.A. and reported that the average dis;SDlvcd
organic carbon (DOC) was only 0.7 mg/l for the sandstone, limestone, sand and éravel
aquifers. The content of organic carbon is not enough to removal high nitrate level. A
study by Foster et al. (1985) also gave the same conclusion that if the concentration of
NO3-N in the groundwater exceeds the concentration of DOC in the groundwater, some
nitrate will still be left in aquifer.

The natural rate of denitrification is not suﬂicient to remove the high conce;tration
of nitrate due to the limits of the available organic carbon in the many aquifers. An artificial
treatment method is required to remove nitrate from the groundwater. Nitrate in the
groundwater can be removed by a physical and /or chemical method (such as an ion
exchange, a membrane separation, and an electrodialysis) and by a biological method (such
as denitrification) (Hamon and Fustec, 1991).



The main advantages for using physical-chemical processes are that these processes
are simple and time required to remove nitrate is shorter. However, these processes only
separate nitrate from one liquid phase to another liquid phase. The further treatment or
disposal of the byproducts needs for these processes. The biological process, on the other
hand, transforms nitrate to nitrogen gas by denitrifying bacteria. The by-products of this
biochemical reaction are simple carbon dioxide and water. Thus, the biological process
appears to be more economical than physical-chemical process because this process does
not need disposal of byproduct.

Many researchers (Kruithof et al., 1985, Mercado et al., 1988) have studied the use
of an underground denitrification technique to remove nitrate from groundwater. They
injected organic carbon into the aquifer by a recharge well and pumped treated water from
a pump well. They found this method can remove up to 50% of the nitrate from the raw
groundwater. Furthermore, this method is independent of any seasonal temperature
variations. The disadvantage of this underground process is the clogging of the aquifer
pore spaces with gaseous products of aquifer and dead biological matter. Kruithof et. al.
(1985) concluded from the field experiment that the underground denitrification methods
offer some potential, but, in practice, they will be dependent on the prevention of the

clogging problems.

PROPOSED TREATMENT SYSTEM SCHEME

‘A new treatment system, called the "Recirculating Groundwater Remediation Well
(RGRW) System", is proposed to protect the drinking water wells from migrating nitrate
contamination. The system consists of one or more large diameter treatment wells that
have two screen sections. The nitrate contaminated groundwater is brought into the lower
screen section of the treatment well by a pump. In the well, which itself is used as a

bioreactor for denitrification, anoxic condition is maintained and soluble organic chemicals



are supplied into the well as an acceptable electron donor and energy source for
denitrifying bacteria. The denitrified water is reinjected into the aquifer from the upper
screen section of the well, thereby inducing a vertical circulating flow near the well that will
create a hydraulic barrier to stop the nitrate contaminated groundwater from reaching the

downstream drinking water well. A scheme of the proposed system is shown in Figure 1

OBJECTIVES

The objectives of this research are as following:
(1) Develop a numerical model to help design and operation of the recirculating nitrate
treatment well system; |
(2) Evaluate the model by comparison of simulated results with analytic solutions anti
experimental data; ‘
(3) Determine the critical factors which may affect the design and operation of the
treatment well; and :
(4) Use the models to evaluate the overall performance of the recirculating EMe
treatment well system. '

To achieve these objectives, the problems will be studied in three categgties:
(1) Hydraulic behavior of flow pattern surrounding the groundwater recirculatiﬁg treatment
well with and without (negligible) natural groundwater;
(2) Nitrate transport under different operation conditions of the treatment well, and
(3) Microbial denitrification in the aquifer near the outside of the treatment well as:vell as

within the treatment well.
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Figure 1. Schematic of a recirculating groundwater remediation well system.



CHAPTER I

LITERATURE REVIEW

BRIEF REVIEW OF DENITRIFICATION

Denitrification is a biological process in which nitrate and nitrite are reduced to
nitrogen gas. There are two types of enzyme systems involved with the reduction of NO5-
N: assimilatory and dissimilatory. Assimilatory nitrate reduction converts nitrate into
ammonia; ammonia is then used by the cells in biosynthesis. If ammonia is already present,
the assimilation of nitrate need not occur to satisfy cell requirement (Grady and Lim,
1980). Dissimilatory nitrate reduction or denitrification involves the conversion of nitrate
nitrogen, NO3-N to a gaseous nitrogen species. If methanol is used as an electron donor,
denitrification can be represented as a two-step process as shown in equations (2-1) and
(2-2) (Polprasert and Park, 1986).

The first step is the conversion of nitrate to nitrite.

NO; + ¥,CH,OH = NO; + 1, H,0+ 1 CO, -1
The second step involves the reduction of nitrite to nitrogen gas:

NO; + ,CH,O0H = ¥, N, + ,CO, +}{H20+ OH~ (2-2)
The overall transformation is obtained by combing equations (2-1) and (2-2) as

NO; +%CH,OH = %, N, + % H,0+%CO, + OH™ (2-3)



Equation (2-3) can be split into the following reduction half-reaction (equation (2-

4)) and oxidation half-reaction (equation (2-5)) as

NO; +6H" +5¢” = 0.5N, +3H,0 (2-4)
#%CH,OH + % H,0 = %CO, +5H" +5e” (2-5)

It is clear from equations (2-4) and (2-5) that nitrate gains electrons and is reduced
to nitrate gas and the carbon source loses electrons and is oxidized to carbon dioxide.
Therefore, nitrate is the electron acceptor and the carbon source is the electron donor.

A typical synthesis denitrification can be written as (McCarty et al, 1969)

4CH,OH +3NO; +3H" +CO, = 3C,H,O,N +19H,0 (2-6)

Based on the Iaboratc_ny studies, 25 to 30 percent of the amount of methanol that is
required for energy is needed for synthesis. McCarty et al. (1969) gave the following

empirical equation to describe the overall nitrate removal reaction.

NO; +1.08CH,0H + H* = 0.065C,H,0,N +0.47N, +2.44H,0 +0.76CO; (2-7)

If ethanol is used as a carbon source for denitrification, the similar stoichiometric
refationship can be written as

Assimilation reaction

9TNO; +50C,H,0H => 46N, + T5CO, +84H,0 +970H" + 5C,H,0,N (2-8)



Dissimilation reaction
2NO; +5C,H,0H = 6N, +10C0, + 9H,0+120H" (2-9)

In nature, soil and sediments contain about 108 to 1010 total bacteria per gram of
dry solids (Alexander, 1977). The bacterium capable of denitrification range from a fraction
of a percent to 95 percent of the total population, depending on the O,, carbon, NO5, and
the levels of the soil (Focht and Verstraete, 1977). Generally, the bacteria responsible for
denitrification are facultative capable of utilizing nitrate nitrogen (NO3-N) as a terminal
electron acceptor for microbial respiration when molecular oxygen(O;) is not present.
Denitrifying genera can be catalogued as heterotrophs (that use the organic energy source
as a source for cellular) and autotrophs (that obtain carbon from inorganic calbon' dioxide
as a source for cellular carbon). Payne (1977) lists 15 denitrifying genera iric!uding
Achromobacter, Aerobacter, Alcaligenes, Bacillus, Brevibacterium, Flavobacterium,
Laétobacillus, Micrococcus, Proteus, Pseudomonas, and Spirillum, et al. Most of these
denitrifying genera are heterotrophic and facultative anaerobes (Payne, 1981). '

Many environmental factors have a significant effect on the rate .of denitrified
growth and nitrate removal. The most important of these factors include carbon source,
oxygen, temperature, pH, et al.

The availability of organic carbon compounds i1s one of most importan£ factors
which affects the rate of nitrate reduction in the groundwater. Many laboratory and field
data (Smith and Duff, 1988, Bradley et al, 1992) have clearly shown that there is a
significant relationship between the denitrifying activity and the organic carbon content: if
the organic carbon level is below a certain level, the denitrifying activity will cease. Dahab
and Lee (1988) have reported that when using methanol as carbon source to complete

denitrification, the most favorable ratio of carbon to nitrate nitrogen is 1.5 to 2. If using



ethanol as a carbon source, the optimum ratio of C/N was found to be 1.25 in soil column
studies (Hamon and Fustec, 1991). The denitrifying activity is also related to the types of
organic carbon. It has been noted that different orgahic compounds which support equal
rates of denitrification may give different mole fractions of N2O in the products. This
suggests that there may exert differential effects on the reductass involved (Knowles,
1982).

Because nitrate reduction serves as an alternative means of microbial respiration,
there has been considerable interest in the influence of oxygen upon the responsible enzyme
system. Studies by Payne (1973) indicated that when NOs is used as the terminal electron
acceptor, the energy yield per mole of organic material respired is approximately 60% of
that yield under O, as the terminal electron acceptor. Therefore the use of oxygen as the
final electron acceptor is more energetically favored than the use of nitrate in
denitrification. In the saturated zone, bacteria will first use O to oxidize organic"c_arbon
until the oxygen supplies become limiting, then the bacteria switches to use NO3 as the
electron acceptor. Decreasing the Op concentration results in an increase of NO3
reduction, Misra et al (1974) showed that the reduction rate of 2 NO3 increased 10 times
while the gaseous O concentration decreased from 20% to 0.5%.

Temperature is also very important factorlfor assessing the overall efficiency of the
denitrification process. It can exert an effect upon the biological system in two ways: by
affecting the rates of enzymatically catalyzed reactions and by affecting the rate of giﬂilsion
of substrates to the cell. For denitrification, the favored temperature ranges from 5°C to 35
~°C. Inthe low-temperature range, soil denitrification decreases greatly, but is, nevertheless,
measurable even at 0 to 5°C (Bailey and Beauchamp, 1973). Misra et al. (1974) observed
that the first-order constant for-NO3 reduction changes from 0.0016 hr-l at 19.5°C to
0.035 hr'l at 34.5°C. Tchobanglous and Burton (1991) suggested that quantifying
temperature effects can be expressed as K, = K,6"™, where K1 and Ky, are the reaction
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rate coefficients at temperatures T and To, respectively, and 6 is the thermal coefficient.
For most biochemical operations T is chosen as 20°C. Novak (1974) has proposed
another equation to account for the effects of temperature. It can be written as:
K =K 0eEC(T"T’)], where c is the temperature coefficient.

pH is another important factor in denitrification. The highest denitrification rate is
within the range of 7.0 to 8.0 (Parker et al, 1975). Klemrdtsson et al. (1977) noted that in
the acid peat, the low pH of 3.5 can be a factor which prevents the occurrence of
denitrification.

Some nutrients such as P, S, K, Ma, Ca are also important requirements for
denitrifying bacteria growth. Spector (1956) suggested that the average favorable ratio of
C:N:P:S for cellular composition is 100:20:4:1. Study by Champ et al. (1979) indicated
that most groundwater contains adequate concentrations of the necessary nutrients to

support biosynthesis.

REVIEW OF NITRATE TRANSPORT MODELS

Understanding the movement of nitrate in the aquifer and predicting the
concentration of nitrate at a water supply well are essential for managing the potential of
nitrate pollution of groundwater. Most theoretical descriptions of the NO3 transport in

porous media are based on the convection- diffustve equation with a reaction term.

SN N _ 6N
=DZE _y 2 _F(N,C,X 1 ]
a a ) (2-10)

where N is the concentration of NO3 in the groundwater, D is the dispersion
concentration, V is the average pore water velocity, and F (N, C, X, t) is the reaction term.
In formulating the reaction term, one must consider the rate of nitrate reduction as

a function of the NO3 concentration (electron acceptor), available organic matter (electron
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donor) and environmental conditions, sﬁch as temperature, pH, dissolved oxygen and
bacterial population.

Early researchers (Broadbent and Clark, 1965, Focht, 1974) assumed that the rate
of NOj3 reduction is independent of NO3 concentration and the rate of NO3 reduction can
be considered a zero-order or first-order reaction. Starr and Parlange (1976) analyzed their
steady-state column experiment data and showed that some of those data can be explained
by zero-order kinetics. Reddy et at. (1978) also found that NO3 reduction followed zero-
order kinetics in fifteen flooded-soils amended with 0.5% rice straw and 100 ppm NO3-N.
Kanwar et al. (1980) used a zero-order miscible displacement model to describe NO;
reduction and observed reasonable agreement between predicted and experimental
breakthrough curves and the NO3 concentration profile in the column. Other researchers
(Bouldin et al. 1974, Stanford et al., 1975), however, measured NO3 reduction and found
that the NO3 loss rate from denitrification was best described by first-order kinetics. Cho
(1971), Misra et al. (1974), used the Laplace transform technique to solve convection-
dispersion equation with a first-order reaction term. The analytic solutions were obtained
by assuming homogeneous soil system subject to one-dimensional steady state flow
regimes.

Later researchers (Betlach and Tiedie, 1981, McConnaughey, 1981) found use of
simple terms is justified only if during the whole of transport process concentrations stay
within the certain ranges. Denitrification rate is a zero-order at high NO3 concentration
(unlimited uptake) and is a first-order at low concentration (Nitrate limitation). A more
elaborate model was presented by Cho and Mills(1979) in which a nonlinear Monod-type
kinetic term is used to describe a single species reactive nitrate transport in a porous media.

The specific growth rate can be written as

_ HoN
u Xo+N (2-11)
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where pmax 1S the maximum specific growth rate, (1/T), N is the concentration of nitrate
(M/L3). Kp is the saturation constant (M/L3), which is defined as the nitrate concentration
at which the specific growth rate is equal to half of the maximum growth rate.

A single species Monod-model does not consider carbon effects and may be
suitable in some special field or laboratory cases but not in general cases. Burford and
Bremner (1975) measured the NO; reduction rate and found the rate of NO5 reduction in
the porous media not only depends on the NO5 concentration, but also on the availability
of oxidizable carbon compounds. There was a good correlation between denitrification rate
and available carbon compounds. Their experimental data support their conclusion that
NOj reduction under anaerobic condition was largely controlled by the availability of
readily decomposible carbon compound. Several forms have been proposed to describe
more than one substrate or nutrient substrate limited cases. Roels (1983) suggested the

following form to represent reaction term:

_ U e C || MeadY i
L7 (M{Kc +C]’[Kn + ND @-12)

where pme and pyn are maximum specific growth rates applying to carbon and nitrate

respectively. Kc and Kn are the saturation constants for carbon and nitrate respectively.
The dﬁal-Monod model is a more often used form which successfully describes

microbial growth as simultaneously limited by both carbon and nitrate substrates. The

model can be expressed as (Widdowson et al., 1988, Lindstrom, 1992)

J7, C N
_ Hos 2-13
T Y, |:KC+C:|[K,,+le (2-13)
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In the past few years a more sophisticated model has been published that
incorporate microbial growth, the transport of organic carbon and nitrate (e.g,
MacQuareie et al., 1990, Widdowson et al,, 1988 and Kinzelbach and Schaffr, 1991).
These models are able to describe the interactive transport of organic carbon (electron
donor), nitrate (electron acceptor) and microbial mass in the water phase and biological
phase of microorganisms, including the possibility of the diffusion-limited exchange
processes between the mobile pore water and bacteria. The model proposed by
Widdowson et al. (1988) is based on the microcolony concept that assumes small isolated
colonies of microbes have the form of a cylindriary plate which attached to the surface of
the aquifer sediments. There is a diffusion boundary layer to separate the pore buck liquid
from the colony surface. Generally, the boundary layer diffusion process is rapid compared
to concentration changes in the bulk fluid. Therefore, it is assumed pseudo steady state
conditions across the boundary layer. The model takes into account the kinetic of substrate
and nitrate transport from the water phase to the microcolonies.

All of the above models provide insight into the details of the biochemistry of the
sequential nitrate reduction in the aquifer. However, these models consider only natural
denitrification in the aquifer and do not include the effects of the artificial treatment
reactor. The models can not be directly used to design the recirculating groundwater
nitrate treatment well system. One of the objectives of this dissertation will be to develop a
model which more realistically describes denitrification in the aquifer as well as in the

treatment reactor and will help us to design and operate the treatment well system.
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CHAPTER 1II

SEMIANALYTICAL MODEL FOR ESTIMATION OF CAPTURE
ZONES OF A RGRW IN AN UNCONFINED AQUIFER

One of the important considerations in the design and operation of a Recirculating
Groundwater Remediation Well (RGRW) system is its hydraulic characteristics, which
include flow patterns and capture zones. A capture zone 1s defined as the area surrounding
a well in which all the water will be removed by the well in a certain period of time.
Traditional two dimensional capture models for the analysis and the design of pump system
are not suitable to analyze the RGRW system because those models are based on Dupuit's
assumption, i.e., the vertical flow is negligible (Bear and Jacobs 1965, Javandel and Tsang,
1986, Lee and Wilson, 1986). In the presence of natural groundwater flow, the flow
pattern of RGRW is three dimensional and there is no radial symmetry around the well
axis. To solve these complex flow patters, a three-dimensional capture model is necessary
to develop for analysis of the vertical flow patterns around the wells. Recently, Herrling et
al. (1991) used the Galerkin finite element method to solve the three-dimensional flow
patterns around the vertical circulation well in the confined aquifer with a regional flow
gradient. Philip and Walter (1992) employed the linear superposition method to solve the
flow field in the confined aquifer. Both of those models are suitable for a confined aquifer.
In practice, flow in unconfined aquifers may more often be encountered in potential waste
sites. Therefore, developing a three-dimensional model for calculating vertical recirculation

flow patterns in unconfined aquifers is necessary.
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MATHEMATICAL ANALYSIS

Governing Flow Equation

An unconfined aquifer of infinite lateral extent resting on an impermeable
horizontal layer is illustrated in Figure 2. It is assumed that:
(1) The aquifer is an unconfined aquifer with a Constant thickness;

(2) The aquifer is homogeneous, isotropic, and infinite in horizontal extent;

(3) The elastic property of the medium and the temporal variability of the
piezometric head are negligible;

(4) Natural groundwater flow is a constant and uniform,;
(5) Pumping rate is constant; and
(6) Drawdown at the well is much smaller than the thickness of the aquifer and the
hydraulic head.
The governing flow equation may be stated by substituting Darcy's Law into the

conservation of mass equation in a radial coordinate system.

T LB TP
e a0 (3-1)

where ¢ is the piezometric head, r is the radial distance from the pumping well, and z is the

vertical coordinate. The boundary and initial conditions of the equation are given as

following:
2 2
% _ 5[(%) + (g) _ %ﬂ -0 at the water table (3-2)
£

g=d+s at the water table (3-3)
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Figure 2. Schematic of a partially penetrating recirculating well in an unconfined

aquifer,
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ﬁ¢(r,z=0,t)

— =, =0 at the impervious aquifer bottom (3-4)
s(r =00,2,t) =0 atr — o (3-5)
s(r,z,t =0)=0 att=0 (3-6)
- (271 _ :

lrl_fg("Zﬁ(ZI; )5‘ =Q along the z;-l; < z<zi ] 3-7

where € is the porosity; K is the hydraulic conductivity of the isotropic aquifer; s is the
drawdown, d is the aquifer depth; 2L is the length of the screened interval of the well; Z; is
the depth of the center of the well screened interval ; Q is the discharge; and t is the time.

It is quite difficult to obtain an analytic solution of the equatioh (3-1) satisfying the
given boundary conditions in terms of the head ¢ as a function of 1, z, t and d because the
boundary condition along a free surface is nonlinear and is posed on the unknown water
table. Dagan (1966) used small perturbation technique to solve this problem by assuming
that the drawdown at the well is much smaller than the thickness of the aquifer and that the
hydraulic head can be expressed as a small perturbation expansion ¢=¢0+6¢1+52¢2+---
where 8=Q/Kd* is a small parameter. This technique may lead to the first order
linearized approximation of the water table. Then the Green function was used to solve the

linearized equation. The solution of equation (3-1) is given as (Dagan, 1966)



I8

4= Q 1 . 1
4r K /" 1
o] [t
_AK'tanhA
5 oo~:>osh 2(1—%) cosh A(l-i-;—)e ed (3-8)

.
3 )
dy sinh A cosh A 0\"g

where J, is zero order Bessel's function. This solution is valid in the vicinity of as well as at

large distances from the well (Dagan, 1966).

Hydraulic Head Caused by a Well with a Finite Length Screen

Considering a well with a screen of finite length 2L partially penetrating a very
thick homogenous isotropic aquifer, we assume that the discharge Q; is upifc;nnly
distributed along the well screen, so that the strength of an elementary line sink 'ef the
length dE is dQ; =(Qj/21))dE. Then

g = Q,' ' 1 . 1
T 81 1K }/ '
i 21/2
[2etermrap ] [2etenmo)]
' AK tanhd -
ooshil(l+z—1)cosh 1(1+i)e &d -
.27 d d J (Ai) di (3-9)

d g sinh Acosh 1 0

e_’1 cosh J.(ﬁ) cosh(—ﬂf)
d d

2% r;
+— 1 . Jo\ AL | di pdg
do sinh A d
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By integrating along the segment (-lj < & <+l;) of the well, and transforming to

Cartesian coordinates, we can obtain the hydraulic head caused for a well with a finite

length screen in an unconfined aquifer as

z+z,+1,+[(z+z, +I,)2+(Jr—1c,)2 +(y—y,)2]5

4o O

8z Kl !
U zegdafera -1l (oY + (-0 ) ]

1
z-2 +li +[(Z—Z, +ll)z +(x—xl)z +(y_y:)2]2

+1n :
z2-2 ”Il +[(2_zl _li)z +(x__x‘)1 +(J’—J’.)2]2
ﬂ _Mhnhll
.,cosh).(Hﬂ)smh[-—‘)coshl{H i)e e
- d d d J (zi) di
Asinh Acosh 2 o

]

+E et smh(%)zg:i?)msh(%{] Jo(% J(x -x) +(y-y) ) dA

Steady-state Velocity Field of a RGRW

(3-10)

Under steady-state conditions, f — o, the third term on the right hand side of

equation (3-10) yield to zero. The velocity at any point in the flow domain is found by

differentiation of the head field.

2
,_ K34
e X
2
y . K¢
¥ e3Y
2
y . K99

f €82

(3-11)

(3-12)

(3-13)
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Since the solution (3-10) satisfies the differential linear equation of (3-1), the
superposition principle can be used to determinate the velocity field. For a RGRW, which
has two screen intervals with extraction induced in one interval and injection induced in the
other, the velocity field may be determined by adding the individual velocity contribution
from each interval. The combination of velocity fields of the uniform ambient groundwater

flow with point sources and sinks in a steady-state floe field may be determined as

following:
zQ(x -x)
8zle J(;-xi)u(y-y, +{z42 +1, Z(J(x x) +(y-y) +(z+z,+1} +z+z,+1)
(—;f+(y—yr Hz+z~1) ( X~ .q) +(y-y, +{z+2- l)z+z+z, !,J (3-14
LJ; 5 +y-3) +z- z,+1)’( x- x,) Hy-y) +(z-z+1) +2- a+)
flesF 10 +le-2 -1 (- x,)’+(y 9 +le-2-1) +2-3-4)
N *‘"ﬂ( oG )
dsinbl Yoe-x) +(-3,)
00—y
o o 8mle \ch—.t,)’+(v—)1‘)z+(z+z,+l)( x,)z+(y y, +(z+4+[) +z+z,+l)
\K r,) +(y- }; z+z,—1)2(‘[x +(y—y, z+z,,—1 +z+4 ) (3-15
+,ﬂx-x) +{y-y ) +(z- z,+l)3( —x,)z+(y —y) +(z-z +1) +z—z+)
Jee-5) +(-p) +-2, ’)( r,)+(y ~3) +(z-z—1) +z-3~ 1)

A i)

dsinid JG-5) +(-3)
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(3-16)

+f -
° dsinhd

),

where J1 is the first order Bessel's function.

Equations (3-14), (3-15) and (3-16) describe the velocity component in an
unconfined aquifer caused by a RGRW system. For an anisotropic system, we can use the
scaling technique to transform all dimensional parameters in the anisotropic domain into an
equivalent isotropic domain. First step is the determination of the scaling factors. All the
dimensional parameters and hydraulic conductivity are scaled into the equivalent isotropic
domain by multiplying the scaling factors. The equivalent isotropic hydraulic conductivity

and scaling factors are given by (Bear, 1972):

KK,

p.=1 K 1D

b= KX, (-18)

(3-19)

K= \J‘ KKK, (3-20)
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where K is the equivalent isotropic hydraulic conductivity; Ky,Ky,K; represent the
hydraulic conductivity in the x, y, z direction, respectively. By, By, Bz are the scaling
factors in x, y, z coordinates, respectively. Then, we solve the equivalent isotropic problem
using the scaled parameters and equivalent isotropic hydraulic conductivity. Finally, by
dividing the calculated isotropic solution by the scaling factor, we obtain the solution for an

anisotropic aquifer.

NUMERICAL IMPLEMENTATION

Particle Tracking

Once velocities are determined, a particle tracking technique can be used to
delineate the contaminant pathline (the route that an individual particle of contaminant
follows through the aquifer) and determine the advection of the contaminant front. The
pathline traveled by the contaminant particle is divided into increment's dl. The distance

traveled by a particle travel at time step may be written as
dX =V_dt =V, dt/Re (3-21)

dY =V, dt=V, di|Re

(2-22)
dZ=V_dt=V, dt/Rs (3-23)
dl = Jdx? +dY? +dZ? =,/Vf+Vy2 +V2di/Re (3-24)

where dX ,dY and dZ are the projections of dfon the x ,y and z axis, respectively; Vi,

Vey. and V¢, are the components of the contaminant particle velocity in the x, y, and z
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directions, respectively; V, Vy, and V; are the components of the groundwater velocity in
the x, y and z directions, respectively; and R is the retardation factor.
If we assume that the contaminant adsorption is represented by a linear adsorption,

R is given by

R=1+pk, /¢ (3-25)

where py, is the bulk density of the porous medium; and k{ is the distribution coefficient.
Substituting equations (3-14), (3-15) and (3-16) into equations (3-21), (3-22), (3-

23) and (2-24), and integrating them, we obtain a pathline. In practice, analytical

integration of the equations (3-21), (3-22), (3-23) and (3-24) seem to be impossible. So

numerical integration technique is used to solve the equations.

Pathline and Capture Zone Delineation Procedure

A computer program has been developed to delineate the contaminant pathline and
determine the advection of the contaminant front. First, the velocity is determined by
equations (3-14), (3-15) and (3-16) at the initial particle location X0, YR, Z0 and a
temporary new position X*, Y* and Z* of the particle along the pathway is determined by
X' =X"+V_(X",Y",Z")At/2 (3-26)

Y =YV (X" V", Z")AL] 2 (3-27)

Z'=Z 4V (X" Y",Z")At]2 (3-28)



24

Next, the velocity at position X*, Y* and Z* is determuned. This velocity can be
used for a new estimate for the entire time step. The recalculated new position can be

determined by the modified velocity as

X =X"+V (XY, Z A (3-29)
Y™ =Y"+V_ (X" Y ,ZA (3-30)
ZM =Z"+V (X7, 2N (3-31)

Thus, starting from the initial position of the particle at t=0, we can determine
successive locations of the particle at later times. It can be expected that accurate results
depend on the value of increment Af . The value of AZis determined in calculation process
that the certain criteria must be satisfied. One condition is that A£ must not exceed the
maximum Af__ prescribed step length. Also the directional change of velocity over the
displacement length must not be greater than a prescribed tolerance. When this criterion is
not satisfied, the value of AZis reduced by 1/2 and the calculation is repeated with the
reduced distance increment. The iteration is continued till the criterion is satisfied.

The advection of the contaminant front at any given time can be calculated by
keeping track of the travel times of contaminant particles released from the contaminant
sources. By joining these points in a sequential order, we can estimate the advective
transport of the contaminant front.

The pathline computation continues till one of following termination criteria is met.
(1) Checking if the assigned value of travel time has been exceeded,

(2) Checking if the boundaries of the flow region has been encountered,

(3) Checking if the particle is entrapped into the well; and
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(4) Checking if a stagnation point has been encountered.

CODE STRUCTURE

The theoretical approach described in the above previous section was implemented
in a FORTRAN 77 computer code running on the VAX/VMS mainframe computer at
TEXAS A&M University. The code name is called 3DRGRW. A simplified flow chart of
the code is presented in Figure 3. The simulated results will be discussed in the next

chapter.
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CHAPTER 1V

SEMIANALYTICAL MODEL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS ON WELL
HYDRAULICS

The principle of the three dimensional, semi-analytical model used to analyze
the vertical circulation flow around the RGRW system has been described in Chapter

IIL. In this chapter we will discuss the results of the simulation.

MODEL VERIFICATION

To test the validity of the semi-analytic model, the streamlines calculated by
computer program are compared with the fully analytical solutions. Two test cases are
considered. The first case involves a situation where water is injected into an
unconfined aquifer by a fully penetrating injection well. The aquifer hydraulic
parameter as following: thickness aquifer D = 10 m (32.81 ft); hydraulic conductivity K
= 1x10"° m/s (3.28x107 ft/s); the porosity £ = 0.3; radius of the well r, = 0.1 m (0.33 ft)
and the injected rate Q = 1000 m*/day (3.53x10* ft*/day). For this problem, the velocity
at any point in the flow field is one dimensional in the radial direction. A analytic
solution describing the position of the contaminant front as a function of time is as

following:

r=4r 2L (4-1)

Figure 4 shows the advection front predicted by the analytical solution and the
computer program at 100, 200, 400 and 800 days. The solid curves represent the
position of the advection front predicted by the analytic solution. The points in the

figure are the particle positions calculated by the computer program. The dashed curves
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Figure 4. Comparison of particle locations and pathlines calculated by the computer
program with the analytic solutions for a radial flow around a fully penetrating well.
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represent the pathlines. The solution obtained by the computer program matches the
analytic solution quite well.

The second case involves an injection well and a withdrawal well with equal
flow rate Q located at point (d,0) and (-d,0), respectively. The case of the fully
penetrating wells without regional flow in the confined aquifer is a two-dimensional

problem in the xy plane. The streamline function y can be written as (Bear, 1972):

-2yd

=mtan” —————
W x2+y2_d2

(4-2a)

where m=Q/2xD and D is the aquifer thickness.
For streamline function w= constant; and tan y/m =c, the fully analytic

solution for streamlines can be written as:

x? +(y+%)2 = (ayi+1) (4-2b)
The general computer program was modified for application to this two
dimensional case. Figure 5 shows a comparison between streamlines computed by the
computer program and a fully analytic solution. The aquifer and well characteristics are
the pumping rate Q =100 fi3/day; the hydraulic conductivity K= 1x10-3 fu/s; the
distance between two wells d=10 ft; and the thickness of the confined aquifer d=10 ft.

RESULTS OF THE MODEL AND SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS

Flow Patterns without Natural Groundwater Flow

The flow field around the RGRW without the natural groundwater flow was
simulated by the 3DRGRW model. The hypothetical unconfined aquifer with the

geometry is shown in Figure 2. The aquifer thickness is 120 ft; with the aquifer porosity
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Figure 5. Comparison of streamlines calculated by the computer program with the fully

analytic solution for a source and sink problem.
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Figure 6. Cross sectional view of the pathlines in the RGRW system with the

recirculation pumping rate of 50 ft3/h, without natural groundwater velocity.
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0.44 and the hydraulic conductivity 10 ft/day. The distance between the extracted and
the injected screen is 27.5 ft, with two S ft screened intervals. The pump rate is 50
ft3/hour. As might be expected, when there is no ambient horizontal groundwater flow,
the velocities are symmetric distribution around the well axis. The zﬁagnitude of velocity
is greatest in the vicinity of the injection and the extraction interval of the well. In this
case, the maximum magnitude of velocity is about 2.5X10°3 fv/hr. As distance from the
well axis increases, the magnitude of velocity decreases.

Figure 6 shows a cross section view of the particle pathlines that start near the top
screen section (injection) and end at the bottom screen (extraction) section over a period
of 100 days. In three dimensions, these pathlines will form spheres called spheres of
influence. Generally, the diameter of influence sphere is defined as the horizontal
distance from the well axis to the farthest point at which the circulation flow is still

significant (Herrling, 1990).

Flow Pattern with Natural Groundwater Flow

A natural groundwater flow exists at most remediation sites. When a natural
groundwater flow is significant, the extent of the capture zone needs to be determined in
order to design and operate a remediation system. The optimum number of recirculation
wells, the flow rates of the well, and the locations are based on the determined capture
zone. Unlike the traditional withdrawal well, where the flow pattern around the well can
be considered as two dimensional and the capture zone can be delineated by a plane
separating streamline, the flow pattern around the RGRW is three dimensional and the
capture zone must be delineated by curved separating streamlines. Those curved
separating streamlines form a separating surface. If a water particle is located within the
separating surface, the particle will be extracted into the well. If the water particle is

located outside the separating surface, the particle will pass out of the well. In practice,
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we set many particles at the upstream of the flow field, and track these particle
pathlines. The farthest pathline which is extracted into the well is thought as a
separating pathline.

Figure 7 depicts a cross sectional view of pathlines with a well recirculation rate
of 50 ft3/hour and the ambient horizontal flow velocity of 4.5 ft/day. In this case, the
RGRW can capture the contaminated groundwater above the extraction interval of the
well. The captured water is brought into the lower screen section of the well, treated in
the well casing, and returned cleaned water to the aquifer at the upper screen section of
the well. As noted from the figure, there is some deeper contaminéted water not being
captured by the well. This means that when designing a RGRW system, the depth of the
penetration of the well should be deeper than the location of contaminant in order to
avoid deeper contaminant passing through the treatment well.

In the RGRW system, the width of the capture zone depends on the depth of the
location in the aquifer. Figures 8, 9 and 10 show the plain view of the width of the
capture zone at depth in the vicinity of the extraction screen section , in the middle of
the injection and extraction screen, and in the vicinity of the injection screen section,
respectively. As see from the figures, the width of the capture zone is largest at the
depth in the vicinity extract screen section, and is smallest in the vicinity of the injection
screen section.

The pumping rate and the natural groundwater velocity are the most important
designing parameters for the RGRW system. Figure 11 shows the width of the upstream
capture zone vs. recirculating rate at depth in the vicinity of the extraction interval and
in the vicinity of the injection interval. As shown from the figure, with decreasing the
pumping rate, the width of the capture zone will decrease. When the recirculation rate
decreases to 10 ft3/h, the width of capture zone near the injection screen section of the

well will become zero. It means that there is a minimum required recirculation rate for



34

120
100 +
==
— 80
g
v
< 60
b
E — 7
a0 »
/
> »
20 +
>
0 »
0 50 100 150 200 250

Longitudinal Distance (ft)

Figure 7. Cross sectional view of the pathlines in the RGRW system with the
recirculation pumping rate of 50 ft3/h and the natural groundwater velocity of 4.5

ft/day.
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RGRW to capture a contaminant plume. Generally, the minimum required recirculation
pumping rate depends on the natural ,groundwatef velocity and the length of the
treatment well.

The width of the capture zone is found to be sensitive to natural groundwater
velocity. The higher the natural groundwater velocity, the more difficult it is for
contaminant to be captured by the well. Thus, the width of the upstream capture zone
decreases as natural groundwater increases. Figure 12 shows the variation of the capture
zone with the natural groundwater velocity at the depth of the upper injection screen
section and the lower extraction screen section of the recirculation. As seen from the
figure, when groundwater velocity is larger than 7 ft/day, the width of capture zone at
the depth of injection screen section will approach to zero. This implies that the RGRW
is not suitable for a higher groundwater velocity condition for this case. Otherwise, the
higher pump rate is required in order to maintain a certain width of capture zone for
remediating a plume. Figure 13 shows the case that when pumpmg rate is too small, the
contaminant pass through the treatment well. '

The effect of the separation distance between the injection screen section and

extraction screen section on the width of captﬁre zone is shown on the Figure 14. The
| results of the simulation confirmed Philip's (1992) conclusion that increasing the
separation distance between the injection and extraction intervals of the well will
increase the width of the capture zone at viéinity of extraction screen section ;i)ecause
increasing the separation distance may reduce the short circulating between extraction
and injection zone. However, we also find that increasing the separation distance
between injection and extraction intervals will cause more difficulty for the upper parts
of water drawn into the bottom of extraction interval. Thus the width of capture zone at

depth of the injection interval will decrease as the separation distance increases. For a
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Figure 8. Plan view of the pathlines in the RGRW system for particles started at the

depth of the extraction interval with recirculation pumping rate of 50 ft3/h, natural

groundwater velocity of 4.5 ft/day.
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Figure 9. Plan view of the pathlines in the RGRW system for particles started at the
depth of the middle of the injection and extraction intervals with recirculation pumping

rate of 50 ft3/h, natural groundwater velocity of 4.5 ft/day.
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Figure 10. Plan view of the pathlines in the RGRW system for particles started at the

depth of the injection interval with recirculation pumping rate of 50 ft3/h, natural

groundwater velocity of 4.5 ft/day.
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Figure 11. The effect of the recirculation pumping rate on the width of the upstream

capture zone with natural groundwater velocity of 1.6 ft/day.



40

—®— at the depth of extraction
screen section

—C— at the depth of injection
screen section

Width of Capture Zone (ft)

o] 1 2 3 4 5 € 7 8 9

Natural Groundwater Velocity (ft/day)

Figure 12. The effect of the natural groundwater velocity on the width of the upstream

capture zone with recirculation pumping rate of 50 ft3/ h.
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Figure 13. Calculated pathlines for the case that when recirculation pumping rate is too

small, the contaminated water passes through the treatment well. (Q = 25 ft3/h, V=

8.8 ft/day).
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Figure 14. The effect of the separation distance between the injection and extraction

intervals on the width of the upstream capture zone with recirculation pumping rate of

20 ft3/ b, natural groundwater velocity of 3.3 ft/day.
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longer separation distance, the upper part of contaminant does not reach the extraction

screen section, and may pass the treatment well to downstream.

MODEL LIMITATIONS

The solution of the equation 3-8 is based on the small perturbation technique. It
is accurate only when the drawdown is much smaller than the thickness of the aquifer.
For this reason, the model may not be accurate in the areas of aquifer where the
pumping rate is very large or thickness of the aquifer is very small. The solution
assumes that pumping rate and porosity are constant. It also assumes that the influence
of the specific yield can be negligible. The significance of this assumption decreases as
the pumping time increases. Bear and Jacobs (1965) calculated the effects of neglecting
storage with an injection well and found that the capture zone of the neglecting étorage
is only a little larger than the capture zone considering storage and so effects of ‘stc;rage
may be neglected for all practical proposes. Like most analytical capture zone Iﬂqdcls,
the influence of the hydrodynamic dispersion is neglected in this model. '

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The proper design of number of RGRWs, their pumping rates of discharge and
locations is very important, both economically and environmentally. The three-
dimensional semi-analysis model provides siéniﬁcant insight into the nature gf flow
patterns and capture zones of the RGRW in a unconfined aquifer. Based on results of
the model, we can conclude thét recirculating groundwater remediation wells can be
effective for intercepting migrating pollutants. The width capture zones is depend on
recirculating pumping rate, Natural groundwater velocity, the separation distance

between injection and extraction intervals, and the depth of particle location.
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CHAPTER V

NUMERICAL MODEL FOR NITRATE TRANSPORT AND
DENITRIFICATION IN THE RGRW SYSTEM

Nitrite transport in the RGRW system is a complex process including advective
and dispersive transport, sorption, microbial growth, utilization electron donors and
acceptors. The solution of the nitrate transport problem requires the simultaneous
solution of a set of coupled equations: (1) the equation governing fluid flow, (2) the
equation governing the convective-dispersion transport of the nitrate, (3) the equation
governing the convective-dispersion transport of the carbon source, (4) the equation
governing microbial growth and decay in the aquifer, and (5) the denitrification
equation in the treatment reactor. This chapter will present a model of nitrate transport
in the RGRW system with denitrification process in both the aquifer and the reactor.
The development of the model is based on the law of conservation of mass for water
and aqueous species. The next chapter will discuss the numerical implementation of the

model. The model simulating results will be discussed in the chapter VII.

FLUID FLOW EQUATION

Contaminant may move in both the saturated and unsaturated zone. Many
numerical models have been developed for simulating fluid flow and contaminant
transport in the saturated and/or unsaturated zone since the last 20 years (Luthin and
Orhun, 1975, Yah et al., 1993). In this study, we treat the flow in both the unsaturated
zone and the saturated zone as in a single domain. A single set of equations serves to
describe the saturated flow below the water table with the unsaturated flow above the
table. The water surface serves as an internal boundary in the computational domain.
Above the water table, i.e., unsaturated zone, the water saturation is less than one while

below the water table, i.e., saturated zone, the saturation is equal to one.
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Properties of Saturated and Unsaturated Zones

In the saturated zone, the fluid pressure, which is measured with respect to
atmospheric, is larger than zero. Water saturation Sy, which is defined as the ratio of the
water volume to the void volume, is equal to 1. In the unsaturated zone, the void space is
only partly filled with water. The water saturation S, < 1 and water pressure is smaller
than zero. The negative pressure is defined as the capillary pressure, pg, i.e., pc = -p when
p < 0. As the degree of saturation decreases, the capillary pressure increases and the
hydraulic conductivity, K decreases. The relationship among K, Sy, and p. depends on the
solid particles as well as antecedent conditions of drainage or water replenishment. This
relationship is typically determined by laboratory experiment. Because measuring
unsaturated hydraulic conductivity is time-consuming and expensive, many researchers try
to use models for calculating the unsaturated hydraulic conductivity from the more easily
measured soil-water retention. Irmay (1954) assumed that the resistance to the flow
offered by the solid matrix is proportional to the solid-liquid interfacial area and obtained

the relationship between the effective hydraulic conductivity and water saturation

k(s)=k,s, (5-1)

where Sg=(Sy,~S)/(1-Sy) is the dimensionless water saturation, S, is the irreducible water
saturation, and Ky is the hydraulic conductivity at saturation.
Gardner (1958) proposed the empirical relationship between the hydraulic

conductivity and the capillary pressure head

a

b+ y/") -2)

K(W)':(
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where a, b and m are constants; and y is the capillary pressure head.

We assume that the water content and the permeability are uniquely determined by
the capillary pressure. The Van Genuchten's (1980) close-form analytical equation is used
for predicting the relationship between the unsaturated hydraulic conductivity, water

content, and capillary pressure in the unsaturated zone.

m1 P

K =5" 1-[1-3,;":1] y (5-3)
| ](MT) (5-4)
)M

Where Sy, is a water saturation and S; is a residual water saturation below which
saturation is not expected to fall (because the fluid becomes immobile), Sg is the
dimensionless saturation, Pc is the capillary pressure, K, is the relative hydraulic

conductivity, m is a parameter to the pore size distribution, and a is an empirical constant.

Fluid Mass Balance

If the mass of the fluid is to be conserved, the following fluid mass balance must be

satisfied in any element of the system (Bear and Verruijt, 1987).

ApsS,)
ot

= - A8, )+ Y00 "X - X®) - T p0, P x - X*7) (5-5)

where , V is fluid velocity (L/T); p is fluid density (M/L3); € is porosity; S, is the water

saturation; t is time (T);d denotes the Kronecker delta (with 6=1 for x=x(m) and 6 =0 for
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#x(m) ). Qr(m) is artificial recharge rate at point x(m), (1/T); and Qp(m) is the pump rate
at point x(r) (/T).

The term on the left-hand side of equation (5-5) may be recognized as the total
change in fluid mass contained in the void space with time. The first term on the right-hand
side of equation (5-5) represents the contributions to local mass change due to excess of
fluid inflows over outflow at a point. The second and third terms on the right side represent
the external additions of fluid.

The amount of the total fluid mass change depends on the fluid pressure. By

developing the term on the lefi-hand side of equation (5-5), we obtain

)oP (5-6)

é(pé',,)=[£p0"8w+ 5(£p)]5pzp(c N

a dp " 2p

" where Sg =&ep)/pdp=p{epH(1-e)a} is the specific storage. o and P are the porous matrix
and fluid compressibility, respectively. Usually, the specific Storage is much sméllér than
the water capacity in the unsaturated zone and can be negligible (Bear and Verruijt, 1987).
Cy—= d06/dp =~ €dS,,/dp is the water capacity which is depend on moisture retention. It can
be obtained by differentiation of equation (5-4).

C =ﬁ _ a(m— 1)(1_30)(0‘&)"—15 -7
[1+(a2) ]
Fluid Flow

The mechanisms of the pressure and the gravity driving forces for the fluid flow

may be expressed by a general form of Darcy's law as following
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K
g=-——"""_"(Vp +ngz) (5-8)
rg

where q is the specific discharge vector (L/T), g=S€V, K is the saturated hydraulic
conductivity tension (L/T) whose principle directions are assumed to be aligned with the
coordinate system; Kr(S,,) is the dimensionless relative hydraulic conductivity; p is the
fluid (gauge) pressure M/L/T? ), g is the gravitational acceleration (L/T2); z is the
elevation (L).

By inserting the fluid flow equation (5-8) into equation (5-5) and assuming that
fluid is incompressible, we obtain

(C +S)
W op

K|S K
-V _r(_w)_(vp +pgva)b 4+ xolm a(x— X(m))_ 5o a(x- X(m)) (5-9)
24

|

This equation is suitable for both saturated zones and unsaturated zones.

Saturated zone Unsaturated zone

P >0, S, =10 P <0, Sy=SyAP), Sp< Sy <1 (5-10)

K(Sw)=1-0 , Cw =0 Ki=K(Sy), Sw > So (5-11)
P~P (5-12)

NITRATE TRANSPORT AND DENITRIFICATION EQUATIONS IN THE AQUIFER
Based on the mass balance, the partial different equation describing nitrate

contaminant transport in the groundwater can be written as follows (Bear and Verruijt,

1987)
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daS‘WN—) = . 5F
5 =V S +V.65,(D-VN +D.VN)-p, =
+Z Q'("')ix— X(M))Ng") _ ZQP(M)é(X _ X(m))N _ Mffn (5-13)

Where N is the concentration of the dissolved nitrate in the groundwater (M/L3); V is the
water velocity (L/T); D is the mechanical dispersion tensor (L2/T), Dd* is the diffusion
coefficient (L2/T); F is the quantity of mass sorbed on the surface of porous medium
(M/M); py, is the buck density; Mg is the biomass concentration per unit volume of porous
media (M/L3); rp, is the microbia! utilization rates per unit of biomass ( M/M/T); and Ny, is
concentration of the dissolved nitrate in the source fluid (M/L3). All other terms are as
defined previously.

The term on the lefi-hand side of equation represents the total dissolved nitrate

mass changes with time in a unit volume. It can be written as

AsS,,)
ot

AeSN)

&S
ot

+N

N
= 5-14
~ (5-14)

Substituting equation (5-5) into equation (5-14) and assuming water density p is

constant, we obtain

A &S, N)
ot

- as,ﬂt ~N(V(e5,V)- S0P X - X")+ T0,Mdx - X)) (s.15)

According to the chain rule, the first term on the right side of equation (5-13) can

be expressed as

V- (eSVN)=eSVV-N+NV-(eSV) (5-16)
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Substituting equations (5-15) and (5-16) into equation (5-13), and rearranging the

equation, we obtain

&N F
&S, —— = ~eS,VVN + V. £5,(D-VN + D}VN) + p, —
J (m) x(m) {m) _ ot
+3.078x - X")(NE - N) - M1, (5-17)
Advection

The first term on the right-hand side of equation (5-17) is referred to as the
advection term, which describes the transport of the dissolved contaminant at the same
velocity as the groundwater. For many practical problems concerning dissolved chemical
species transport in groundwater, the advection term dominates. The degree of advection

. de
domination can be measured by dimensionless Peclet number.

_ME
- D

(5-18)

where P, is the :ﬂs’mension]ess Peclet number; |V] is the magnitude of the linear pore water
a

velocity (L/T);"L is a characteristic length (L). For pure advection problems, the Peclet

number becomes infinite.

Dispersion

The second term on the right-hand side of equation (5-17) is the hydrodynamic
dispersion which describes the effects of the mechanical dispersion and molecular diffusion
in a porous medium. The mechanical dispersion is caused by the variation of the actual
velocity on a microscale from the average velocity, both in magnitude and direction along
the tortuous paths (Domenico and Schwartz, 1990). The molecular diffusion is a direct

result of thermal motion of the individual fluid molecules and carries the solution mass
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from areas of high concentration to low concentrations. The molecular diffusion effect is
generally secondary and negligible compared to mechanical effects, and only becomes
important when groundwater velocity is very low (Bear and Verruijt, 1987).

Several investigators ( Nikolaevskii, 1959; Scheidegger, 1961, Bear, 1972) have
suggested that the dispersion coefficient in the porous media is described by the following

formula

m’" JAVA) (5-19)

where Dj; is the dispersion coefficient, ajji| is the dispersivity of porous mediums, which is

a fourth-rank tensor/.‘

the length characterizing the individual pores of a porous medium to length characterizing

ﬂ is the average velocity; Pe is the Peclet number; & is the ratio of

their cross-section; f (P,,J) is a function which introduces the effect of tracer transfer by
molecular diffusion between adjacent streamlines at the microscopic level (Bear, 1972)
For an isotropic porous medium, the dispersivity tensor can be defined by two

constant terms, longitudinal dispersivity (ap) and transverse dispersivity (o)

(Scheidegger, 1961). By assuming f(P,,8) =1, we obtain

D,=aVé, +(a,—a, WV, IV (5-20)

In Cartesian coordinates, the components of the dispersion coefficient may be

stated as

D, =aV +(a, - a, W} IV =, (17 +V2)+ @ V3|1V (5-21)
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Dy =(a,~a, W, IV =Dy (5-21b)
Dy, =(aL - ar)Vsz 1V =Dy (5-21¢)

Dy = aV +(a, - a; V7 /V=[aT(V} +V;)+aLV,Z]/V

(5-21d)
Dy, = (aL - ar)Ver IV =Dy (5-21e)
D, =aV +{a, —a, W2 IV = [a,(V; +V2) + aLV;]/V (5-21%)

The longitudinal dispersivity and transverse dispersivity capture the effects of the
porous medium's heterogeneity, and can be estimated by interpretation of tracer
experiments. Many experiments show that estimates of dispersivity based on the field
measurements are two or more order of magnitude larger than those from laboratory data
and the values of dispersivity usually increase with increasing scale of observation

(Domenico, and Schwartz, 1990).

Sorption

The third term on the right-hand side of equation (5-17) isiorption term which
represents process between chemical species dissolved in groundwater (sofution phase) and
the chemical species sorbed on the porous medium (solid phase). For the linear equilibrium
sorption, the concentration of solute sorbed to the porous medium 1s directly proportional

to the concentration of the solute in the pore fluid, i.e.

F=K,N (5-22)
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where K4 is the distribution coefficient (L3/M). This reaction is assumed to be
instantaneous and reversible.

The temporal change in sorbed concentration can be represented in terms of the
concentration of dissolved chemical species using the chain rule of calculus, as follows:

oF N

Po sl = (1-€)p.K, 7 (5-23)

where pp is the bulk density, pg is the solid's density.

In the unsaturated flow, water occupies only part of the void space and only part of
the total area of the solid is exposed to adsorption. The concentration of the solute sorbed
to the porous medium depends on the water saturation. Then, the equation (5-23) in
unsaturated flow can be written as the equation (Bear and Verruijt, 1987)

N

OF
po 7 =(1-8)p.K,f(S.)—— (5-24)

Substituted equation (5-23) and (5-24) into equation (5-17); and rearranging them, we can

obtain as
2N N+ —L [V.e5.(D- YN +DVN) - M s
ot ) &S,R,(S,) ) ‘ o
+30.8(x-x") (N - N)] (5-25)
where R,(S,)=1+ (]—_—M-(S—”)Kd is called the retardation factor which depends on the

&S

w

water saturated degree in the unsaturated flow and ,=V/ R,(S,), represents the

"retarded" velocity of a contaminant particle.
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Source and Sink Term

The fourth term is the source and sink term which represents the mass of solute
injected into or pumped out from the porous medium domain. When solute is injected into
the aquifer, the concentration of solute is necessary to be specified. When solute is pumped
out from the aquifer, the concentration of solute is generally equal to the concentration of

the groundwater in the aquifer and should not be specified.

Biodegradation

The last term on the left hand side of equation is the mass lost due to the
biodegradation. In this study, biofilm conception has been applied to simulate the
microbiological processes. According to study of Charachlis et al. (1982), in the porous
medium, most of bacteria (95%) are found to be attached to the solid phase of medium by
- means of the matrix of polysaccharides. Only small parts'of bacteria may suspend-i\n the
water. Those suspend bacteria may play a role in the degradation of pollutants in the
subsurface. However, compared with the attached bacteria, the effects of such a population
is smaller. Also if we include such effects, the equations will be much more complicated.
Therefore, potential microbial transport mechanisms such as deposition, chemotaxis
motion, random (tumbling) motion, and decolgging have not been incorporated into the
present model. . =

The attached bacteria grow and reproduce at the interface of water and solid phases
and form a separate, relatively impermeable phase called a biofilm. Generally, the
: concentratibn of the substrate within the biofilm is smaller than the concentration in the
water phase because of the substrate consumption at the biofilm by microbe. In order for
this consumption to continue, the substrate must be transported from the water phase to

the liquid-solid interface through diffusive transfer processes(Taylor et al., 1990). In the
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steady state, there is no accumulation of substrate at the surface of the biofilm. Hence the
rate of substrate supply across the water-biofilm phase boundary from the water phase
must be equal to the rate of substrate consumption by reaction within the biofilm.

In the denitrification process, the microbial metabolism can be limited by the lack of
either carbon sources (electron donor), nitrate (electron accept) or both simultaneously.
Under anaerobic conditions, the rates of carbon and nitrate utilization can be expressed by

a double-Monod-type as (Semprini and McCart, 1991)

M, =M, nr,+ak, T 5,1(0))
e G N Mg (o) (5-263)
Y K +C K, +N K +N,
ap Hom G N,
M, =M, Y, K+C, KH+N‘ﬂfI(O) (5-26b)

where rqfand rpf are the rate of carbon and nitrate utilization, respectively, 1/T; Cg and Ng
are the concentration of carbon and nitrate at the water/biofilm interface; P is the
eﬁectivengss factor, which accounts for the reduction of the overal! reaction rate caused by
diffusional resistance inside the biofilm (Rittmann, 1993). pumnax is the maximum specific
growth rate of bacteria; Y, is carbon yield coefficient (defined as the ratio of the mass of
cells formed to the mass of carbon consumed), K, K, is the saturation constant for carbon
and nitrate, respectively; 1 is the stoichiometric ratio of nitrate to carbon utilization for
biomass synthesis; o, is the nitrate use coefficient for energy of maintenance; kq is the
microbial decay coefficient; k', is the nitrate saturation constant for decay; and I{o) s the

hyperbolic oxygen inhibition function (Stryer, 1988). It can be expressed as

1(0) = K, (5-27)
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where o is the oxygen concentration within the biofilm (inhibitor), and K, is the inhibition
coefficient (M/L.3).

We assume that the biofilm is fully penetrated with substrate with no mass-transfer
limitations, i.e. Cg =C, Ng = N, and B&=1. Many studies (Suidan et al., 1987, Semprini and
McCart, 1991) indicate that the assumption of a fully penetrated biofilm without external
or internal mass transfer limitations is appropriate for the conditions of the field
experiments.

Substituting equation (5-26a) into (5-25), we can obtain nitrate transport equations

in the aquifer as

éN 1

S = N 4 e 08, (D, )+ &S,R ZQ,"’rS(X X W -N) (528

SN S (”m C N orY }Hfl(a)M,

SREN"Y K+CK +N ““K+N

w

With the same principle, we can obtain carbon transport equation in the aquifer as:

oC 1 ™ - -
I sy SO v e kX o)

1 7] C N
S S M, 529
SR(S) ¥ K+CK+N" #1(o) (5-29)

w

The rate of change in the biomass concentration is equal to the difference between
the specific rate of biomass growth and the specific rate of mass decay multiplied by the
biomass concentration.
oM

C N
S _ —
=Yr .M, -k,M, = [p KiCK N B,1(0)- KJ)MI (5-30)
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The thickness of the biofilm increases with the bactenial growth. In this biofilm
model, we use Taylor's sphere assumption (Taylor, 1990) that porous medium is comprised
of spheres of equal diameter packed and a biofilm develops in such a way that all spheres
are coated with an impermeable biofilm with uniform thickness Ly The biomass
concentration is approximated as M=X¢ ag Lg where ag is the biofilm affected specific
surface (the biofilm surface area per unit of porous medium volume) and Xy is bacterial
density.

Assuming that Xg is constant (Rittmann, 1993), the growth of biofilm thickness can
be derived from equation (5-30) as

L, L, &, C N "
—— ——— = ﬁ I - L 5'31
a +af 17 [#'““KG+CK,‘+N 4 (o) ") 4 ( )

a
The biofilm affected specific surface can be expressed as function of biofilm
(Taylor, 1990)

a, = a:rd[(Z;M)[ij )2 +(4;m)(22f)+1] (5-32)

where oy is a packing arrangement factor, m is the number of contact points of sand, and

d is the diameter of sand particles.

If we assume that the L¢ is much smaller than d, the second order of (2L¢d) can be
negligible. We have

T (4—m) 5Lf

a d &

d’f
3 (5-33)
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Substituting equation (5-33 ) into equation (5-31) and rearranging yield

c N
L, (""‘“ Kc+cmﬂfl(o)"K‘)

S ()

2
a, a d

Ly (5-34)

The biofilm growth causes the permeability and porosity decrease. Based on in-site
experiments, Taylor (1990) indicated that if the porous medium has a homogeneous grain
size distribution, the porosity and permeability, as a function of biofilm thickness, can be

expressed as

:, = 1__"_[(2‘”‘)(”0’ ]3 +(4-m)[2Lf )2 +l(_2_£f_)+l“ (5-35)
a 12 d 8 d 2\ d 6

. {l_a_i[(zl-zm)(zjf]’+(4-8m)(z§f)’+%(3§£}+éﬂ3 .

Where ¢ is the biofilm-affected porosity, af is specific surface, k¢ is the biofilm-affected
permeability. ¢ is Kozeny's constant.

It is assumed that flow varies instantaneously in response to the changes in the
biofilm thickness. The iteration technique has been used to solve the equations of flow,

substrate transport , nitrate transport and biofilm growth.



59

BIOLOGICAL DENITRIFICATION IN THE REACTOR

Using biological reactor for denitrification is one of the most promising methods to
remove nitrate from water. In this study, the completed-mix, suspended-growth reactor,
which is also known as the Continuous-flow Stirred Tank Reactor (CSTR), was selected
for removal of nitrate from groundwater. This method has successfully been applied in
waste water treatment.

A schematic diagram of a CSTR is shown in Figure 15. A reactor with volume V
receives a flow called influent at rate Q containing soluble nitrate at concentration N,
soluble carbon component at concentration Cp and the suspended microorganism at
concentration Xq. Within the reactor, microorganisms utilize the nitrate and substrate
growing while reducing the concentration of nitrate and carbon concentration. The influent
is mixed completely by a powerful mixer in the reactor, so that any reactant carried into the
reactor is dispersed evenly throughout the reactor without any time delay. Thus, the

samples taken from all parts of the reactor have the same composition.

Assumption
The main simplifications and assumptions are made during the development of the
model of the complex CSTR system as following:
1. The system operates at constant temperature and pH;
2. The system works under anaerobic condition.S«
3. The influent contains sufficient nutrients to allow microorganism growth.
4. The heterotrophic biomass is homogenous and does not undergo changes in the species
diversity with time.

5. The concentration of the bacteria in the influent is zero.



Stirrer

Q, Xo, No, Co —

X, Vr, N*, C*

Q, X, N*, C*
"y

A complete-mix reactor

Notations:

Q: Flow rate

Vr: Reactor Volume

Xo: Concentration of Microorganisms in Influent
No: Concentration of Nitrate in Influent

Co: Concentration of Organic Carbon in Influent
X: Concentration of Microorganism in the Reactor

N*: Concentration of Nitrate in the Reactor

C*: Concentration of Carbon in the Reactor

Figure 15. Schematic of a suspended-growth, complete-mix treatment reactor.

60



61

Rate of Microorganisms Growth

In the denitrification process, in order to enhance the biotransform, the organic
carbon matter needs to add the denitrification reactor as energy sources and electronic
acceptors. The amount of carbon matter added must balance the amount of nitrate to be
removed. If the amount of carbon source is added in excess, it will pass to the effluent and
reduce the quality of the effluent. If insufficient amount of carbon source is added, some
nitrate will remain in the effluent and the treatment objective will not be attained.

The net rate of the growth of microorganisms in a continuous culture system can be

defined as follows:

=X -K,X (5-37)
where rg is the rate of bacterial growth, M/(L3T), p is the specific growth rate, 1/T, X is
the concentration of microorganism, (M/L3); kg4 is the microorganism decay coefficient.

The rate of nitrate and carbon utilization can be written as

Iy = Y” X (5-38)

M
=y X (5-39)
C

where ry, 1 are the rates of nitrate and carbon utilization, respectively, (M/L3); Yy Ys
are the maximum vyield coefficients of nitrate and carbon (defined as the ratio of the mass
of cells formed to the mass of nitrate and carbon removed, mg/mg), respectively.

In general conditions the specific growth rate of the microorganism is dependent on
the concentrations of the carbon source and nitrate. A double Monod-type form of the
specific growth can be used to model the dual limitation substrates. The specific growth

rate can be expressed as
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_ c N
K=o & 1 C) (K. + V) £() £, pH) (5-40)

where pmax 18 the maximum specific growth rate, N* is the concentration of nitrate in the
reactor, C" is the concentration of carbon in the reactor, K+, K.+ are the half-velocity
constants for nitrate and carbon in the reactor, respectively. f1(T) and fo(pH) are the

functions of temperature and pH which can be expressed as (Timmermans and Haute,

1983):

(1) = K | (5-41)

1
14k, (100 ] (5-42)

fz(PH)

where Kp, K; are coefficients of pH and temperature, respectively.
Equation (5-40) indicates the general relationship between specific growth and
concentration of substrate and nitrate. There are four extreme cases:

(1) when C* is very high (C*>>Kc*), equation (5-40) can be approximated as
H= o (_N'_ij (pH)£(T) (5-43a)
K,.+N

In this condition, the concentration of nitrate is a rate limiting.

(2) When N* is very high (N*>> Kn*), equation (5-40) can be approximated as

— C‘
e mf(pﬂ)f(ﬂ (5-43b)

In this condition, the concentration of carbon matter is a growth rate limiting substrate.
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(3) When both N* and C* are very high, equation (5-40) can be approximated as

1= poe S (pH) F(T)

(5-43¢)

In this condition, the growth rate approaches a maximum rate (umax) that is independent

of substrate concentration.

(4) When both N* and C* are very low (N*<<Kn*; C*<<Kc*), Equation (5-40) can be

approximated as

p=kCN f(pH)£(T)

where k'= ,um/(KC.KN.)

(5-43d)

In this condition, the growth rate is depend on concentrations of nitrate and carbon.

Mass Balance of Microorganisms, Carbon and Nitrate

A mass balance for the mass of microorganisms in the complete-mix reactor can be

written as following:

Rate of accumulation Rate of flow of | | Rate of flow of| | Net growth of
of microorganism in | =| microorganism | -| microorganism + microorganism
the reactor into the reactor out of the reactor within the rector
Using symbolic representation
ax
V'"&:_ =QX,-0X+Vy, (5-44)




where V. is the reactor volume, Xg is the concentration of microorganisms in influent, X 1s

the concentration of microorganisms in the reactor, Q is the flow rate, Yg is the net rate of

microorganism growth.

The net rate of the microorganism growth can be written as

N’ o .
= X KX (5-45
s #"‘“(KN.+N'](KC.+C ] g )

Substituting equation {5-45) into equation (5-44) yields

dx N® ol
V= c0X, -0X +V _ b ¢ (5-46)
e '{#"‘“[KN.+N J[KC.+C)

A mass balance for nitrate in the reactor can be written as

Rate of accumulation Rate of flow of Rate of flow of Rate of nitrate

of nitrate in the | =| nitrate into the | - | nitrate out of the | - | utilization within

reactor reactor reactor the reactor

p N _on, -y e | N _C g (5-47)
dt Y. KN.+N KC.+C

where N, is the concentration of nitrate in influent, Yy« is the yield coefficient of (defined

as the ratio of the mass of cells formed to the mass of nitrate removed, mg/mg).

A mass balance for carbon in the reactor can be expressed as
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Rate of accumulation Rate of flow of Rate of flow of Rate of substrate

of substrate in the | =| substrate into | - | substrate out of | - | utilization within

reactor the reactor the reactor the reactor

V’a’C =QC°—QC'-I/,.P"1“— N _ C _|x (5-48)
dt }’; KN. +N KC. +C

where C,, is the concentration of carbon added into the reactor, Y« is the maximum yield
coefficient of carbon( defined as the ratio of the mass of cells formed to the mass of carbon
removed, mg/mg).

If it is assumed that the concentration of microorganisms in the influent can be
neglected and that the steady state prevails, (i.e. dX/dt = dS/dt = dC/dt = 0), equation (5-
46) can be simplified to yield:

* * -
o C N =1+K;=1+K"9 (5-49)
Ko +C* N Ky +N*

where 6=V /Q is the hydraulic detention time. -

Equation (5-49) suggests that when K4* is fixed for a given microbial population,
the specific growth rate may only be controlled by the hydraulic detention time, 8. This can
be done by manipulating either the flow rate with a given volume of reactor, or the volume

of reactor for a given flow rate.

Effluent Nitrate and Carbon Concentrations in the Reactor

The effluent microorganism concentration can be obtained by substituting equation

(5-49) into equations ( 5-47) and (5-48)
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_ (CO—C*)YC _ (NO_N*)YN 50
T 1+K0 1+K.0 (5-50)

From equation (5-50), we can get the relationship between the concentration of
nitrate and substrate

cote e Yy 0
Y,

),c‘. Ce

(5-51)

Substituting equation (5-51) into equation (5-49), and rearranging it, we obtain

6u Ou
—= . C* + == (Y, N *-1,..C 5-52
(1+K;0 )C 1+Kd9[( N o) (5-52)

HYeiCy = Ky uXe = KNy = Ko )C* HYekCy ~ Ky Yy - KN Ko = 0

Solving quadratic equation (5-52), we obtain

.y %&(
Hu 1450
mgx'i Yc: d
1+kd9

-0-(YN VSRS 0 S A A }’C.Co)

C*=

YC‘CO_YN'NO)

(5-53)

4
-f—m—s—x-(YN,No—YC,CO)-P(YC.CO—YN.KN,—YN N, 'chKClr)jr

_1+k;9
%

(
I
DR ST A SRS AR A oN T A
\l+kd9

Similarly, we can obtain the effluent of nitrate concentration as follows



67

N =_]_{_‘“m%&(y’v ‘NO-YC'CO)
Bu 1+k,8
1+k,8 3

LK +1C 41, Ky -t A

(5-54)
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From equations (5-53) and (5-54) we can see that for a given biological
community, and a particular sét of environmental conditions, the effluent concentrations of
nitrate and carbons are }ge function of both the hydraulic detention time and the influent
concentrations of nitrate and carbon. The influent concentrations of nitrate and carbon may
be determined by the transport equations that were descn'bedj?)revious sections.
Meanwhile, the effluent concentration of nitrate and carbon will affect the nitrate transport.
Thus, nitrate transport equations must be solved simultaneously with denitrification

equations in the reactor. The effluent concentrations of nitrate and carbon will be used as

sourceg tern?in the transport equationé

INITIAL AND BOUNDARY CONDITIONS OF NITRATE TRANSPORT EQUATION
The initial conditions include information of the concentration distribution at time

t=0 at all points of simulated domain. It is written as

C(X,7,.2,1=0)=C(X,V,Z) on® (5-55)
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where C*(X, Y, Z) is a known concentration distribution and R denotes the simulated
domain.

In this model we assume that the indigenous microbial population and the species
concentration are uniformly distributed at time zero.

Generally, there are three kinds of boundary conditions used in the transport
equations: (1) Dirichlet boundary condition (first boundary condition); (2) Neumann
boundary condition (second boundary condition), and (3) Cauchy boundary condition
(third boundary condition).

For the Dirichlet boundary condition, the concentration is specified around a given

boundary. We can write the boundary condition in the form of
Clx,y,2,0) = g(x,y,z,1) onT, 120 (5-56)

where I"1 refers to the specified-concentration boundary, and gj(x, y, z, t) is the specified
concentration along I'y.
A
For the Neumann boundary condition, the concentration gradient is specified cross

the boundary. It can be written as

&(x,y,2,1)

D,
* ot

=g(x.y.z.1) onT, 120 (5-57)

where go(x, y, z, t)is a known flux at all poinf/of a boundary segment, I';. For The
impervious boundary, go(x, y, z, t) =0, The equation (5-57) reduces to

3C(x,y,2,1) _

> 0 (5-58)
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For the Cauchy boundary condition, which is a combination of the first and second
boundary condition, both the concentration and the concentration gradient are specified. It

can be written in the form of

ac
D, 5 -vC=g(xy.z1) onT, 120 (5-59)

where g3(x, vy, z, t) is a known function representing the total flux (dispersive and

advective)normal to the boundary I's.
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CHAPTER VI

NUMERICAL APPROXIMATION METHOD

EULERIAN-LAGRANGIAN METHOD

Numerical methods used to solve the advection-dispersion equation may be
classified as three perspectives: the Eulerian method, the Lagrangian method and a
combination of the two that will be referred to as the Eulenan-Lagrangian method
(Neuman, 1984). In the Eulerian method, the discretization of the advection-dispersion
equation is performed to a fixed grid in space by methods such as the finite-different or
finite-element method. Many investigators have presented that the Eulerian method
performs quite well when problems are the dispersion dominated problems. For the
advection dominated problems, in which the physical dispersion is small and or negligible,
this method causes a large numerical dispersion, leading to the smearing of the
concentration fronts which should have a sharp appearance (Cheng et al., 1984). This
phenomenon is caused by the approximation of the first-order derivatives of advective
term, which involves errors of the order of magnitude of the second-order derives (Bear
and Verruijt, 1987). If using high-order schemes to eliminate numerical dispersion, the
artificial oscillation may become a serious problem (Neuman, 1984). In the Lagrangian
method, the advection-dispersion equation is solved by a moving grid. This method is often
suited to solve simple advection dominated problems. McBride and Rutherford (1984) use
this method successfully to solve the one-dimensional pollutant transport in the river.
However, Lagrangian methods are often not strictly conservative and the technique that
involves a moving reference may lead to numerical instability and computational difficulties
under a complex subsurface environment (Neuman, 1981). The Eulerian-Lagrangian

method attempts to combine the advantages of the Eulerian method and the Lagrangian



71

method by solving the advection term with a set of moving particles, and the dispersion and
other terms with a finite difference or finite element method. Garder et al. (1964) first
introduced this concept to the groundwater problems. They stated that the technique does
not introduce numerical dispersion. The development and application of this technique
have been presented by Pinder and Cooper (1970), Reddell and Sunada (1970), and
Bredehoeft and Pinder (1973), Konikow and Bredehoeft (1978), Neuman (1981), Cheng
(1984), Corapcioglu and Haridas (1985) and Zheng (1992).

Depending on the tra;:king movemert of the particles, the Eulerian-Lagrangian
method is divided into: the forward particle tracking method of characteristics (MOC)
(e.g., Garder et al. 1964; Konikow and Bredhoeft, 1978; Goode, 1990), the backward
particle tracking modified method of characteristics (MMOC) (e.g., Cheng et. al., 1984,
Yeh et al, 1993) and a hybrid of these two methods (HMOC) (e.g., Neuman, 1984,
Zhang, 1993). These three techniques are similar except in the treatment of the advection
term. The advantages of the MMOC technique are that this technique uses o'nly one
particle for each finite-difference cell, whereas, the MOC method generally requires se;feral
particles (such as 9 particles) per cell. Therefore, the MMOC method is more time
efficiency and- requires less computer ‘memory-than the MOC method. However, when
dealing with the sharp front problems, the MMOC technique introduces some unwanted
numerical dispersion (Zheng, 1993). In this study, we use the MOC technique to simulate
the nitrate transport equations in order to get more accuracy of nitrate plume, =

According to the chain rule, the dissolved concentration of chemical species can be
derived as
aC _oC  oC éX, éC

& o ox, & =tV (6-1)
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Substituting equation (6-1) into equations (5-28) , (5-29) and (5-30), nitrate and

carbon transport equations can be expressed in the Lagrangian forms as

DN 1 1 (m) (m) Y pr(m)
- vV.e5.(D, -VN)+ —— X-X"™jiN" N
Dr &S'wRd (Sw ) W( ; ) agwRd(Slv ) Z Q’ A )( ? )
1 H C N N
e yple k,—— 18 1{o)M (6-2
aS,Rd(S,)(q Y K+CK+N & "K,,+N)ﬂf (o), )
DC 1 1 (m) () )( i)
= V-e5.(D, -VC) 4+ — X-X C( -C
o~ R P VO ey 4 ew-c) (6-3)
1 C N
Hoax ﬁff(o M,

&S R(S) Y K+CK, +N

oM, C N
—r - o)~ K, M
a (.umlx KC+CK,|+NﬁI (0) d) r (6-4)
C N
oL, ("“‘ K.+C K,+N'6’I(°)”K"J
= L (6-5)
a, a, d

The solution of equations (6-1), (6-2), (6-3) (6-4), and (6-5) may be obtained as
X=X(); Y=Y(t), Z=Z(t), and C=C(t); N=N(t); M=Mgt); L=Lt). These solutions are
referred to the characteristics curves of the governing equations (5-28), (5-29) (5-30) and
(5-31).

NUMERICAL IMPLEMENTATION

The method of characteristics uses a forward particle tracking technique for solving
the advection term. Initially, the particles with a given initial concentration are uniformly
distributed throughout the cells. At each time interval, the moving particles are relocated

by using the following finite-difference forms of equations (6-6a) and (6-6b):
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At
X=Xt v.(x',z") _
R,(S,) ( (6-6a)
At
Zl+| :Zl + I/’ X:’Z() .
R,(S,,) ( (6-6b)

where XM 1land Z0*1 are the particle coordinates at the new time level (n+1); X™ and Z0
are the particle coordinates at the old time level (n); V4 and V, are the linear velocity at
position (X1, ZB); At is the time increment and Ry(S,) is retardation factor.

When all the moving particles have been relocated, each cell is temporarily assigned

a concentration , C"**, which is the average concentration of all the particles lying inside

iJg ?

the cell (i,j,k) due to advection, i.e.,

2.C. &7

where C/ }“ is the concentration at cell (i, j); C_, is the concentration of the mth particle in

cell (i, j), Mp is the total number of particles at cell (i, j).
The changes of concentration results from the dispersion and other terms can be

written as:
act =(acyy) +(acs)_ +(acy') (6-8)

where (AC,.'j‘). is the concentration change due to dispersion; (AC,.'}') is the
. diz * sou

concentration change due to the source and sink mixing; (ACf;' )M is the concentration
- [}

change due to the biologic reaction.
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According to the summation convection of the tensor notation, the concentration

change of the dispersion term of equation (6-8) may be written as

(acsy), =25 [“’3" &,0, 2C + 65,0, %<
ilas TS | X oX oz

(6-9)
+lesp % s C
oz X oz

To develop a finite difference form of equation (6-9), consider the spatial

derivatives of concentration at i+}

a)  _Ga, -Gy (6-102)
ox )., AX

5_C - ("i+}{,j+l —CH}{.J'—I (6-10b)
Z),,, 247

Using a linear interpolation scheme, it has

C:’. +1 + C|+l. j+1

C'i+}§_j+l = - 2 : (6-118)
Ci, -1 + Ci+l, i—1

Gy =~ (6-11b)

Substituting equation (6-11) into equation (6-10) gives:

oy _Gu-Gy (6-12a)
X )., AX
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E - Cj,jn + Ci+l.j+1 - Cf.j—l - C.'+|.j—| (6-12b)
8z ) 4AZ
:+y,’,1
Similarly, for a point (i- %4, j, k), spatial derivatives are
C.. -C_,.
(Q_C_) — Jhik  Ti-lLjk (6-13a)
170.4 sk AX
_ﬁ_(z - C'i_j+| + q-l.jﬂ - q.j—l - Cl‘—l.j—l (6—13b)
oz vy 4AZ

The spaﬁal denivatives at points (i, j+%), (i, j-}4) may be obtained by using the
same manner.

Assuming that the grad space is the same along any direction, the finite difference
form of equation (6-9) may be obtained by using the fully explicit central finite-difference

scheme as:



A &S‘WDn'(f*HJ)(qHJ -

C
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)

) B as'an(i—%.J)(C i C-—I.J

(AC‘LII )d,, = =S (AX)z

w

i s

+ é'an(H%,j)(Q_jH + C‘i+l.j+l - C.'.j-l - Cm_,—l)

dAXAZ
4 aSan(i—}g,n(Ci,m + Ct-l,m - Ci,j-l - C:—Lj—l)

4AXAZ (6-14)
+ &S'ngz(.',;'+x)(C'i,j+1 "Ci.j) _ as’waz(l‘,j—}{)(q,j - Ci,jmt)
(Az)’ (az)’

+ 8ngyn(r'. J+ x)(C:n, J + Cf+l,j+1 - C.‘-l, J Cf-l, j+1)

4AXAZ
_ &S'wDyx(f,j-}g)(CM,j + Cm.j-l - q—l,j - Cf—l.j—l)

4AXAZ

The finite difference form of concentration change due to the source and sink

mixing from old time level (n) to new time level (n+1) at cell ((i, j) can be written as:

n

)_ At

(acs ":5i}g(§:7gluﬁJi(j

i.j

where (), , i the volumetric flux of water per unit volume of source at cell (j, j); C"

2ol Sy

n

¢z,

hJ

(6-15)

sou(! f)

and C7; are the concentrations of source and aquifer at cell i, j).

The finite difference form of carbon and nitrate concentration change due to

biological reaction may be written as

(ac) = MMy
" Tbio ESwRd(Sw)
AMJ’ ii | HMmax Cr";

n
(¥

(6-16)

|

" S.R,(5.)

Y, K. +C7, K, + N/,

B (0))
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At M
) _ T AT
(ANu )b,-o - ES.,RJ(S.,)

f:' ) u C,"J N,"J Nn (6‘ I 7)
e/ VI (N v aky =5 1(0)
S RSN Y. K+C, K, +N, K,+N

The microbial growth can be calculated by integrating the equation (6-4) over the

time interval (tn, tn+1) as

M =M, explnjl( C N B 1(0) - Kd}ﬂ] (6-18)

Using the forward Euler time integrator in equation (6-18), we obtained

Cl. N/,
n+l — n iJ 6-19
M =M, exp[( =X+ C K+ N,. B1(0)-K ] ] (6-19)
The finite difference form of the growth of the biofilm thickness from old time level (n) to

new time level (n+1) at cell ((i,j) can be written as:

c, Ny
y7,
o =K, +C; K, +N"
= (6-20)
[‘fij K3 (4-”’)}

I+ =5 2
a  an d

Note the explicit numerical method is used in solving the equations (6-2), (6-3), (6-

B,1(0)~ ]L Ar

4) and (6-5). This may require that the step size can not exceed an upper limit in one

transport step. According to Konikow and Bredehoeft (1978), the time step criterion for
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the advection part of equations (6-2) and (6-3) may be determined from the "Courant

condition" as:

At < yR,(S,)MIN{ AX AF ] (6-21)

(Vr)m ’(Vy)

where v is the fraction of the grid dimension that will be allowed to move (0< y<1).

The time step criterion for the dispersion and the source term may be written as

follows:
0.5
Af < 'D—"T and (6-22)
IN Y
ar <|ESeRi(S.) (6-23)
Qm-r(r‘.j)
CODE STRUCTURE

Using the algorithm described above, the computer code, which is calied
TAMRGRWS, was developed in a FORTRAN 77 running on the VAX/VAM mainframe
computer at Texas A&M University. A simplified flow chart of the code is shown in Figure

16. The simulated results have been discussed in the next chapter.
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CHAPTER VII
NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
NUMERICAL MODEL VALIDATION
To assess the accuracy of the nitrate transport model and to determine the
effectiveness of the Eulerian-Lagrangian technique, the numerical model has been verified

through comparison of the numerical results with the analytical and experimental data.

Test 1. Comparison_of Numerical Solutions with One-Dimensional Analytic Solutions of

Nitrate Transport

Generally, the one-dimensional movement of nitrate in soil and groundwater
with the first-order decay can be expressed as an advection-dispersion equation (Rolston

and Marino, 1976)

AON) o ON) daqN)
ot 'aX(DeaX)' ox N 1)

where N is the solute nitrate concentration (M/L3), 0 is the volumetric water content; q is
the Darcy velocity(I/T), V=q/0 is the average pore water velocity (L/T); D=0V is the
hydrodynamic dispersion coefficient (L2/T); o, is the longitudinal dispersivity and A is the
reaction rate coefficient of biodegradation (1/T). For steady uniform water movement the
variables g, 8, V, and D are constant.

Assuming the problem involves the following initial and boundary conditions:
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N=N, aa X=0 foralll

éiV——)O a X-oow

1794 (7-2)
N=0 at t=0 foralX

The analytic solution of equation (7-1) is obtained with the following equation

presented by (Domenico and Schwartz, 1950)

% %
N 1 X 4ia | X-Vi(l+42a_1V) (7-3)
To'iex"{(m,)[l"(“ ) }e’f"[ 2at)* }

The nitrate transport computer program was modified for application to this case.

The parameters used in the simulation are as following: the boundary concentration of
nitrate is 100 mg/l; the initial concentration of nitrate rthroughout the column is zero; the
total length of column is 100 cm; time is 100 hour; the longitudinal dispersivity is 0.4 cm,
the reaction rate coefficient of biodegradation is 0.005 hr-1; and the average pore water

velocity is 0.25 emv/hr. The following cases have been simulated:
Case(a). a,=0, A=0
Case(b). a,=0.4cm, 1=0
Case (c). a, =0.4cm, A=0.005hr"
Figure 17 shows a comparison of the numerical approximation with the analytical
solution. It can be observed that the excellent agreement between the numerical

approximation and the analytical solution in all cases. No apparent numerical dispersion

exists.

Test 2. Comparison of Denitrification Model Simulations with Experimental Data in a

Completed-mix, Suspended -growth Reactor
The denitrification model equations ( 5-53) and (5-54) presented in Chapter V is

used to predict the effluent of nitrate and carbon concentration in a suspended-growth
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o Numerical Solution

T Analytic Solution

Relative Concentration N/No

50 60 70 80 90 100
Distance (¢cm)

Figure 17. Comparison of the numerical solutions with the analytic solutions of the one -
dimensional advection-dispersion equation with and without decay. (a) ox=0, A=0; (b) «

x=0.4 cm, A=0; and (c) ax=0.4 cm, A=0.005 hr".
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Figure 18. Comparison of the model predicted effluent concentration of a completed -mix,

suspended-growth reactor with experimental data (from Stensel et al., 1973).
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reactor. The Model results have been compared with the denitrification experimental data
in a suspended-growth reactor described by Stensel et al. (1973). In the experiment, the
concentration of organic added into the reactor is a growth-rate-limiting substrate for
denitrification. The biological kinetic parameters which are directly obtained from the
experiment are as following: The maximum specific substrate utilization rate K is 25.0
(1/day); the yield coefficient of organic carbon Y. is 0.18 (mg cell /mg COD); the
microbial solid decay coefficient Ky is 0.04 (1/day); the organic carbon half-velocity
constant Kc is 72.5 (mg/l), and the maximum specific growth rate pmax=K-Yc=4.5
(1/day). The comparison of the prediction of a steady-state effluent organic carbon
concentration (mg/l as COD) by equation (5-53) with experimental data at different
detention time is shown in Figure 18. The excellent agreement between the predicted and
the measured effluent concentration is observed. The denitrification equations (5-53) and
(5-54) can successfully predict the effluent of nitrate and carbon concentrations in the

reactor at any given detention time.

SIMULATIONS OF A RGRW SYSTEM

In order to calibrate and validate the proposed model, the numerical model has also
been compared with the experiment data of a two-dimensional recirculation groundwater
well (Stallard et al., 1993, Wu, 1994). The experimental apparatus consists of a ground
water tank, a scaled remediation well, and a contaminant monitdring and treatment control
system. The design and dimensions of the groundwater simulation tank are shown in Figure
19. The comparison can be divided into two parts: contaminant transport and biological

treatment.
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Contaminant Transport

The three cases have been simulated by the nitrate transport model to compare with
experimental data.
Case I Surface contaminant leakage

In the case I, a condition of a surface contaminant leakage was simulated. The
distribution of pollutant would be typical of a solute that had been applied to the
groundwater from the surface, such as agricultural source nitrate. In the experiment,
sodium hydroxide (NaOH) has been used as a tracer to demonstrate contaminant transport
in the recirculating groundwater remediation well system. The concentration of sodium
hydroxide, which was fixed at pH12, was added on the surface of the groundwater as a
point contaminant source. The hydrochloric acid (HCI), which can neutralize the sodium
hydroxide to pH=8, was added into the reactor well to represent the treatment effect
during the experiment. The concentration of sodium hydroxide at pH 9 contour is plotted
as the boundary of the contaminant plume. For the numerical simulation, the general
computer program was modified. The biological transform part of program was temporally
removyJ for application on this case. The simulation domain was divided into 48 X 24
uniform grad blocks, each S cm in length. The parameters used in the model are shown in
Table 1. The comparison of the calculated and the measured plume with 1 m/d ambient
horizontal flow velocity and 100 ml/min well recirculation rate are shown in Figure 19. One
finds agreement between the plume predicted by the model and the plume observed
experimentally. From the numerical simulation and experimental observation, we can note
that a surface contaminant source can be totally intercepted by the recirculation well. There

is always a clean zone#&downstream of the recirculation treatment well.



Table 1: The Physicochemical Parameters Employed in the Model Simulations.

Property Value Units
Longitudinal Dispersivity {(ay) 1.2 cm
Transversal Dispersivity (ay) 0.12 cm
Dynamic Viscosity () 0.01 g/ cm's
Gravitational Acceleration (g) 9.8 m/ s2
Density of Water (p) 1.0 g/ cm?3
Residual Water Content (6;) 0.1 -
Retardation Coefficient (Ry) 1.0 -
Initial porosity () 0.34 -
Mean grain diameter (d) 0.15 cm
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Figure 19. Model predicted and measured plumes (from Wu, 1994) with NaHO applied at

the surface of the ground water table, with ambient groundwater velocity of 1 m/d and

recirculating pumping rate of 100 mi/min.
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Case II. A uniform distribution of contaminant source through the depth upstream of the
RGRW

The Case 2 condition is the same as case 1 condition except that the sodium
hydroxide was uniformly added to the water entering at the upstream side of the tank. The
model simulated results are plotted in Figure 20, and shows reasonable agreement with the
measured plumes except at the lower downstream end. We can see from Figure 20 that the
recirculating groundwater remediation well system can form a protection zone near the
treatment well. The depth of the formed protection zone depends on the depth of the well
penetration and the recirculation rate of the well. For a deeper contaminate source, the
recirculation well must penetrate deep enough to prevent the passing of the contaminant
from the treatment well into downstream. This conclusion is the same as the conclusion
reached from the use of the pathline method in chapter TV.
Case II1. The influence zone of the RGRW

In order to demonstrate the influence zones of the RGRW, sodium nitrate as a
tracer is added into the treatment well in the experiment as shown in Figure 21. The
development of a plume was monitored visually over time. The plume shape predicted by
numerical model is compared with the measured plumes in Figure 21. Again, there is

excellent agreement between the predicted and measured plumes.

Biological Treatment of Nitrate Contaminant

The results of biological treatment simulated by the model have also been compared
with the experimental data conducted by Wu (1994). The simulated conditions are shown
in Figure 22. It is similar to case 1 condition of contaminant transport except that nitrate is
added at surface of groundwater and bacteria and carbon material are added the treatment
reactor for denitrification. The treatment reactor size and measured points are also shown

in the Figure 22. The biological parameters for the model are taken from Grady and Lim
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Figure 20. Model predicted and measured plumes (from Wu, 1994) with NaHO uniformly

distributed through the depth of the upstream tank, with ambient groundwater velocity of

1 m/d and recirculating pumping rate of 100 ml/min.
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Figure 21. Model predicted and measured influent zones of the RGRW (from Wu, 1994)

without ambient flow velocity, recirculating pumping rate of 100 mg/min, and NaOH
added into the RGRW.
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(1980), Stensel et al. (1973), Wu (1994), and Widdowson et al (1988), and are
summarized in Table 2.

Figure 22 shows the predicted concentration contour of nitrate in the RGRW
system. Figure 23 shows the comparison of predicted nitrate profiles with experimental
results at depths of the extraction interval and injection interval of the well. The simulated
condition is as following: the ambient horizontal groundwater velocity is 1m / day; the well
recirculation rate is 50 ml/min; the nitrate concentration injected at upstream is 1000 mg/!
and the rate is 2.5 ml/min (total nitrate loading is 2.5 mg/min); and the carbon added into
the reactor is 2.0 mg/min as TOC. It is assumed that the initial nitrate and carbon
concentration are zero and initial hydraulic conductivity at the tank is homogenous.
Reasonable agreement between experimental results and model prediction can be seen.
According to the flow pattern of recirculation well we know that treated water reinjected
into the aquifer will form a protection zone at both the upstream and downstream sides.
When the measured points, such as points A and point H, are not covered by the protection
zone, the concentration of nitrate will be higher. When the measured points locate within
the protection zone, the concentration of nitrate is lower.

Figure 24 shows the comparison of the predicted results by model with experiment
in same condition as in Figure 23 except that well recirculation rate is 25 ml/min. Again,
there is good agreement between the predicted and measured nitrate concentration
distribution. As expected, when the well recirculation rate decreases, the ambient
groundwater will push the contaminant plume downward and the protection zone at
upstream side will decrease. Thus, the profile of the nitrate concentration will move

downward.



TABLE 2. The Microbial Kinetic Parameters Used in the Model Simulations.

Property

Value

In the reactor

Ko* 0.15 mg/L, NO3-N
K.* 12.5 mg/L, TOD

Kq* 0.0016 h-!

Uppax® 0.29 h-!

Y, * 0.61mg Cell/ mg NO3-N
Y. 0.72 mg Cell / mg TOD
Ky* 0.03

K* 1.15

v 16500 cm3

In the aquifer

X¢ 2500 mg/t

K, 0.5 mg/l

K¢ 6 mg/l

K4 0.002 h-1

Upay 0.13 h-1

Y. 0.625 mg Cell/mg TOC
oy 0.1

K, 0.002 mg/l

K, 0.01 mg/l

| 1.25

B 1.0

M;, 1mg/l

2



120
1w r "
Nitrate Added Here Reactor Water Surface
[#] a =]
80 - M N

Depth (cm)
3

m
/
[ N]

40 1 Computed Concentration
Distribution of Nitrate (mg/) 10 Measured Point
20 1
0 + + - + + +
-120 -100 -80 -60 -40 -20 0 20 40 60 80 100

Longitudinal Distance (cm)

Figure 22. Predicted concentration contours of nitrate in the RGRW system.
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Figure 23. Comparison of computed nitrate distribution profiles with measured data (from
Wu, 1994) at depths of the extraction and injection intervals of the well with ambient

groundwater velocity of 1 m/d, recirculating pumping rate of 50 ml/min, and carbon feed of
2.0 mg/min as TOC.
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9%

SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS

Multiple simulations were run to test the sensitivity of the model at variation of
parameters. Since the effects of various hydraulic parameters on the capture zone of the
recirculating groundwater remediation well have been analyzed in chapter IV, the

sensitivity analysis here was focused on the biological parameters.

Effects of Hydraulic Detention Time

Hydraulic detention time is defined as the volume of the reactor divided by the
recirculating flow rate. In the continuous stirred tank reactor without cell recycle, hydraulic
detention time is equal to the mean cell residence time, which is defined as the mass of
organisms in the reactor divided by the mass of organisms removed from the reactor each
day (Tchobanoglous and Burton, 1991). Generally, the hydraulic detention time must be
larger than the cntical value minimum detention time tyyjp,, Otherwise the organisms are
washed from the reactor faster than they can be produced and process fails. The minimum
detention timety,iy is also called the washout point. Figure 25 shows the typical effect of
detention time on the effluent of nitrate and carbon concentration of reactor. As seen from
Figure 25, the washout point is 3.8 hours; when detention time is less than 3.8 hours, no
cell growth occurs and no nitrate and carbon are removed. As the detention time increases,
nitrate and carbon remove rapidly. For the kinetic parameter employed, effluent of the
nitrate concentration in the reactor reduces from 100 mg/l to 7 mg/l with detention time
from 3.8 hours to 10 hours. When detention time is beyond 10 hours, there are only smaller
changes in effluent of nitrate and carbon concentration.

Figure 26 (a), (b) and (c) show the concentration profiles of nitrate, carbon and

biomass at the depth of 62.5 cm of aquifer near the extraction interval of the well at
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different detention times. As seen from the figures, during small detention times, much
residual nitrate and carbon flow out of the reactor and causes higher concentrations of
nitrate and carbon in both upstream and downstream sides of reactor. As the detention time
increases, the concentrations of nitrate and carbon apparently decrease. One notes from
Figure 26 (c) that the biomass concentration in the aquifer is changed from the initial
concentration of 1 mg/l to 40 mg/ at the detention time of 4 hours and changed from the
initial concentration of 1 mg/l to 18 mg/l at detention time of 6 hours. It means that
denitrification occurs in the aquifer. When the detention time increases to 10 hours, carbon
concentration in the aquifer reduces to approximate zero. In this condition, no

denitrification will occur at aquifer, thus no biomass grows in the aquifer.

Effects of Ratio of Cai‘bon to Nitrate

The ratio of the added carbon to the influent nitrate nitrogen is an important
parameter to contro! denitrification process in the reactor. For ethanol as a carbon source,
the stoichiometric ratio of carbon to nitrate nitrogen for complete denitrification is
approximately 0.81 TOC/NO, -N. If the ratio is less than stoichiometric ratio, the carbon
matter will be the growth rate limiting substrate. Figure 27 (a) shows that when the input
carbon concentration to nitrate ratios is 0.50 TOC/NO;-N, the ratio less than
stoichiometric will allow carbon to be depleted very quickly but leave considerable residual
nitrate concentration in the effluent. In contrast, Figure 27(b) shows that when the input
carbon concentration to nitrate ratios is 1.25 TOC/NO; -N, the excess carbon matter will
allow complete removal of nitrate but leave a considerable amount of carbon matter in the
reactor and the effluent. One may also note from the figures that the rate of carbon to

nitrate will not affect on the washout point of the reactor.
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Figure 26 (a). Simulated nitrate concentration profiles in the aquifer near the extraction

interval of the well at different detention time.
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interval of the well at different detention time.
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Figures 28(a), 28(b) and 28(c) show the simulated concentration profiles of nitrate,
carbon and biomass in the aquifer near the extraction interval of the well at different Co/No
ratios. The simulated condition is the same as in the Figure 26 with the exception of the
Co/No ratio. From these figures, one may note that when the ratio of Co/No is 0.5, which
is less than stoichiometric, not enough carbon would leave a relatively large residual nitrate
concentration in the effluent and cause nitrate concentration at downstream side of reactor
to be higher than the drinking water standard. In contrast, when the Co/No ratio is 1.25,
nitrate becomes the limiting substrate which allows complete removal of nitrate but causes
large carbon concentrations in the aquifer. Concentration profiles of the biomass, plotted in
Figure 28(c), indicate that the denitrification in the aquifer is obviously affected by Co/No
ratio. When the Co/No ratio is less than stoichiometric, concentration of the biomass in the
aquifer is very low. It suggests that no denitrification occur in the aquifer since no carbon
in the aquifer in this case. When the Co/No ratio increases to 1.25, the concentration of the
biomass in the upstream side of the reactor is much higher than its initial concentration.
This suggests that the carbon being fed in excess of the stoichiometric amount will allow a
large carbon concentration to flow into the aquifer and to simulate denitrification in the
aquifer, esp_ecially at the upstream side of reactor because both the nitrate and carbon
concentrations are larger in this area. The growth of biomass at outside of the treatment
well will cause the biofilm thickness to increase and the permeability to decrease. It agrees
the experimental observation that flows with over carbon supplied into reactor tended to be
blocked by thé decreased permeability of the aquifer around the exit of the upstream side of

treatment reactor (Wu, 1994).



103

100
=
g ®f 2
- -
- g
& E
8 ) ] E -~
[*]
£ 2 :3
Q
O~ 40 } L <
[ =
- )
bl &=
£ &
Z, 20
CoMo=0.5 ©
0
o) 2 4 6 8 10 12

3 atlic Detention Time (hour)

Figure 27(a). Effect of ratios of carbon to nitrate on effluent of nitrate and carbon

concentrations (Co/No=0.5).



100

- 120
g 80 | —O— Nitrate | 100
2
[ —&—— Carbon
b T 80
g - 60f
S R
=
© E t+ 60
L~ 40 1
S 5
= S & fr 40
=
oz, 20 } 20
!
CoMo=1.25
0 — O - $ 0
0 2 4 6 8 10 12

Hydraulic Detention Time (hour)

Carbon Concentration

Figure 27(b). Effect of ratios of carbon to nitrate on effluent of nitrate and carbon

concentrations (Co/No=1.25).

(mg/)

104



105

—0—Co/No=1.25

140 [

g

& 120

=

h 100 4

£

S g0y

= B —o—Co/No=0.5
S Eeot —8—Co/No=0.85
&

£

4

0 ' — -
-40 -30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 40

Longitudinal Distance (cm)

Figure 28 (a). Simulated nitrate concentration profiles in the aquifer near the

extraction interval of the well at different C/N, rate.



8

& 3 3

Carbon Concentration (mg/1)
)
(=]

-50 -30 -10

10

—2— CoMo=0.5
—¢&—— CoMNo =0.85

—— CoMNo=1.25

30

Longitudinal Distance (cm)

80

106

Figure 28 (b). Simulated carbon concentration profiles in the aquifer near the extraction

interval of the well at different C5/N, rate.



107

20

18 1

——— CoMo=0.5

——t—— Co/No=0.85
10 ¢

——0—— Co/No=1.25

Cell Concentration (mg/)

-40 -30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 40
Longitudinal Distance (cm)

Figure 28 (c). Simulated biomass concentration profiles in the aquifer near the extraction

interval of the well at different Co/N,, rate.



100
80
=
2
£ 8" = 60
P
wﬁ'ﬁ
EEE
. [+
L g~ 4
g
[
o 20
o

108

(8) Umax=0.2 \ o~
{b) Umax=0.33 Y
{c) Umax =0.5 é-"

(mg/l)

Concentration

o 2 4 6 8
Hydraulic Detention Time (mg/1)

10

—O—— Nitraste {a )} —f— Nitrate (b} —<— Nitrate (c)

0= Biomass (&) —0-— Biomsss (b) O~ Biomass (c]

Figure 29. Effect of maximum specific growth on effluent of nitrate and cell concentration

in the reactor.



109

Effects of Maximum Specific Growth

Figure 29 shows that the effect of the maximum specific growth rate py,, on the
effluent of the nitrate nitrogen concentration and the cell concentration at jipa,=0.50
(1/hour), pmax=0.33 (1/hour), pmax=0.20 (1/hour). One can note from the figure that a
higher value of maximum specific growth rate allows the organism to grow faster so that
the less operation detention time is needed for the required effluent of nitrate
concentration. The maximum specific growth rate also will influent on the minimum
detention time Tyi, (washout point). If pyay was increased from 0.2 (1/hour) to 0.5
(1/hour), the minimum detention time Tmjswould decrease from 5.7 hours to 2.3 hours.

There is almost no effect when the detention time is larger than 10 hours.

Effects of Temperature

The value of the kinetic parameters discussed in the previous paragraphs are
average for typical conditions, i.e., neutral pH , temperatures around 20 °C, etc. Generally,
the rate of the microbial growth increases as temperature is increased until a2 maximum
value is reached. Figure 30 shows the effect of temperature on the effluent of nitrate at
different detention times. It is apparent from the figure that temperature has a significant
effect on the washout point. An minimum operation detention time of 3.5 hours would be
required if process is operated at 20 °C and 6 hour if process was operated at 15 °C which

would prevent washout.

Effects of pH

The effect of pH on the effluent of nitrate concentration is shown in Figure 31.
There is almost no effect when the pH is within the range 7 and 9.5. Beyond that range the

effect is significant, especially when pH is below 6.5 or above 10.
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CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we present a model to describe nitrate transport with biodegration in
the RGRW system. The model includes denitrification process both in the aquifer and
treatment reactor, nitrate and carbon advective transport, dispersion, and sorption in the
porous media. Eulerian-Lagrangian numerical method is employed to solve a set of
nonlinear governing equations. Simulated results are compared with the analytic solutions
and experiment data. The agreement found between simulated results and experiment data.
Sensitivity analyses conducted the performance of RGRW system indicated that the
hydraulic detention time, the well recirculting rate, the ratio of carbon added into the
reactor to the influent nitrate nitrogen, and temperature are the most important parameters

of design and operation of the RGRW system.
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CHAPTER VIII

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

CONCLUSIONS
In this study, two computer models were developed to help design and operate the

RGRW system. The first model employed a semi-analytical technique for predicting three

dimensional flow patterns and capture zones of the RGRW in the unconfined aquifer. This

model can assist in determining the optimum number of RGRWs, their rate of discharge
and their locations. The second model was developed for simulating the nitrate transport
and denitrification in the RGRW system. The model couples the nitrate transport equation,
carbon transport equation, the microbial growth and decay equation, as well as the
denitrification equation in both of the treatment well (reactor) and the aquifer. The
nonlinear coupled equations were solved by an Eulerian-Lagrangian method which is highly
resistant to numerical dispersion in the presence of small dispersivities. The model is
calibrated and verified again analytical solutions and laboratory experimental data.

Based on the results of the model simulations, the following conclusions are
obtained:

» The recirculating groundwater remediation well system is a promising method for
treating contaminated groundwater in the aquifer. Numerical results have demonstrated
that the recirculating groundwater remediation well system can be an effective
interception of migrating confaminants and can form a hydraulic barrier to protect
downstream drinking water well.

o Comparing with a traditional pump-and-treat technique, the recirculating groundwater
treatment system offers many advantages. For example: there are no lowering of the

groundwater level, no groundwater extraction, and no seasonal temperature effect.
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The recirculation pumping rate is the most important factor affecting performance of
the treatment well system. Increasing the recirculation rate can increase the width of
capture zones. But increase of the recirculation rate will reduce the retention time. In
order to maintain the required hydraulic detention time, the large treatment chamber is
required. Thus, balance must be considered between the recirculation rate and
treatment well diameter when designing a RGRW system.

The model simulated results show that in order to prevent the clogging of the aquifer
space with biomass and gaseous products, the carbon added into the treatment well
should be equal or less than the amount determined by the stochiometric ratio of
carbon to nitrate nitrogen. However, the limitation of the carbon supply in the
treatment chamber may leave some amount of nitrate in the reactor and aquifer.

The width of the capture zone of the recirculation remediation well changes with the
depth. The largest width of the capture zone is at its depth near the extraction screen

section and the smallest is near the injection screen section.

FURTHER RESEARCH

Although this work has illustrated the utility of a comprehensive modeling approach

for the enhancement of our understanding of recirculating groundwater remediation well,

more accurate predictions of the efficiency of the denitrification both in the remediation

well system and in the aquifer are required for further studies. Multiple possibilities for

additional research are presented here:

The extension of the two dimensional nitrate transport model into three dimensions will
facilitate the application of the insight gained from those laboratory studies to the
exploration of alternative field remediation schemes. Three dimensional model requires

new numerical techniques for more efficient computation and less computer memeory.
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The addition of the phenomena such as mass exchange between different phases (solid,
liquid, gas, and biomass) in the biofilm coupled in the model would improve model to

predict denitrification in the aquifer.
More field tests are required to verify the model.
Current understanding of clogging in the aquifer by bubbles produced from the

denitrification process is inadequate. More studies are needed in this area.
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APPENDIX G

Results of EPIC Sensitivity Analysis

EPIC Variable DRT, Days Required for Drainage to Reduce Plant Stress

oAT |pRoP| o | ssr | PAK {aDRN| IRGA | ET | YON | YNO3 | SSFN | PRKN | ORNN | FNO3 | FNH3 | vP | vAP | PRKP {Muss{ vw [uwos | uPP | ON | GRSG | coTP
days | mm mm mm mm mm mm mm | kgha | kgha | kgha | koha | kgha | koha | kgha | kgha | koha | koha | tha tha | kgha | kgha | kgha | tha tha
02 (76280 | 19385 | 22711 ) t10 [22339 32004 74033 1396 | 388 | 2725 | 012 | 2561 | 2832 | 8400 | 338 | 003 | CoOD | 1550 | 552 (38193[ 6231 [ 1690 | 551 | 233
05 | 76280 ] 19286 | 22528 | 2.72 | 222.04 | 320.04 | 74047 | 1296 | 388 | 27.03 | 0.30 | 2547 | 2832 | 8400 | 338 | 003 | 0O | 1551 | 552 ] 38187 6229 [ 1691 | 551 [ 233
1 762.80 | 19090 [ 22221 | 539 [219.83 | 32004 | 740.79 | 1395 | 388 | 2666 | 059 | 2525 | 2032 | 8400 | 338 | 003 | 0Of | 1557 | 550 1381.74) 6225 | 1692 | 551 233
Descrption of Varjables
15 (76260 | 19392 [ 21927 | 800 |217.44 | 32004 {74105/ 1397 | 388 | 2531 | 096 | 2501 | 2832 | saco | 238 | 003 | 002 | 1552 | 552 | 38162 ) 6222 | 1694 | 550 | 233 CN2 Runoff curve numbee, antecedent morsture condition
CUTP Crop yicld for picker cotion itha)
2 | 76280 | 19394 | 21653 1055 | 21504 | 32004 | 74118 | 1400 | 388 | 2598 | 127 | 2477 | 2632 | 8400 | 239 | 003 | 003 | 1552 | 558 |s81.47| 6297 | 1695 | 550 | 233 jioe ¥ Ines by denitrification tkg/ha)
25 | 76280 | 193.96 | 21391 | 1305 | 21267 | 32004 | 74122 | 1408 | 388 | 2567 | 157 | 2454 | 2832 | 6400 | 341 | 003 | 003 | 1552 | 572 }38128 | 62.13 | 1696 | 550 | 233 DRNN Mineral N loss in subsurface drain flow ckgha)
DRT Drain ime, days required for drainage 1o reduce plant siress edays)
3 | 7628019397 | 21140 | 1548 |210.33 [ 320 oﬂ 74122 1420 | 388 | 2537 | 186 | 2431 (2832 | 8400 | 344 | 003 | 004 | 1551 | 589 |38110| 6208 | 1697 | 549 | 2.32 ET Evapotrunspiration (mm)
FNH3 Fertilizer N applied in the form NH:-N (kg/hay
15 | 76280 19309 {20897 | 1787 | 20803 ) 32004 | 74117 | 1427 | 388 | 2508 | 214 | 2409 | 2832 | g400 | 346 | 003 | 005 | 1553 | 599 {38090 | 6204 | 1698 | 549 | 232 FNOX Fortlizer N applicd in the form NO\-N (kg/ha)
4 | 76280 {194.00 | 20667 | 2020 | 20578 | 32004 | 74111 | 1432 | 388 | 2479 | 242 | 2387 | 2832 | 8400 | 347 | 003 | 005 | 1553 | 607 |38069) 61.99 | 1689 | 349 | 232 GRSG Crop yield for grain sorghum (vha)
IRGA Irmigation water applied {mm)
45 |76280 [ 194,07 | 20432 | 2248 | 20357 | 32004 | 74102 | 1431 | 388 | 2452 | 270 | 2365 | 2.2 | 8400 | 347 | 003 | 006 | 1554 | 605 {36048 6194 | 17.01 | 548 | 232 MUSS Soil loss from waler erosion using a modified MUSLE option for small watersheds
PRCP Precipitation (mm}
5 | 76280 [ 19402 [ 20208 [ 2471 {20140 | 32004 | 74091 | 1430 | 388 | 2425 | 297 | 2343 | 2832 | 84.00 | 346 ( 003 | 006 | 1554 | 6.04 |38025) 6189 | 17.02 | 548 | 232 PRK Percolation below the root zone (mm)
55 | 76280 | 194.04 1 199.90 [ 26,09 | 199.27 | 32004 | 74080 1430 | 388 | 2399 | 323 [ 2322 [ 2032 | 8400 | 346 | 003 | 007 | 1554 | 603 | 38003 6184 { 17.03 | 548 | 232 PRKN Mincsal N loss in porcolate (kghay
PRKP Percolation of P below the raot zone tke/ha)
6 176280 [ 19405 ) 197.77 | 29.03 | 197.19 132004 | 74068 | 1429 | 288 [ 2373 | 34 | 2301 | 2032 | 8400 | 346 | 003 | 008 | 1555 ; 602 {37980} 6179 1 1705 | 547 | 23t Q Runoff (min)
QDRN Subsurface drain flow (inm)
65 | 76280 | 19406 | 19569 | 31,13 {19515 | 32004 | 74056 | 1429 | 388 | 2348 | 374 | 2281 | 2832 | 8400 | 346 | 003 | 008 | 1555 [ 601 [379.58 | 61.74 | 17.06 | 547 | 23t SSF Lateral subsurface fow (mm)
7 | 76200 | 19407 | 19365 | 33.18 | 19315 | 32004 | 74043 | 1420 | 388 | 2324 | 398 | 2261 | 28.32 (8400 | 345 | 003 | 009 [ 1555 | 601 [aress| eres | 17er | 547 | 2 SSPN Mineral N loss in subsurface flow chy/ha)
UNO3 N uptake by the crop tkg/hat
75 | 76280 [ 194.08 | 19167 | 3519 | 19119 ) 32004 | 74020 | 14.29 | 388 | 2300 | 422 ) 2241 | 2832 | 8400 [ 346 | 003 | 009 [ 1555 ) 6.01 | 37914 [ 6164 | 1708 | 546 | 231 upp F uptake by the crop (kg/hay
WNO3 Initial nitrate concentration en the soil {ppm}
8 |76280 ) 19400 | 18972 3716 | 18928 { 32004 | 7an 16 | 1429 | 388 | 2277 | 446 | 2221 | 2832 | 8400 | 346 | 003 | 010 | 1556 | 600 |o7A91| 6166 [ 1790 | 546 | 2 YAP Soluble P loss in runoff (ke/hay
85 | 76280 | 19490 | 187.81{ 39.00 | 187.39 | 320.04 | 74002 | 1420 | 288 | 2256 | 469 | 2202 [ 2832 [ e400 | 346 | 003 | 010 | 1556 | 600 |a7mr0| mrss | 1711 [ 646 [ 230 YNoa NO3 loss in surface runoff tkgha)
YON Organic N loss with sediment (kg/ha)
9 | 76280 | 194.11 | 18594 | 4098 | 185.55 [ 320.04 [ 73989 | 1430 | 388 ] 2231 | 492 | 2183 | 2832 | 8400 | 346 | 003 | 04t | 1556 | 600 | 37847 | 61.50 | 1712 | 545 | 230 Yp P loss with sediment (kg/ha)
YW Soil loss from wind crosion (tha)
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EPiC Variable DRT, Days Required for Drainage to Reduce Plant Stress

% Change

DRT [PRCP | Q [ SSF | PRAK JODRN | (RGA | ET | YON | YNO3 [ SSFN { PRKN § DANN { FNO3 | FNH3 | YP [ YAP [ PRKP [MUSS| YW [UNO3 | UPP | DN | GRSS | COTP
% | 00% | -01% | 87% [-938% | 74% | 00% | 01% | -22% | -0.1% | 87% |-94.4% | 63% [ 0.0% { 0.0% | -22% | 0.1% |-93.8% | 0.2% | -79% | 0.3% | 04% | -05% [ 04% | 03%
B6% [ 00% | -0.1% | 7.8% |-B48% | €7% | 00% | -0.1% | -22% | -0.1% | 7.8% |-86.0% [ 57% | 0.0% | 00% | -2.2% | -0.1% | -B48% | -02% | -79% | 0.3% | 04% | -04% | 04% | 0.3%
T1% | 00% | 0.0% | 6.3% |-698% | 57% | 00% | 0.1% | -22% | 0.0% | 63% }-723% | 48% | 00% | 00% | -22% | 00% {-69.9% ] -0.1% | -8.2% | 0.2% | 04% | -03% | 03% | 0.2%
57% | 00% | 00% | 49% |-552% | 4.5% | 0% | 00% | -21% | 00% | 49% [-552% | 38% | 00% | 00% | -21% } 00% |-551% ] -0.1% | -79% | 02% | 0.3% | 02% | 02% | 0.2%
43% | 00% ¢t 00% | 36% |-408% | 34% | 0.0% | 00% | -18% | 00% | 36% |409% | 28% | 00% [ 00% [ -19% | 00% | 41.0% | 0.4% [ £9% | 09% | 02% ]| -02% | 02% | 02%
29% | 00% | 00% | 24% |-270% | 22% | 00% [ 00% [ -1.2% [ 00% | 24% |-270% | 1.9% | 00% | 00% | -1.2% | CO0% |-269% | 0.0% | 46% | 01% | 01% | -01% | 0.1% | 0.1%
1% 0.0% | 00% f 1.2% f-133%f 11% f 00% [ 00% | -04% | CO% { 1.2% [-133%( 09% | 00% [ 00% { -05% { 00% [-135% [ 0.0% [ -+7% [ 01% [ 0.4% { 00% [ 01% | 0.1%

% 00% | 00% | 00% | GO0% | 00% | 00% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 00% | 0.0% | 00% | 00% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
14% | 00% [ 0.0% | -10% [ 130% 1 -1.1% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.4% | 0.0% | -1.1% [ 13.0% | 09% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 04% | 0.0% { 130% | 0.0% | 14% | 0.1% | -0.1% | 0.1% [ -0.1% | -0.1%
28% | 00% | 0.0% | -22% {258% | -21% | 00% | 00% | 03% | 00% | -22% | 258% | -18% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 03% | 00% | 256% | 00% | 1.0% | 01% [ 02% [ 02% | -0.1% [ -0.1%
43% 1 00% | 0.0% | -33% | 38.3% | -32% [ 0.0% { 00% | 02% | 00% { -33% {383% | 27% | 00% | 00% | 02% | 00% | 382% | 0.1% | 0B% | -02% | 0.2% | 0.3% | 0.2% | -02%
57% 60% | 00% | -43% [ 505% | 42% | 00% | -01% | 02% | 00% | -43% | 505% | -36% | 00% | 00% { 02% | 00% |[504% | 0.1% | 06% | 02% | -03% | 03% | -0.2% | 0.3%
1% | 0.0% | 00% | -54% [ 625% | 5.2% | 00% | -0.1% | 02% ] 0.0% | 54% | 625% | -45% | 00% | 00% | 02% ] 00% | 624% | 0.1% | 05% | 03% | -04% | 04% | -0.3% | -04%
86% [ 0.0% ! 00% | 64% | 742% | -62% | 00% | -01% | 02% { 00% | -64% | 742% [ -53% | 00% | 00% | 0.1% { 0.0% | 7471% | 0.1% | 04% | 0.3% { -05% | 0.5% | -04% ; -04%
100% | 00% | 00% | -7.3% [B57% | -72% | 0.0% | -0.1% | 02% | 00% | -73% [ 857% | -62% | 08% | 00% | 01% | 00% [B55% | 0.1% | 0.3% | -C4% | -06% | 06% | -04% | -05%
M4% | 00% | 00% | 8.3% [969% | 81% | 00% | -0.1% | 02% | 00% | -8.3% | 969% | -70% [ 00% [ 00% | 01% | 00% | 968% | 02% | 02% | -05% | 06% | 06% | 05% | -06%
128% | 0.0% | 0.1% | 9.2% {1080% ) -90% | 0.0% | -0.1% | 02% | 01% | -9.2% |1080% | -78% | 00% | 00% | 01% | 0.1% |1077%| 02% | 02% [ -05% | -0.7% | 0.7% | 05% | -07%
43% | 00% | 0.1% §-1001% | 1188% [ -99% | 00% | -02% | 02% | 1% |-10.1% |118.8% | -86% | 0.0% | 00% | 1% | 0.1% |1186%| 02% | 02% | 06% | -08% | 08% | -06% [ -0B%
157% | 00% | 01% | -11.0% |1293% [ -108% | 00% | -0.2% | G2% | O1% |[-11.0% |129.3% | -94% | 00% | 00% | ©1% | O1% |129.1%) 02% | 02% | 06% | 09% | 08% | -06% | -08%
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EPIC Variable WNO3, Initial Nitrate Concentration (ppm) in Soil Layers 1 -3

WNC3 | PRCP Q SSF PRK | QDRN | IRGA ET YON | YNO3 | SSFN { PRKN | DRNN | FNO3 | FNH3 YP YAP | PRKP | MUSS YW | UNO3 | uPP DN | GASG | CQTP
ppm mm mm mm mm mm mm mm § kgha | kgha | kgha | kgha j kgha | kgha | kgha | kgha § kgha | kgha | tha | tha | kgha | kgha | kgha | tha tha
1 762,80 | 19398 | 208.96 | 1787 | 208.02 | 32004 { 74103 | 1298 | 388 | 1463 | 125 | 1465 | 28.32 | 8400 | 314 0.03 GO5 | 1406 | 569 {32183 | 6041 | 1061 5.08 232
2 762.80 | 193.98 | 208.96 | 17.87 | 208.02 | 32004 | 74195 1337 | 388 | 1672 143 | 1685 | 2832 | 8400 | 34 .03 005 | 1453 | 579 {33612 61.23 | 1206 | 527 232
3 762.80 | 19398 [ 208.96 | 17.87 | 208.02 | 320.04 | 741.16 | 1368 | 388 | 1881 1.6t 1912 | 2832 | 8400 | 332 0.03 005 | 1488 | S87 |350.60 | 61.69 | 13567 | 539 232
4 76280 | 19399 | 208.97 | 17.87 | 208.02 § 32004 | 741.17 | 14.05 | 380 | 2080 [ 179 | 2152 | 2832 | B4.00 | 34! 003 | 005 [ 1530 | 595 [ 36561 619 | 1521 | 545 | 232 Desenplion of Yarbles
CN2 Runufl curve number, antecedent muislure conditon 2
S 762.80 | 19399 | 208.97 | 1787 | 20803 | 320.04 | 741.17 | 1427 | 388 | 2508 | 214 | 24.09 | 28.32 | 84.00 | 346 0.03 005 { 1553 } 599 [380.00 ] 6204 | 1698 | 549 2.32 COoTP Crop yield for picker cotton (Vha)
6 | 76280 | 19399 | 20894 | 17856 } 20801 {32004 [ 7412t | 1438 | 388 | 2716 | 232 | 2665 | 2832 | 8400 | 548 | 003 | 005 | 1561 | 60t [39165} 6210 | 1875 | 551 | 242 BN N loss by denitrification tkg/ha)
DRNN Minersl N foss in subsurface drain flow (kg/ha)
7 76280 ) 193.98 1 208.75 ) 17.85 [ 20781 1 32004 | 74143 ] 1444 | 388 | 2022 | 250 ) 2014 | 2B32 } 8400 | 348 0.04 005 ) 1562 ) 6.02 F399.19) 6213 | 2051 5562 2.3 DRT Drain ume, days required for drainage Lo reduce plant sthess (days)
ET Evapotranspiralion (mm}
8 | 76280 | 193.67 | 208.63 | 1784 | 20769 [ 30004 | 74156 1450 | 582 | 3128 | 268 | 3177 | 2822 | eaoo | 349 | 004 | 0os | 1sea | 602 |407.08 | 6256 | 2231 | 553 | 232 FNM3 Eenthizer Npappuﬂ, i the form NHL-N (kgfha)
9 |76280] 19397 | 20858 | 17.83 | 20764 | 32004 | 72162 | 1457 | 582 | 3545 | 303 | 3451 | 2832 | Baoo | as0 | 004 | 005 | 1566 | 603 [41513 | 6294 [ 2443 | 553 | 232 FNO3 Ferulzer N applied in the form NO,-N (kg/ha)
GRSG Crop yicld for grain sorghum (Vha)
10 76280 | 193.97 { 20857 ( 17.83 | 20763 | 320.04 | 74163 | 1466 | 582 | 3754 | 321 3719 | 2832 | 8400 | 351 0.04 0.05 | 1569 | 604 |423.19 | 63.05 | 26.02 | 553 232 1RGA hmigation water applied (mm)
MUSS Sail loss from water crosion using a modilicd MUSLE uplion for small watersheds
14| 76280 193.97 | 20857 | 1783 | 20763 § a20.04 | 741.64 | 1474 | 582 | 23063 | 320 | 3067 | 2882 | 0400 | 352 | 004 | 005 | 1573 | 604 |43124{ 6305 | 2780 | 553 [ 23 PRCP Frecipitation Gasn)
12 | 76280 | 19397 | 20857 | 17.83 | 207.63 [ 3z00a | 74164 | 1481 | 582 [ 4380 | 357 {426 | 263 [ eaoo | 355 | 004 | 005 | 1575 | 605 |43030] 6305 | 2978 | 553 | 22 PRK Percolation below the sowl sone (mnp
PRKN Mineral N oss in percolate (hg/ha)
13 | 76280 | 19397 | 20857 | 17.83 | 207.63 | 320.04 { 74164 | 1488 | 582 | 4583 | 382 | 4525 | 28.32 | 8400 | 353 0.04 005 1578 | 605 | 447361 6305 | 3163 | 553 232 FRKP Pcu‘u:?lmn of P below the roon zone (hp/ba)
Q Runoff (ramy
14 | 76280 ) 19397 | 208.57 | 17.83 | 20763 | 32004 | 741.64 ] 1490 | 582 | 5006 | 428 | 5032 | 2830 | 8400 | 353 § 004 | 005 | 1578 | 605 | 44948 6305 | 3288 | 553 | 232 QDRN Subsucface drain flow (miny
SSF Laneral subsurface flow {mm)
5 76280 | 193.97 | 20857 | 17.83 | 20763 | 320.04 | 741.64 | 1490 | 582 | 5631 481 5625 | 2832 | 8400 | 353 0.04 005 | 1578 | 605 | 44948 | 63.05 | 3391 553 232 SSFN Mincral N lass in subsurface flow tkpfhal
16 76280 | 19397 | 208.57 | 17.83 | 20763 | 32004 | 74164 | 1490 | 582 | 8257 | 535 | 6217 | 28.32 | 8400 | 353 0.04 005 | 1578 | 6.05 ]449.48| 6305 | 3495 | 553 232 UNO3 N uptake by the crop (kg/ha}
urp P uptuke by the crop (kghay
17 76280 | 19397 | 20857 | 17.83 | 20763 | 32004 | 74164 | 1490 | 582 | 6883 | 588 | 6808 | 28.32 | 8400 | 353 0.04 005 | 1578 | 605 | 44948 | 63.05 | 3598 | 553 232 WNO3 Inntial nitrste concentration in the soif (ppim)
YAP Soluble P loss in runoft (hg/ha)
18 76280 | 19397 | 20857 { 1783 | 20763 | 32004 | 74164 | 1490 | 582 | 7508 | 642 | 7401 | 2832 | 8400 | 353 004 005 | 1578 | 6.05 ]|449.48| 63.05 | 37.01 553 232 YNO3 NO3 loss in surfuce runoff (kgha)
19 76280 | 193.97 { 20857 [ 1783 | 20763 | 32004 | 74164 | 1490 | 582 | 7926 | 695 | 7094 | 2832 | 5400 | 353 0.04 005 | 1578 | 606 |440.48 | 6305 | 3804 | 553 | 232 YON Organic N loss with sediment (kg/hay
YpP ¥ loss with sediment ckg/ha)
YW Soil loss from wind cosion (/ha)
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EPIC Variable WNO3, Initial Nitrate Concentration (ppm) in Soil Layers 1 -3

% Change

wNoI|PAcP | @ | ssF | PRK JGDRN | IRGA | ET | YON | YNO3 | SSFN | PRKN | DANN | FNO3 [ FNH3 | P | YAP | PRKP | MUSS | YW | UNC3 | UPP | ON | GRSG | COTP
B8% | 00% [ 00% { 02% | 0.2% | 02% | 00% | -0.1% |-105% | -333% | 53.3% | -533% | -539% | 0.0% | 00% 7-101% (-165% | 0.2% |-101% | -55% |-209% | -34% |-524% | -8.1% | 0.0%
75% | 0.0% | 00% | 02% | 02% | 02% | 00% | 01% | -7.8% |-33.3% |-46.6% | -46.6% | 47.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | -71% |-11.0% | 0.2% | -71% | -39% |-174%| -21% | -45.9% | -46% | 0.0%
B63% | 00% ) 00% | 02% ] 0.2% } 0.2% | 00% } -01% ] -5.7% {-33.3% (-39.9% | -39.9% | -39.8% | 00% | 0.0% ) -49% | -55% | 0.2% ] -48% § -26% ) -13.9%/) -1.4% | -381% ) -25% | 0.0%
50% | 00% | 00% | 02% | 02% | 02% | 00% | -01% | -39% {-333% [ -332% | -332% | -322% ] 00% | 00% | -24% | -55% | 02% [ -21% [ -1.3% | -10.2% | -1.0% |-24.8% | -1.3% | 0.0%
-38% { 00% | 00% | 02% | 0.2% | 0.2% | 00% | -0.1% | -16% |-333%|-199% | -199% | -242% | 00% | 0.0% | -1.0% | -55% | 0.2% | -06% | -05% | -6.4% | -08% | -239% | 0.7% | 00%
) -25% | 0 (;': ;(;’:7 70 2% [0 E%A Q2% | 00% [ 00% [ -09% [-233% [-132% [ 132% [-1690% [ 00% | 00% { -05% { 55% [ 0.2% [ 04% [ 03% | -38% [ -0.7% {-159% [ -0.3% | 00%
-13% | 00% 00% 01% [ G ) 0% | 00% | 00% 04% | -333% | 66% | -66% | -B.3% | 00% 00% | 03% { 0.0% 00% [ 01% | 0% | -1.9% | -07% | -81% | 00% 00%
0% 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% ] 00% | 00% | OD% | 00% | 0.0% 1 0.0% 1 0.0% | 0.0% | 00% | 0.0% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 0.0% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 0.0% | 00%
13% | 00% [ 00% [ 00% | 00% [ 00% | 008% | 00% | 05% | 00% [133% | 133% | 86% | 00% | 60% | 03% | 55% | 02% 1 02% | 01% | 20% | 06% | 82% | 00% | 0%
25% 00% | 00% [ 00% 0% | 00% | 0.0% ) 00% 1% | 00% | 200% | 20.0% | 17.1% | 00% | 00% | 06% | 55% | 02% | 04% ] 02% | 40% { 08% | t66% | 00% | 00%
38% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% 16% | 00% | 266% | 266% | 255% | 00% | 0.0% | ©8% | 55% | 02% | 06% | 03% | 59% | 08% | 250% | 00% { 0.0%
0% | 00% | 00% [ 00% | 00% | 00% | Q0% | 00% | 21% | 0.0% {400% | 33.3% | 4.0% | 00% | 0.0% 0% | 55% f 0.2% | 0.8% | 0.4% | 79% | 0.8% §33.4% | 9.0% | 0.0%
63% 00% 0.0% 0.0% 00% 0.0% 00% 0.0% 26% | 00% | 466% | 466% | 924% | 00% | 00% 1.4% 56% | 02% | 09% | 05% 9.9% 0.8% | 418% | 0.0% 00%
T5% | 00% | 90% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% [ 27% | 00% | 60.0% | 60.0% | 58.4% | 00% | Q0% | 1.1% | 55% | 02% { 1.0% | 0.5% | 10.4% | 0.8% | 474% | 0% | 00%
88% | 00% | 00% | 00% [ 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 27% { 00% | 799% | 799% | 771% | 00% ; 00% | 1.2% | 55% | 02% | 10% | 05% | 104% | 08% |520% [ 0.0% | 00%
100% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% [ 00% | 27% | 00% | 999% [ 999% | 95.7% | 0.0% | 0.0% 12% | 55% | 02% | 10% | 05% | 104% | 08% | 56.7% [ 090% | 0.0%
1M3% | 00% §F 00% | 06% § 00% § 00% | 00% [ 00% § 27% | 0% !1199% (1t99% 1143% ) 00% | 00% | 12% J 55% | 02% | 190% ) 05% [ 104% | 0.8% | 61.3% | 00% | 00%
125% | 00% | 00% { GO0% | 00% | 00% [ 00% | 0.0% | 27% | O0% [139.9% §139.9% [133.0% | 00% | 00% | 12% | 55% | 0.2% | 10% | 05% | 104% | 08% | 659% | 0.0% | 0.0%
138% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 27% 0.0% [153.3% [159.9% | 151.6% | 0.0% 0.0% 12% 55% 0.2% 1.0% 05% | 104% | 08% | 705% [ 0.0% 0.0%
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EPIC Variable CN2, Runoff Curve Number - Antecedent Moisture Condition 2

cv2 |PRCP] Q | SSF | PRK | QDRN | IRGA | ET | YON | YNO3 | SSFN | PRKN | DRNN | FNOJ | FNH3 | YP | YAP | PRKP | MUSS | YW [ UNO3 | UPP | DN | GRSG | cotp
mm mm mm mm mm mm mm |} Kgha | Kgha | Kgha | Kgha 1 Koha | Kgha | Koha | Kgha | Kgha | Kgha | tha tha | Kgha | Koha | Kgha | tha tha
74 | 76280 | 13141 | 24451 ] 2090 | 243.35 | 32004 | 758.59 | 10.10 | 131 | 293¢ | 251 | 30.09 | 2832 | 8400 | 243 | 002 | 005 | 983 | 505 [371.75) 6075 | 1798 | 54 | 220
75 | 76280 [ 12090 | 24658 | 21.08 | 24540 | 32004 | 75903 1006 | 129 | 2059 | 253 | 3042 | 2832 | B400 | 242 | 002 | 006 | 986 | sos |avi08| 6078 {1714 | 549 | 222
76 | 762680 | 12134 24465 | 2091 | 243491 32004 | 758.86 | 10.09 | .31 y 2936 | 251 {3004 {2832 | 8400 | 245 002 | 006 | 1006 | 508 jav2zr|ece | 1797 ) 549 | 22
Description of Variables:
77 | 76280 | 13379 | 24285 | 20.76 | 24171 | 32004 | 758.51 | 1032 | 134 | 29.14 | 249 | 2988 | 2832 | 8400 | 248 | 002 | 005 | 1027 | 507 |3v241| 6084 | 1718 | 549 | 222 P Runolf curve number. antecedent maisre conditinn 3
78 | 76280 | 136.27 | 241.20 | 2062 | 24007 | 320.04 | 75798 | 1045 | 136 | 2894 | 247 [ 2984 | 2832 | 8400 | 252 | 002 | 005 | 1048 | 506 | 3726t 6087 | 1720 | 549 | 222 corp Crap yield for picker cotton (t/ha)
DN N loss by denitrification (kg/ha)
79 [76280 | 14021 | 23027 | 2045 | 23816 [ 32004 | 75630 | 1072 | 140 | 2871 ] 245 | 2935 { 2832 | Be00 | 259 | 003 | 005 [ 1084 | 507 [57282) 6090 | 1723 | 549 | 223 DRNN Mineral N loss in subsarface drain fow (kg/ha)
DRT Prrain tne, days required for drainage to reduce plast stress {days)
80 | 76280 | 14278 | 237.78 | 20.33 | 23668 1 300.04 | 755521 1087 | 143 | 2853 | 244 | 2003 j2a32 | 8400 | 262 | 003 | 005 | 1106 | 500 37304 ) 6093 | 1724 | 549 | 223 ET Evapatranspiration (i)
81 | 76280 | 14507 | 23662 | 2023 | 23552 [ 32004 | 75468 | 1098 | t45 | 2839 | 243 | 26.97 | 2832 | 8400 | 265 | 003 | 005 | 1126 | 508 37328 | 6097 | 1725 | 549 | 223 FNH3 Fentilizer N applied in the form NIt-N tkg/ha)
4 FNO3 Fertilizer N applied in the form NOw-N thgha)
82 | 76280 | 14722 23532 { 2012 {20423 [ 32004 | 75413 1110 | 147 | 2824 241 | 2078 | 2832 | 6400 | 2668 | 003 | 005 | 1144 | s09 {373s2| 6100 | 1725 | 548 | 223 GRSG Crop yield for grain sorghum (tha)
IRGA Imigation water applied {mm)
83 {76280 14974 [ 23417 | 2002 1233101 320.04 | 75330 | 11.95 | t49 {2810 | 240 | 2863 | 2832 | 8400 | 269 | 003 | 005 | 1150 | 502 l37333{ 6098y 1726 | 549 | 223 MUSS Soul loss fromm water crosion using a modificd MUSLE option for small swatersheds
84 | 78280 ] 1510023309 1993 | 23202 [ 32004 | 75230 | 1120 | 151 | 2797 | 239 [ 2849 | 2832 | 6400 | 270 | 003 | 005 | 1174 | 494 [37289) 6091 | 1727 | 542 | 223 PRCP Precipiration (min)
PRK Percolation below the root zone {inm)
85 | 76200 (15284 [ 232.29 | 1985 | 23123 {92004 [ 75120 | 1125 | 153 | 2787 | 238 | 2839 | 2832 | 8400 | 272 | 003 | 005 | 1189 | 4080 |37270| 6088 | 17.27 | 548 | 222 PRKN Mineral N loss in percolale (kg/had
PRKP Percolation of P below the roat zone ikg/ha)
8 176280118619 [ 21389 | 1829 ] 21293{ 32004 {74347 | 1385 | 372 | 2567 | 219 | 2473 { 2832 {84o0 | 330 | 002 | oos | 1481 § 567 l3s057§ 6200 | 1798 | 549 | 232 0 Runudf {mm)
87 {76280 18978 ) 212.10 ) 18.13 21115 ) 32004 | 74283} 1385 | 278 | 2545 | 218 | 2446 | 2832 | 8400 | 335 | 003 | 005 | 1505 | 575 | 38061 6200 | 17.18 | 549 1 232 QLRN Subsurface drain flow (mm)
SSF Lateral subsurface flow (mm)
88 | 76280 19138 | 21036 | 1799 [ 20842 | 32004 | 74217 1400 | 383 | 2524 | 296 | 2431 | 2832 | w400 | 339 | 003 | o005 | 1529 | 579 |38073| 6201 | 1698 | 549 | 232 SSFN Mineral N loss in subsurface Mlow (kg/ha)
UNO3 N uptake by the crop (kg/ha)y
89 |76280 (19399 | 208.97 | 1787 {20803 32004 [ 74117 { 1627 | 388 | 2508 | 214 | 2400 | 28.32 | 8400 { 346 | 003 { 005 | 1553 [ 599 [ 36090 6204 | 1698 | 549 | 232 UPP P uptake by the crop thgha)
WNQGI Initial nitrate concentration in the soil ¢ppm)
90 {76280 { 19660 | 20756 | 17.75 | 206.63 | 32004 | 740.19 ”'OL 393 | 249 | 203 | 2 arj 28.32 1 8400 | 341 ooaj 005 { 1577 | 545 {38 g‘ 6207 | 1658 | 549 | 222 YAP Soluble P Joss in runoff ike/ha)
91 | 76280 ] 19920 | 20553 | 1761 | 20501 | 320.04 | 73943 | 1408 | 388 | 2471 | 211 | 2363 | 2832 | 8400 | 341 | 003 | 005 | 1602 | 524 |3m926| 6209 | 1696 | 549 | 2.33 YNOD3 NO2 loss in surface runoff thg/hay
— YON Organic N loss with sediment (kgfha)
92 | 76280 | 201 61| 20440 | 1748 | 20349 [ 32004 | 73874 | 1417 | 605 | 2453 | 210 [ 2340 | 285 | 8400 | 343 | 003 | 005 | 1625 | 518 [38140] 6211 | 1696 | 549 | 233 | YP P lass with seditnent tkg/ha)
Yw Soil loss from wind eroston {tha}
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EPIC Variable CN2, Runoff Curve Number - Antecedent Moisture Condition 2

% Change
CN2 | PRCP Q SSF PRK_| QDAN | [RGA ET YON [ YNO3 | SSFN | PRKN | DRNN | FNO3 [ FNH3 YP YAP | PRKP [ MUSS | YW | UNO3 [ UPP CN | GASG | COTP
9% | 00% | -94% | 33% | 33% | 33% | 0.0% | 05% | -8.4% | -94% | 3.3% | 33% | 39% | 0.0% | 00% | -B3% | 54% | 34% [-127%) -06% [ -04% | -04% | -0.3% | 0.0% | -0.9%
T 00% |-111%| 42% | 42% { 42% § 00% | 06% | -84% [-11.9%{ 42% | 42% [ 50% | 0.0% | 0.0% [ -87% [-11.4%| 43% [-124% | -05% [ -03% [ -03% [ 06% [ 00% { -07%
-6% 00% | 95% | 34% | 34% | 34% | 00% | 06% [ -72% | -95% | 34% | 34% | 41% | 00% | 00% [ -74% [ -0.5% | 36% |-106% (| 03% | 03% [ -03% | -05% | 0.0% | 06%
-5% 00% | -78% | 26% | 26% | 26% | 0.0% | 05% | 60% | -7.8% | 26% | 26% | 32% | 0.0% | 00% | -6.2% [ -7.8% | 28% | -8.8% | -02% | 02% | -02% | -04% | 0.0% | -05%
-4% 00% | 61% | 19% | 18% | 1.9% | 0.0% | 04% | -49% | -69% | 19% | 19% | 23% | 00% | 00% | 50% [ -61% | 21% | -69% | -03% | -02% | 02% | -03% | 0.0% | -04%
2% 0.0% { -34% | 11% 11% 11% ] 00% | 02% | -24% L-J 4% | 1.1% 1.1% 13% | 00% | 00°%  24% I -34% | 1.9% | -37% | 0.1% | -01% | 0.1% | -01% | 0.0% | -0.3%
1% 00% | -16% [ 05% [ 05% { 05% | 00% { 01% -?,lﬂfoj 16% | 05%  05% ¢ 06% { 00% | 0.0% | -11% | -16% [ 06% { -1.7% [ C.1% | C1% | 0.1% | 0.1% | 00% | €.1%
0% 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 0.0% | 00%
1% 00% | 15% | -06% [ 05% | -05% | 00% | -0.1% | 1.1% | 15% | -06% | -05% | -06% | 0.0% | 00% | 1.1% | 15% | -06% | 16% | 02% | Q1% [ 0.1% § 0.0% | 0.0% [ 0.1%

5 2% 00% | 28% | -1.0% [ 10% | -10% | 00% | -02% | 15% | 28% | -1.0% | -10% | -12% | 0.0% | 00% | 18% | 28% | -09% | 30% | -12% | 0.0% | 00% | 0.1% | 0.0% | 0.0%
4% 0.0% | 41% | 15% | -15% | 15% | 00% | -03% ) 19% | 44% | -1.5% | -15% | -16% | 00% | 0.0% | 20% | 41% } -15% | 43% } 26% | 01% | 01% ) 0.1% ; 00% | 02%
5% 00% | 54% [ -18% { -18% [ 1.8% | 0.0% | -05% | 25% | 54% | -18% | -18% | 20% [ 00% | 00% | 26% | 54% | -£9% | 56% | -368% | -02% | -0.1% | 0.1% | 00% | -03%
6% | 00% | 28.9% | -96% | -96% | -9.6% | 00% | -1.5% | 24.3% [156.7%( -9.6% | -96% | -146% | 0.0% | 0.0% [247% [ 21.2% | -98% [ 315% [ 11.6% | 20% | 1.7% | -04% | 00% | 39%
7% 00% [ 30.1% [-104% | -10.4% | -10.3% | 00% | -1.6% [ 26.1% § 160.3% | -104% | -10.4% [ -155% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 265% | 229% | -105% | 33.7% | 13.3% | 20% | 1.7% | 04% | 00% | 39%
9% 0.0% | 31.9% | -1110% ) 111% | -11.1% ] 00% | -1.7% | 27.5% | 1638%j-111% | -$1.1% | -161% | 00% | 0.0% | 27.9% | 24.6% | -11.3% ] 358% | 139% | 20% | 17% | -15% | 00% | 4.0%
10% | 00% [337% | -117% - 117% - 11.7% | 00% { -18% [ 29.9% [1674% (-1 7% | -11.7% | -168% | 00% | 00% [304% [ 26.3% [-119% { 38.0% [ 18.0% | 20% { 18% | -1.6% | 00% { 41%
11% | 00% [355% | 12.3% | -12.3% | 12.3% | 0.0% | -19% | 28.1% [170.0% | -12.3% | -12.3% | -17.6% | 0.0% | 00% [ 28.5% | 28.0% | -12.6% { 40.1% | 7.3% | 21% | 1.8% | -15% | C.0% | 4.1%
12% | 00% | 37.3% | -13.0% | -13.0% | -130% | 0.0% | -20% [ 282% | 174.6% | -13.0% | -13.0% | -184% | 00% | 0.0% [28.7% | 29.7% [ -13.2% | 42.3% | 3.2% | 2% | 1.8% | -1.6% | 00% | 4.2%
14% 0% [ 390% | -136% [-1386% | -136% | 00% [ -21% [ 29.0% {316.9% | -13.6% | -13.6% [-19.2% | 0.0% | 0.0% [ 29.5% | 31.3% [ -13.9% | 44.4% | 20% | 22% 19% | 1.7% | 0.0% | 4.3%
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APPENDIX H

Representative Crop Management Schedules

Furrow Irrigated Cotton - Baseline BMP, Current Conditions

=Dy year EPIC Pesticide P Application
N-Nortd year EPIC rigation Pesticide Pesticide Trade Name Appl. Rareg N Rates (as Py
W Welyem fwher Cotton FPICCop #i0 USDACROP DIAT S, PHIU 2w Titlage # Vaolume # (Commoen Nawe) (Active Ingredienny | Apphication Rates P03 =227P
) Mo | Day] Operation mm " hedha b/t kit il he/ha /e

BNW 1 10 |Apply preemergent herbicide, soil sncatporated (1o 27) o 255 Treflan (Trfluraling .68 LS50
1) N.wW 1 206 [Apply [ertilizer (dry, surtace applicd ) L 67.25 (a4 .59 264
B 2 1 JBorder Ditching, formimg block ends in peeparation tor furrow ierigatsn Ll
D 2 2 |EFurmow g 72 152 (i)
DANW 2 10 _|Cultivate 19
DNW 2 1 20 |Plant picker cotton with row planter, Polental Fleat Units for crop = 2900 2
DINW 3 ] 18 [Culivate 19
DNW 3 | 15 |Border Ditching, forming block ends in preparation fur furrow ierigation 80
13N W 3 16 |Furrow Irngation 72 152 6

N.W 4 5 {Apply insecticide 1o comtrol overwiniering/inseason cotton boll weevils 1 122 |Guihion tAzinphes-methyl) G628 025
D.N 4 | 14 |Border Ditching, forming black ends i preparation for ferrow imgation 80
N 4 | 15 |Fumow lrrigation 72 152 [
B NW 4 1 20 JApply insecticide o control sverwintenng/inseason couon boll weevils ] 822 [Guthion (Azinphos-methyl) .28 0.25
1MW 5 ] 14 JCultivare 19
DN ) 14 {Border Iitching, forming block ends in prepasation for furrow irngation /O
DN S 15 _{Furrow Irrigation 72 152 6
D NW 5 20 [Apply insecticide 1o control inseason cotton boll weevils H 122 Guthion (Azinphos-methyi) 028 025
DNW 6 S |Apply dual purpese inseclicide to controb weevils 11 122 [Guthien (Azinphos-methyld 0.28 028
DNW (] 14 |Border Ditching. forming bluck ends tn preparation for furrow irrigation 80
DNW 6 | 15 |Furrow Imigation 72 152 o
DNW 6 15 _jApply dual purposc insecticide to contr] weevils 11 122 Guthion (Alinmos-melhy]) 0.28 0.25
[} N.W 6 | 20 !Apply dual purpuse (pyrethroid) iasecticide 1o controt both wetvils and worms 11 130 |Karawe (Cyhalothrin) Q.03 0.03
[NW T 5 {Apply dual purpose (pyrethroid) insecticide 10 control both weevils and worms 3] 130 |Karate (Cyhalothring 0.03 0.03
n 7 | 14 [Border Ditching. fonming block ends in preparaiion for furrow irrigation 80
b 7 1 15 JFurrow Iseigation 72 152 6
1> 7 15 _|Apply dwal pumuse insecticide ta comm) weevils 11 122 [Gurhion (Azinphos-methyl) 0.28 (.25

w 7 | 2u |Apply dual purpose (pyrethroid) insecticide to control both weevils and worms 11 130 Karate (Cyhalothrin) 0.03 003

DNW 8 5 [Apply defoliant (29% use Droppd 71% use DEF) I 96 Dropp (Thidiazuron) 0.17 0.15
DNW 8 S jApply defoliant ( 29% use Dropp/ 71 % use DER I 81 DEF {Tribufos or Phospherotrithivaie) 1.23 110
DNW 8 | 20 |Harvest - picker cotton b |
DNW 8 | 20 |Kill cotten crop 41
[N.W & | 25 |Shredding 37
D.NW 9 1_[Plowing 24
D.N.W 9 5 |Sweep-Chisel 32
DNW 9 | 1) [Discing-offsct Ay
ILN.W 9 15 |Discing-offset 3
1.N.W 4 | 20 jDiscing-offsel 33
13N.W 12 | 15 [Bedding 15

Changes in_pestivide 2pplications ve irmigations duc to Fainfall conditions

Under normal rainfabl conditions, denoted (N), R insec e appl ions are generally suificient 1o control cotton pesis.
Four irrigations af 6 each supply 24" of irrigation witer at 2/3 efliciency = 16" of water supplied o crop
One preplant herbicide application lor weed controt

During wet years, denoted with a (W), two additional applications. ( 1y of Guthion and (1) o Karate. may he required
Twao irrigations of 6 cach supply 12" of irigation water at 22 efficiency = 8% ot water supplied w crop

During dry yeans D). nne Yess Guthion application may be sufficient
Sixirrigations af 67 cach supply ¥ of irrigation water at 23 etfictency = 247 of water supplied o crop

This represerts IPM (Full Implementation)

For mid-level TPM, add 1 Guthion and | Karate applicativn (6/1 and 6/10}
For low-level IPM. add 2 more Guthion applications (7/1 and 7/10)

and | Orthene appheation foe aphids at 8.3 IWacre (5/1)
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Dryland Cotton - Baseline BMP, Current Conditions

D=Dry year EPIC Ireigation FPIC Prsticide Trade Name Pesticide I’ Application
|N=Normal year Picker Cotton - EPIC Crop # in USDACROP.DAT = §, PHU=2900 Tillage # Volume Pesticide {Commen Name) Application Rates N Rates (as P)
W=Wct year # {Active Ingredient) | Application Rates PO« = 2.27F
Month| Day  Operation i i, kgtha Ibiue kgrhe Ihtac kgrha i
D.NW 1 10 |Apply fertilizer (dry, surface upplied ) Y] 336 i0 14.8 13
DN.W 2 10_[Cultivate 19
BN.W b 15 |Plamt picker colton with row plunter, Potential Heat Units for crop = 2900 2
N.W 2 15 |Apply preemergent herbicide, soil incorporated (top 2™y 6 255 {Treflan (Trifluralin) 1.68 1.50
13N, W 3 15 [Cultivate 19
1).N.W 4 20 [Apply insecticide 1o conteol conon fleahoppers 3] 43 Bidnn (Dicrotophos) 022 0.20
DNW S| 20 [Culivate 19
N.W i 1 JApply mseciwsde so comral pverwin p/imscason cotton boll weenls 4] 122 |Gl Azinphas anethyl) [} 125
NNW (i) 20 JApply dual purpose ipyrethroid) ins c 10 contrel both weevils and wornns Il 122 |Guthion (Azinphos-inethyl) 028 .25
1.NW ! 5 |Apply dudd purpose ipyrethroid) insecticide e contra) both weevils and worms 1l 130 |Karate (Cyhalothrin) 003 003
DNW & 5 _|Apply defoliant (29% use Dropp/ 71% use DEF) 11 96 Dropp (Thidiazuron) 017 015
1) N W ] 5 Anplv defoliant (29% vse Dropp/ 717 use DEF) 11 83 DEF (Tribufos or Phospharotrithioate) 1.23 1.10
N.W 8 20r |Harvest - picker eotton 51
1N W ] 2 {Kill conon crop 41
13N, W 8 15 |Shredding 57
DN W 9 1 {Plowing 24
1D N.W Y 5 {Sweep-Chisel 32
1D, N W 9 L{r dDdiscing -offset 33
1. W 9 15 |Dhscing-offsel 3
D.NW @ 20 |Discing-olfser EX)
1.N. W 12§ 15 [Bedding 15

Changes in pesticide applications due to rainfall conditions.

Under normal rainfall conditions, denoted with an (N), four insecticide apphications are generally sufficient te contred cotton pests

One preemergent herbicide application for weed control at planting
During dry years, denoted with a (I, one less Guethion application may be sufficient
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Dryland Cotton - Baseline BMP, Current Conditions

D=Dry ycar EPIC Irrigation EPIC Pesticide Trade Name Pesticide P Application
N=Normal year| Picker Cotton - EPIC Crop #in USDACROP.DAT = §, PHU=2900 Tillage # Volume Pesticide (Commeon Name) Application Rates N Rates (as P}

W=Wel year # {Active ingredient} [ Apy Eicatlnn&ées PO = 2272

Month] Dirv [ Operation i in ka/ha th/ac kg/ha Bac kgtha th/ac

D.NW 1 10 JApply fertilizer {dry. surface applied ) 10 336 in 148 13
D.NW 2 1) [Cultivate 19
N.W 2 15 _[Plant picker catton with row plantee, Petential Heat Units for crop = 2900 2
DNW — 2 15 JApply precmergent herbicide. soil ncarporated Gop 27) 6 255 |Treflan (Trifturalin) 168 1.50
1D.NW 3 15 [Cultivate 19
[N W 4 20 TAs insecticie to control <otton fleuhoppers 1 43 Ridrin (Nicrotophos) (.22 0,20 |
LN W 5 30 [Cultivale g

NW i) | JApply insecticide (o controd overwinietingfinseason cotton holl weevils 11 122 {Guthivn (Azinphos-methyl) 028 .35
[DNW 6| 20 [Apply dual purpuse (pyrethroid) wmscicide w control bath weevils and worns 11 122 [Gulhion (Azinphos -nictiy ) 0.8 (.35
DNW 7 S JApply duad puipose (pyrethroid) mseciwide to conirel both weevils and worms il 13 |Karate (Cyhalothrin} 003 0.03
DNW 8 5 [Apply defoliani (29% usc Droppd 71% wse [1EF) 1 9% Dropp (Thidiazuron} 017 0.15
D.N.W 4 5 |Apply defoliant (29% wse Droppd 71% use DEF) n &3 [DEF (Tribufos or Phosphorotrithieate) 1.23 1.t
1IN W ] 20 |Harvest - picker colton 51
DNW 8 20 [Kill eoteon crop 41
DNW 8 25 {Shredding 57

9 1 [Plowing 24
v 5_1Swecp-Chiscl 32

DNW 9 10 [Discing-offsct 13
DNW 4 15 |Discing-offset 33
D.N.W 9 20 Discing-offsce a3
DN W 17 15 [Bedding 15

Changes in pesticide applications due to rainfall conditions

Under nonmal rainfall conditions, denoted with an (N}, four inseciicide applications are generally sufficient to control cotton pests
One preemergent herbicide application for weed eontrol at planting

During diy years. denoted with 2 (I3, one less Guehion application may be sufficient
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Furrow Irrigated Grain Sorghum - Baseline BMP, Current Conditions

D=Dry year EPIC Pesticide N P Application
N=Normal year Grain Serghum - ERIC Crop # in USDACROP DAT = 3, PHU=ZX0 EPIC brrigation Pesticide Pesticide Trade Name Application Rates Application Rates (as P)
W=Wat ycar Tilluge # Volume # (Common Name) (Active [npredicnt) Rates P05 = 2.27P
Month | Day | Operation mm in, kgrhet Wfar_ | keSia /e kgtha Wlac
D.NW | 10_JApply fenilizer (dry, surface applied ) 10 i35 120 29.6 2
DN.W i 15 {Cultivae )
12NW 2 10_|Border Ditchiap. torming block ends in preparatinn for furrow irngation 80
N,W 2 1) [Culiivaie 19
i DN.W 2 15 {Plant grain sorghuin with row planier. Potential Heat Units for crop = 2600 2
13N W |3 LS [Apply post emwergent hwrbieile, incorporated toulti-sgrayh 255 {Treflan (Trifluraling 078 0.70
1DN.W 3 15 _jCaltivate 19
3] \ 15 Border Dinehing, forming block ends i preqrrtion tor fursow mipation RO
D 1 16_[Furrow Irrigation 7 152 6
DN.W 4 14 [Cultivate 14
DN 4 14 [Barder Dilching. furnunp Block ends is preparation dor furrow irrigation #1 | |
D.N 4 15 |Furrow ligation 72 152 6
DN 5 14 JBorder Ditching. forming black ends in preparation (or furrow irmgalion &0
DN 5 15 |Fumrow lmigation 72 152 (J
DNW 7 20 |Harvest - grain sorghum 5t
D.N.W 9 10 |Kill sorghum crop 41
1. N.W Ll 10 _{Shredding 57
DNW 9 IS |Sweep-chisel a2
DNW b 20 |Discing -offset RX]
D.NW 10 15 |Discing-ulfset 33
D.N.W 11 15 _[Discing-offset 33
D.NW 12 15 |Bedding 15
Changes in pesticide applications of irrigations due: ta rainfall conditions
Under normal rainfall conditions,
Grain sorghum crops in the area typically do not receive insecucide applications
Onc preemergent herbicide application at planting
Two imigations (Benoted with N) of 6" cach supply 127 of istigation water at 23 efficiency = 8" of waler supplicd to crop
During wet years,
Imrigation Rot required
During dry years,
Three imigations (Denoted with 1) of 67 cach supply (8" of irtipation water ar 73 etficiency = 127 of water supplied to crop
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Dryland Grain Sorghum - Baseline BMP, Current Conditions

1)=Iy year EPIC Ierigation EPIC Pesticide Trade Name Pesticide N P Application
N=Normal year Grain Socghum - EPIC Crop #in USDACROP.DAT = 1, PHU=2000 Tillage Volume Pestivide {Comimon Name) Application Rates Application Rates (ax P)
W=Wet year # # (Active [ngredicnt) Rates PO, = 227P
Month Day Operaiion mm [ kgfha Ih/ar kgrha thiuc kp/ha théue
13 NW i 15 Apply fertiljzer (dry, surface applied ) 10 3363 30
D NW 2 10 Cultiva 19
1 NW 2 15 Plant grais sorghuin with row planter, Potetial eat Units [or grop = 20040 2
13N.W 3 15 Cullivate 19
D.N.W ] 5 5 Cultivate 19
? pl) Harvest - grain serghum 51

) 9 1 Kilt sorghum coop 41
1).N.W 9 10 |Shredding 57
DNW 9 15 _ {Powing 24
DNW 9 16 Sweep-chisel A2
1LNW o k] [riscing offset 31
D.NW 10 15 Discing-ollset 31
[).N.W 11 15 Bcdt_h_r!g 15
Changes in managemwent dug. 1o rainfal] condition

Under normal rainfall conditions,
Grain sorghurn crops in the area typcally do not receive insecticide applications
Noherbicide or inwyticide applications under normnal canditions
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Furrow Irrigated Corn - Baseline BMP, Current Conditions

D=13ry year EPIC EPIC Pesticide N P Application
N=Normal year Corn - EPIC Crop # in USDACROP.DAT = 2, PHU= 1950 Titlage Irrigation Pesticide Pesticide Trade Name Application Rates Application Rates (as P)
(W=Wel year # Volume LJ (Common Name) {Active Ingredient} Rates P20y = 2.27P
Muonth Day Uperaiion mm in kglha th/ac kglha Ih/ac kgthu Ibiur
DNW t 15 Apply fertilizer (dry. surfuce apphicd ) 10 168 150 4.7 22
DN.W 2 10 Cultivate 19
HN.W 3 10 Barder Ditching. forming block ends for furrow irngation A
[.N.W 2 15 [Plant com with row pranter, Potential Heat Units for crop = 1950 2
DN.W 2 15 JApply preemcegent hetbicide, surface applicd 6 255 |Prow! (Pendimethalin) 0.78 079
DNW 3 10 [Cultivare 1
8] 3 15 Border Ditching, Torming block cnds tor Turrow irrigution faudd
3] i 15 Funow limyganon N 152 [
DNW 4 1 Cultivae (4
b.N 4 ts Bordee Discling, formmg bloek ends tor fumow songation K0
D.N 4 15 Furrow [mpaton 72 152 2]
NN 5 15 Border Dirching. forming bluck ends for fermow irrigation 80
DN s i5 Furrow Irrigation 72 152 6
[ N.W b 20 Harvest - Com 3l
D N.W 9 10 Kill com crop 41
DNW 9 10__|Shredding 57
DN W 9 15 Sweep-chisel 32
DHNW Y 20 Lyiscing-offset 33
DN W 14} 15 [iscing-offset 32
DNW 1 15 Discing-offset KA
DNW 12 (K] Bedding 1S
Changes in imgations due to rainfall conditions
Under normal rainfalt conditions tdenoted with N),
Two irmigations of 6" cach supply 127 of imigation water at 23 ¢fliciency = 87 of water <upplied to crop
Thuring wet years (denoted with W),
Imigalion not eequired
During dry yeass (denoted with D).
Three irtigations of 67 cach supply 1R of irmigation water at 23 efficiency = 12" of water supplied 1o erop
Pesticide Applications
One preemergent herbivide applation at planting
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Dryland Corn - Baseline BMP, Current Conditions

D=Dry year| EPIC EPIC Pesticide N P Application Ratcs

IN=Normal year| Corn - EPIC Crop # in USDACROP.DAT = 2, PHU=1950 Tillage Trrigation Pesticide |Pesticide Trade Name (Commion Name) Application Rates { Application Rates (as P)

W=Wet year 4 Yolume # {Active Ingredient) P0: = 2.27P
Month Duy Operaiian mm in kgtha thiuc kg/he thlac kgtha | Ib/ac

.N.W 1 15 Apply fentilizer (dry, sueface applied } 10 84.07 75

1.N.W 2 10 [Cultivate 19

I3N.W 2 15 Plant com with row planter, Potential Heat Units for crop = 1950 2

13 N.W 1 10 Cultivate 19

DNW 4 10 Culivine 19

D NW b 20 Harvest - Comn st

11N W 0 (1} Klllnununp k1l

DNW 9 10 Shiedkling 57

DNW 9 15 |Plowing j 24

1).N.W 9 6 Sweep-chisel 32

N.W Y 20 |Discing-offser Kal

D.N.W 10 15 |Discing-offsct 1

D.N.W 11 5 Bedding 15

Assuried the same imanagement for wet, nornal and dry years
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Furrow Irrigated Sugarcane (Plant Cane) - Baseline BMP, Current Conditions

13=Diry year EPIC EPIC Pesticide N P Applicaiion
N=Normal year Sugarcane (Plant Cane} - EPIC Crop # in USDACROP.DAT =77 Tillage Irrigation Pesticide Pesticide Trade Name Application Rates Application Ratws (as Py
W=Wel vear # Valume # {Comunon Name} (Active lngredienty Rates PO = 227P
Mot Dy Operation mn in. kythur Hilae kgl Hlue Ayha b
DNW Y t weed disking or shredding or previous crop 57
D.NW 9 3 Plowing or decp subsoil ripping 34
DLN.W g 4 Surface disking 13
DNW 9 b Land planing ¢laser beveling ) -
BLN.W Y 13 drawing of plant furrows 15
DNW ki 14 fentilizer application (fenilizer #64) 10 89.6 80
L.N.W K 14 Icrtilizer application {fecilizer #65) {4 H49.28 44
DNW 9 15 planting/seed covering (4-6 tons/acte) 2
HNW Y 16 herbicide apphication (pre-emergence) 11 3 Aatrex (Arazine) i) 200
DNW 9 o herbicide applicatton (pre-cmergence) 11 154 Prowl (P ) 2.31 2.06
DNW 9 17 huild borders 80
1.N.W 9 [§:] furrow irrigation 72 1524 6
Ll 10 18 furrow irrigation (dry yeuars only) 72 152.4 o
DNAW Il 20 knuck down borders 77
DINW 11 21 cultivate and reshape cane rows 19
DN.W 12 21 vultivate and reshape cane rows 19
DNW 1 25 cullivale inlermrows 19
DNW 2 1] herbicide applivation (post-emcrgence) 1t 3 Aairex (Alrazine) 2.24 2.00
1.N.W 2 1 heehicide application (post-emergence} 1 194 Prow! (Pendimethaling 231 2.u6
D.N.W 3 13 rehuild borders &0
DLNW 3 15 furrow irrigation 72 1524 3
D.NW hl 10 spot spray or aenial application of herhicides 11 12 Banvel {Dicambra Solublk: Salt) (L56 11,50
[1.NW 3 10 spot spray or acrial application of herbicides 1] 204 Roundup {Glyphosate Amine) 224 200
DNW 5 10 spot spray or aenial application of herbicides k1 109 Evik [Ametyn) 1792 1.60
> s 22 furrow wrigauon (dry years only) 72 152 4 6
12N 1] 15 furrow irrigation 73 1524 6
DN 7 | furrow amigation 72 152 4 6
7 13 knock down and rebuild weedy bordens 80
7 15 Turrow irrigation 72 1524 e
8 1 furrow irigation 72 1524 &
8 15 furrow wrvigation 72 1524 6
9 3 furrow irrigation 72 152.4 6
1 3 knock down borders (pre-harvest preparation) 77
1 4 harrow wurnrews (pre-harvest preparation) 25
| 3 humn & harvest 53

winfall condiions Herbicide Applications ¢3 applications/yeary

nimganons due

nder nornial rsinfull conditions (denoted with Ny, Fall pre-cimergence apphications (9/16) of
Eight iigations of 6" vach supply 42" of imigation water at 23 efficiency = 28" of water supplied to crop Aatrex (Atrazine) & Prowl (Pendimethaling
Dunng weryears (denoted with W, Winter post-emergence applicanons (2/10)
Four imipations of 67 cach supply 247 of imigation water at 2/3 efficiency = 167 of water supplicd to crop of the same two herbicides
During dry years (denowed with 1), Spring spot sprays (5/10) for misses

Ten armigations of 6" cach supply 60" of imgation waler a1 %3 efficiency = 407 of water supplied 1o crop
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Furrow Irrigated Sugarcane (Plant Cane) - BMP #1, Nutrient Management

D=Dry year Sugarcanc (Plani Cane) - EPIC Irtigation EPIC Peslicide Trade Name Pesticide N P Application
N=Normal year EPIC Crop # in USDACROP.DAT =77 Tillage Volume Pesticide {Common Namg) Application Ratcs Al sation Rates Rates tas P}
W=Wel year # # {Active [ngredient} P.Os = 2.27P
Munth Duy Operaiion mm in. keshur thluc kgrha thiuc kg/ha hiuc
D.N.W 9 ] weed disking or shredding o previous crop 57
DNW 49 3 Plowing of deep subsoil ripping 34
DINW 9 4 Surlace disking 33
D NW 4 5 Land planing (laser leveling) -

i DNW 4 13 drawing of plant furrows 15 ]
DNW 4 14 fertiizer application 11-37-0 (20K Thsfacre embzee w52 10 2464 2 8288 Ja
DNW 9 15 planting/seed covering (4-6 loas/acre) 2
1 NW . 9 16 [herbicide apphication (pre-emergence I 3 Aatrex {Atrazine) P ) 200
1N.W v 14 herbicide application {pre-emergenee ) 11 194 [Prowl (Pendimcthaliny 231 206
DNW 9 17 huild boxfers R0
N W v 1 furrow imigation 72 1524 6
1 10 L] furrow aigation (dry years anly) 72 1524 6
.NW 1 2 knock down horders 77
D.N.W 1 2 cultivate and reshape cane rows 19
DNW 12 21 cultivate and reshape cane raws 19
DN.W 1 28 cultivate interrows 19
NN W 2 10 herbicide application {post-cmergence) 1 3 Aatrex (Alrazine) 224 200
D NW 2 14} herbicide application {post-cmergence) 11 194 Prowl {Pendimethaling 231 2406

| .N.W 4 3 rcbuild borders 80

: DINW 4 15 furrow irrigation 72 152.4 6

' 1).NW 5 10 spot spray or aerial application of herbicides 11 a2 Banvel (Dicambra Soluble Saly) 0.56 1).50
NDNW 5 10 spot spray or aerial application of herbicides 11 204 |Roundup (Glyphosate Amine) 2.24 200
DN.W h] 10 spot spray or acnal application of herbicides 11 109 |Evik {Ametryn} .79 1.60
D $ 22 fumow imgation (dry years only) 72 1524 <]

DN [ 15 furrow imigation 72 [52.4 6
D.N 7 ! furrow irrigation 72 1524 L] _
DNW 7 14 knock down and rebuild weedy borders R0
7 15 turrow imgatien 72 1524 L]
i | furrow irrigation 72 1524 6
8 15 furrow ifrigation 72 152.4 ]
9 ] furrow irrigation 72 1524 6
] 3 knock down borders (pre-harvest preparation) 77
1 4 harmw tumrows (pre-harvest preparation) 25
1 5 burtt & harvest 53
;;‘::’ﬁﬁ‘i‘:‘:ilnﬁ[‘jli ith N>, Herbicide Applications [.\ app lications/ycar}
Eight imrigations of 6" each supply 427 of imgation waler al 273 elliciency = 287 of water supplied to crop Falt Pre-emergence applications (9“6) nf.
DDuring wet years (denoted with Wy 4 /l\alrcx (Awrazine) & Pruwlr (Pendimethalin)
Four irrigations of 67 ¢ach wppl): 247 of irrigation water 31 243 cfficicney = 167 of water supplied to crop Winter post-emergence applications (2/10)
. § ) - ’ of the same two herbicides
Bluring dry years (denoted with I, Spring spot sprays (%10 for misses B

Ten imigations af 6" each supply 60" of imgation water at 23 efficiency = 40" of wauer supplied ta crop

94 Prediction of Effacts of BMPs on Agricultural NPS Pollution in the Arroyoe Colorado Watershed



Representative Management for Furrow Irrigated Sugarcane (Ratoon Cane) - Baseline BMP, current conditions

D=y year Sugarcane (Ratoon Canc) - EPIC [rrigation EPIC Pesticide Trade Name Pesticide Application N P Application Rates

N=Normal year EPIC Crop #in USDACROP.DAT =77 Tilluge # Volume Pesnicide (Comman Namej Rates Application {as P)
W=Wel year # {Active Ingredient) Rates Pa)s = 2279

Month Dy Cperdtion e i kgtha thrar kurha /o Ayttt it

13N W 1 13 {interrow gang harrow 25

D.NW 1 14 subsoil 34

DN.W ] 15 fertilize (liyuid N-32, incorporuied) 13 200 150

DN.W I 15 cuhivation - reshape 19

DNW 1 20 herhicide application (sprayer} 1! 3 Aatrex {Atrazine) 22 240

BNW i 20 herbicide application (sprayer} 1 194 |Prowl (Pendimethalin} 231 200

[NNW | 23 border building 80

11N W 1 34 Turrow irmgation 72 152 5]

] 3 is furraw irrigation 72 152 5]

NN.W 4 12 knock down borders 77

13NW 4 12 cultivate weeds 19

DNW + 13 herbicide application (sprayer) 1t 3 Aatrex (Atrazine) 224 200

1).N. W 4 13 herbicide application gsprayer) I 194 |Prowl (Pendimethalin) 231 206

DNW 4 14 rebuild horeders RO

DNW 4 is fwrrow irmization i 152 6

{1 8 | furrow imigation 72 152 6

DNW 5 a0 spot spray or aerial application of herbicides L 32 Banvel {Dicambra Seluble Salty .56 050

DNW 5 20 spat spray or acrial application of herbicides 11 204 |Roundup i Glyphosatc Amine} 224 200

ILNW 5 20 spo spray or acrial application of herbivides ) 11 109 |Evik {Ametryn) 1.792 1,60

DN h] 22 furrow immigation 72 152 1

[N.W 6 15 furrow imgation 72 152 (]

1N W 7 I furrow imigation 73 152 6

DNW 7 [ES rebuild borders 80

N 7 15 furrow imigation 72 152 &

1N 8 1 Furrow irmigation 72 152 [

IHN.W 8 [l tumow imigation 72 152 5

DNW 12 3 kneck down borders ipre-harvest preparationy Fal

[N W 12 1 haitow Turnrows (pre-harvest prepazation) a5

DNW | 6 burn & harvest 53

0N
with Ny
of irmigation water a1 Y3 efficieney = 287 of water supplied 1o crop

Changes 10 irrigations due 10 raintall ¢
Under aunmal raiafall conditions (deno
Eight emgations of 6 cach supply 32
Durng wet years (densied with W),
Four irtigations of 67 cach supply 247 wlimiganon water at 23 cfficiency = 167 of waler supplied w0 crop
During dry yeurs (denoted with 431
Tenamigations of 67 cach supply 607 of irngaion water at 73 ¢fficiency = 40" of waler supphied to crup

Thiee herbiewde applicanons (1720, 3/13, and 5/20)
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Furrow Irrigated Sugarcane (Ratoon Cane) - BMP #1, Nutrient Management

D=Dry yeur Sugarcane (Ratoon Caney - EPIC Irmigation EPIC Pesticide Trade Nawg Pesticide N P Application
N=Normal year EPIC Crop # in USDACROP.DAT = 77 Tillage Volume Pesticide (Common Name) Application Rates Application Rates (as P)
W=Wel year # # (Active Ingredient) Ralcs P05 = 2.27P
Month Dy Operation mm in ketha ih/ac kg/ha 1iac kg/ha thia
D NW 1 13 inferrow gang harrow 25
[ N.W ] 14 suhsoil 34
[}NW | 15 fertilize {liguid N-32. incorporated) 13 = [ N -
D.NW 1 15 cultivation - reshape 19
D.N.W 1 20 herbicide application (sprayery 11 3 Aatrex (Atrazine) 2.2% 200
1 NW 1 20 herhicide application (sprayer? 11 194 |Prowl (Pend halin) 231 206
1 3 border building 30
! b Hirrow inigtion 72 152 0
B 15 Turrow irnigation 72 152 6
DNW 4 12 Snock down horders 77
DNW 4 12 cultivate weeds 19
D.NW 4 13 herbicide application (sprayery 1 3 Aatrex (Alrazine) 224 208
DNW 4 11 herhicide application (sprayery 11 194 Prow| (Pendimethaling 231 2.06
DN.W 4 14 |rebuild borders 80
NW 4 15 |furrow irtigation 72 1524 6
1] Bl ! furrow imgation 72 152.4 [
DN.W s 20 |spen spray or acnal application of herbicides 1] 32 {Banvel (Dicambra Sotuble Saln) 0.56 0.50
.N.W s 200 |spot spray vr acrial application of herhicides 1] 204 {Roundup {Glyphosate Amine) 224 2,00
DN.W s 20 Jpit spray ur acial application of hericides 1] 1% JEvik (Ametryen 1.792 160
D.N b} 22 furrow irrigation 72 152.4 [
DN ] 15 furrow irrigation 72 1524 [
DNW 7 1 {urrow irrigation 72 152.4 6
DNW 7 14 rebuild borders 80
DN 7 t5 furrow irrigativn 72 1524 ]
DN £ 1 furrow irrigation 72 1524 ]
DN 8 15 furrw irrigation 72 1524 &
DN.W 12 3 knock down horders (pre-harvest preparation) 77
D.N.W 2 3 harrow tumnrows (pre-harvest preparation) 25
D.N.W 1 £ bura & harvest 31

Changes in jrigations due to rainfatl conditions
Under normal rainfall conditions (denoted with N),

Eight imigations of 6 each supply 427 of irrigatton water m 23 efficiency = 28" of water supplicd to crop
During wet years (denoted with Wi

Four imigations of & each supply 24" uf irigation water w 23 efficiency = 16" of water supphed to erop
Juring dry years tdenisted wath 1),

Ten imigations of 6 cach supply 607 of imganon waier ar X3 efficieacy = 30" of water supplied to crop

Three herhicude applications ¢ 1720, 13 and /20

** Fertilizer application rate depends on ratoon cycle
1si Ratoon Cane.
100 ibsfac N (112.09 kg/ha)y
2nd Year Ratoon Cang
140 Ibs/ac N (156.93 kg/ha)
3rd - Sth Year Ratoon Cane
150 Ibs/ac N {168 14 kg/ha)
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Flood Irrigated Citrus (Levet Border Irrigation) - Baseline BMP, Current Conditions

D=Dry year Irmigated Citrus - EPIC Crop # in USDACROP.DAT = 33 EPIC Trrigation EPIC Pesticide Trade Name Pesticide N P Application
N=Normat year Non-Temik Program. 100% trunk-1o-trunk herbicide program Tillage Volume Pesticidke (Common Name) Applicaiion Rates Application Rates (us Py
W= Wel year # 4 {Acuyve Ingredient) Rates a0y = 2270
Monih Dy Lperation i in_ kgrhe Hiluc Aythu Wl k/ha ihtuie
NW 11 15 Flood Imigution 72 127 5
D.NW 3 10 Border Ditching. forming border in preparation for flood imgation B2
13.N.W 2 15 |Fenilizer appl (A Sulfaie, 21-0-0.Fenn_#68) 10 M b
13 2 20 Flood Irrigation 72 127 5
DNW 3 5 Apply selective herbivide (preemergent) 1 192 |Poncep (Simazine) 3.53 115
DNW 3 15 Apply seleciive hesbicide (f gent) 11 126 |Hyvar X (hroinacil) 3.4 280
DNW k] 15 Apply concact herbicide 11 204 |Roundup (Glyphesate isopropy! amine saliy L7y 1 60
DN 3 20 Flood Irrigation 72 127 5
NINW 3 15 Apply miticide, sprayer 1] 262 (Vendex {Fe oxide) 1.12 1.00
D.NW 4 5 Apply tungicide, sprayce 1 272 |Kocide (Copper hydroxide) 431 385
DINW 4 20 Flood fmigation 72 127 3
DNW 6 20 Apply contuct herbicide 11 204 |Roundup (Glyphosate isopropy! amine sal) .28 025
DUN.W o 20 Apply miticide. sprayer 11 267 [Vydate Oxamyh 021 Q19
13N W [ 20 |Apply vitrus spray oul 11 265 |Petrolcum Spray Oil 448 400
1N W f ) Apply fungicide, spryer 1 272 {Kacide (Copper hydroxide) 4.3t 185
DNW 6 25 Flood [rrgation 72 127 5
DNW 7 20 Flood Imigation 72 127 5
N.W % 15 Apply selective herbicide ipreeiwrgent) 11 192 Princep (Simazine) 3.53 315
1N W 4 s Apply sclective herbicide (preemergent) 11 126 [Hyvar X {bromacil) 114 280
13N.W 8 15 Apply contact herhicide . i1 204 JRoundup (Glyphosate isopropyd amine salty 178 | 60
DNW B 15 Apply scalicide 11 145 [Lorsban (Chlorpyrifos) 224 2.00
DNW B 15 Apply miticide, spruyer [} 133 [Kelshane (Dicofol} 224 2.00
DLNW 8 15 Apply fungicide. sprayer L 39 Benlawe (Benomyl) 179 160
DNW 10 5 Harvest - Ring Pick 50
Changes w pesticidy qhplications so_irggations dug fo ranfall condyions *Fertilizer Application Rates depend on tree age
Uinder nermal runtall conditions, Nive imigatiens {I)cnfm:d with Ny of 5" each supply 25" of imigation waler a1 95% efficiency = 247 of water supplied to crop Fertlhzer A Nitrogen Ratcs
Dunng wet years, fourimigations (Denated with W) of 57 cach supply 207 of imgation water a1 95% efficiency = 197 of water supplied tu erup n
Duaing dry years, six imigations (eneted with 1) of 5 each supply 307 of jrripation water a1 95% efficiency = 297 of water suppied te crop N One Appl SPI,:‘ Appl, kghay
Herbicide Applicaiions (3 Applicauons/year) Tree Ape kp/ha 23 /3 | lbfac | K
Sprng applwcation (3/15) of 2 sclective herbicides and a contact post-cnergent berbicide 1ye 186.7 144] 623 35 392
Teeat ugam in early sumaner (6/20) and again in lale sunimer (8§53 2yr 667 177.8] 8869 St 56.0
Se alicidesMei de/Fungis ide Applications (3 applications) 3yr 2000 2067] 133.3] 78] wau
Spring appheation (#15) of miticide (Mendex) and fungivide (Kovide 101 for control of metanose) dyr 5313 856 1778 100 1130
Sunmer (0204 upphicanon of maticide {Vydate). spray oif and fungicide (Kocike) 5yr 560 0f 373.3] 1867 105 176
Late Summer (8/15) spplivation of miticide (Kelthane), sealicide (Lorsban) and fengicide (Benlate) Gyr 5807 3911 wse| 1o 12312
7 yo 6113 4089 204.4) 115 1288
B yr Ho6 7 4444 22221 125 1460
9 yr 7467 J97R[ 248.9] 140 15608
10+ v1 KN O] 5333 o667 150 |68 ()
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Flood Irrigated Citrus (Level Border Irrigation) - Baseline BMP, Current Conditions

B=Dry year Imgated Citrus - EPIC Crop # in USDACROP.DAT = 83 EPIC [rrigation EPIC Pesticide Trade Name Pesticide N P Application
N=Nurd yeur Temik Program. [(0'Z trunk -to-trunk herbicide program Tillage Volume Pesticide iCommon Name) Application Rates Application Ratesfas P)
W=Wer year # # lAciiveLlr;Eredjcnlj Rates Fa)s =2.27P
Mond Huy Operation st in, kgrha bt kgt Ih/ac kgha ihrdg
1N.W 1 15 IFlood lrrigation 72 127 5
1 N.W 2 10 Border Ditching, forming border in preparation for flood imigation 82
DNW 2 15 Fertilizer application tAmmonium Sulfate. 21-0-0. Fert #68) 10 * -
n 2 20 |Flood Imigetion 72 127 5
1LNW k] 15 Apply selective heebicide (preemerpent) 1] 192 |Prncep (Simazine) 353 315
DNW i 5 Apply seleetive herhictde (preemergent) 1 126 jHivar X (Bromacil) 14 280
D.NW 1 15 Apply contact herhicide 3] 204 [Roundup (Glyphosate isopropy| amine salt) 179 1.60
[N 3 20 jFlowt kg o N 127 5
DLNW 4 1 Apply pesticide, sprayer 1} 2M  |Temik tAldicarh) 5.54 495
D.N.W 4 15 Flood Imgafion n 127 hl
NnNwW ) i85 Apply_contact herbicide 11 204 |Rourdup (Glyphosate 1sopropy| amine salty 0.28 0.25
D.N.W 6 20 Elood lmigation 72 127 5
B.NW 7 20 Flood irngaiion 72 127 5
DNW 8 15 {Apply scalicide 1 145 |Lorsban (Chlerpyrifios) 234 200
12N, W 8 15 Apply lungicide [} 39 Benlate {Benomyl) 179 L&)
DNW g 15 Apply miticide, sprayer It 133 |Kelthane (Dicofol) 234 200
IN.W X 15 Apply selective herbicide (preemergenty 11 1492 ncep (Simazine) 353 315
[ N.W & 1S Apply sclective herbicide (precmergenty I 126 |Hyvar X (hromacil) il4 280
D.NW b 15 Apply contact herbicide 11 204 JRoundup (Glyphosate isopropy| amine salt) 1.7% 1.60
12,N.W 10 5 Harvest - Ring Pick S0
Chungesin pesiictde applicaiions or_irngaiions due o rainoll conditions “Fenilizer Application Rues depend on tree age

ch supply 25" of irfigation waitcr at 95% efficiency = 24" of water supplied 10 crop

Under normal rainfafl conditions, five jrfigations (Denoted with N) of 5

During wet years. four imgations (Denoted with W of 37 cach supply 207 of irigaiion waier at 95% efficiency = 197 of water supplied to crop
During dey years, six imigations (Denoied with B1 0157 cuch supply 307 of imigation water at 95% efficiency = 297 of water supplied to crop Fertilizer Applicatinn Rates| Nitrogen Rutes
Herhicide Applicanaons, (3 Applications/ycar) One Appll Split Appl. (kg/ha)f  Nitrogen
Spring application ¢ 15y of 2 selective herbicides and a contact post-emergeat herhivide Tree Age kgx/ha 23 173§ hac ] kgfha
Treat agair in caly summer (6715 and again in Jake sumener (8/15) 1y 186.7 124.4] 622 15 39.2
3 yr 266.7 1778] 8891 so| 564
Single apphication of Temtk in spring (4/1) ar 30 Ib/acre . Iyr 4000 2667 1313 75 R4.0).
1.1 Summier (871 Sy application of miticide (Kelthane), scalicide (Lorbant and fungicide tBenlate) 4yt EE] 1556l 17781 10l 1120
S yr 560.0 373.3] 1863] 108 176
6yr 586.7 IgLaf 19568 110 1332
7yr 6133 4089] 204.4] 115 128.8
Ryr 666.7 A4 2223 128 120.0
9yr 746.7 497.8] 2489 140 156.8
10+ yr 810).0 $33.3] 26671 150 1680
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Micro-Spray Irrigated Citrus - BMP #4, Improved Irrigation Technology

=Dy year Ierigated Citrus - EPIC Crop # in USDACROP.DAT = 83 EPIC Frmigation EPIC Pesticide Trade Name Pesticide N P Application
N=Normal year Temik Program, LOOF trunk wi-trunk herbicude program Tillage Volume Pesticide (Commen Naine) Application Rates Application Rates dax Py
W=Wet yvear # # {Active Ingredient) Rares P()s = 2270
Minth Py Operdfiog nun in kpsha Ihtar kgrha ibfac kp/ha I/
TN W 10 7 [Weekly Imigation 72 218 094
DNW 10 21 Weekly Imigatinw/Fertilizer application (N32, 32-0-0) 7413 238 094 * *
1DN.W 1] 4 Wecekly [rrigation 7 38 0.94
1NW 1t 18 Weckly Irrigation/Fertilizer application (N32, 32-0-(1 7213 238 0.94 * *
D.NW 2 15 Weckly Imigation/Feftilizer application (N32. 32-0-0) 7213 i7.3 0.68 * *
13N, W 2 2 Weekly ltrigation 12 173 0.68
D NW 1 1 Weekly Imigation 71 17.3 0.68
!!,N‘W t K Weekly Irpain 72 173 068
1N.W 3 5 Apply selecrive herhicide gpreemergent) [} 192 [Prncep (Simaszine) 35y 315
DNW L 15 Apply seleciine herbicide iprecsiergent) I 126 [Hyvar X (broanacil) 214 230
1N W e 15 Apply suntact Iwihicide 11 204 JRoundup (Glyphosale isopropy ] amine salt) 1.7% 1.6t
DINW ] ts Weekly Irrigation/lertilizen applivalion (N4, 32.0 0y 7213 173 0.68 > »
LNW 3 2l Weekly Inigation 12 173 D68
[N W i 3y weekly Trripation 72 17.2 68
DNW 4 1 Apply pesticile. spraver tH 236 Tentik (Aldicarhy 5.4 495
LN W 1 5 1Weekly Inigaton 72 195 ni7
INW 3 17" [Weekly tigation/Fertitizer application (N32, 32.0-0 JUA 19.5 037 . *
DNW 4 15 Inject selective herhicude (precmergentl 11 223 |Surflan tOry zaling I 200
DN W + 19 Weckly Immigaiion 72 19.5 077
DNW 4 26 (Weekly Drigation 72 19.5 037
1N W s 2 Weekly [mipation 72 19.5 0737
DNW A 9 Weekly Irrigation 72 19.5 077
DN W 5 16 [Weekly Irrigaton/Fertilizer applivation (N32, 32.0.0) 7413 19.5 0.77 " -
DN W 5 RA] Weekly brigation 72 195 077
DN W 5 W |Weekly Imigation 77 195 077
DNW 6 [ Weekly Impation 72 a7 GRS
.N.W & R Weckly lirgationfFerilizer applicanon tN33, 33.0.0 713 317 085
DNW o 19 tApply contagl herbicide 11 204 __[Roundup ¢Glyphosate isopropy! amine salt) 0.28 .25
DNW [ 2 Weekly Irrigation 72 217 (1.85
1N W f 27 Weekly Irnpation 72 217 0.85
2N W 7 { Apply citrus spruy oil 11 265 |Petroleum Spray (hi 3136 4.00
[[2.N. W 7 | Apply miticide. sprayer 3] 262 {¥endex (Fenbutatin oxide) [z .00
7 | Apply tungicide, sprayer 1 272 |Kocide (Copper hydroxide) 4.32 385
7 + Weekly [migation 72 238 0.94
T I Weekly Immigation 72 218 494
T 15 JWeekly loigaton Ferthzer application s N 32, 2200 731 218 094 . i
7 25 Weekly lrnpation 72 238 0.94 Monthls Applation Retes
N [ Weekly Imigation 72 26 103 Tree Age N N Fert Ralc,
8 bl Weekly Imigation 72 26 103 i . Ibfacre | kpha kg/ha
¥ 12 Apply selective herbicwde (precinergent) 1 192 [Princep (Simazine} 353 s Tt X 1130 980
i 12 Apply selectine herbicide {precnwrgent] 3] 136 |Hyvar X (bromacil) 314 2.80 Tyt 1 348 140
[ L3 12 Apply eontact herbicde 1t 204 |Roundup (Glyphosate isoprapy | aeine salty 1.79 160 T 1 6 671 21 (1)
nNw &1 15 [Weekdy bnpaionFenilizer appheanon fN32 -0 0y IR 26 1.03 - * Tyt X R.96 3800
DN W 8 2 Apply scabicide 8] 145 |Lorshan (Chlorpynifos) 224 200 Sy 34 9408 340
DNw % 20 Apply mutivide. sprayer 1t 133 [Kclthane (Dicofoly 2.24 200 6t Iy 8% 3080
bl 20 Apply tungicide. sprayer 11 9 Benlate (Benomyl) 1.7y 160 7yt 91 ToA X300
[ b3 Weekly EmigationFerlizer application (N32. 32.0.0) 713 26 [Rex] * * 8 y1 T 11 35.00
. il 15 Inject selective herbicide (preemereentl 11 110 |Solicam {Norflurazon) 324 2 (K} 5 yr TE] 1253 1930
_ [ s Harvest - Bang Pick 48 10 yr 1z [ERT] 200
Herbucide Appdicaneny (8 Applicationsfycar) * Fertilizer Application Rates depend on tree age
Uhe fess leachable herbivides such as Surflan and Solicam Liquid Fertilizer (80% of that applied to Mood imigatcd grovest
Treatin the spring (315 and ¥15). carly summer (6719). late sunanwer (87120, anmd carly tall (%15 applted monthly (10 months)
ScaliadedMittonde dPunyicide Applecations ynder _Fermd Pregram ¢ 3 applications/s 1) N32 applied with imgation water tenthly (10 months)
Single apphcanen of Temih tr spring (478 a0 33 Macre
Sumiies (713 appheion of mitivide (Vendex s spray oil and fungicide (Kocide)
[ate S ERE208 applicaton ul sutwode tRelthuae ), sealwide thondand and fungicide (Henlated
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