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Investigation and Analysis Methods of River Pollution Sources and Treatment Measures:

Case of Maying River in Wuhan City

WU Wei', HAO Xuekai', YANG Xiaobo', SUN Haoming> *

(1. Wuhan Municipal Engineering Design & Research Institute Co. , Lid. , Wuhan 430000, China;

2. College of Environmental Science and Engineering, Huazhong University of Science and Technology, Wuhan 430070, China)

Abstract [ Objective] The rapid and high-quality development of cities has higher and higher requirements for water environment
and river pollution control is an important part of the overall improvement of water environment. Investigation and analysis of pollution
sources is the data basis of river governance countermeasures, and how to calculate and evaluate the current situation of pollution
sources more accurately is an important task of river governance. [ Methods ]  Taking the Maying River in Wuhan Economic
Development Zone as an example, this paper explored the current status of point, non-point and endogenous pollution in the river,
analyzed the investigation data of pollution sources, and used scientific models such as total phospnorus (COD., ) water quality model
and Dillon model to evaluate pollution sources and environmental capacity, and put forward targeted treatment measures for the
treatment of different pollution sources. [ Results] The result showed that the loads of COD,, total nitrogen( TN) , total phospnorus
(TP) and ammonia nitrogen in point source pollution were 836.3, 501.6, 21. 08 t/a and 281. 13 t/a. The loads of COD,,, TN and
TP in non-point source pollution were 8 102. 74, 837 t/a and 68. 42 t/a. The loads of COD.,, TN and TP in endogenous pollution were

127.02, 15.88 t/a and 1. 06 t/a, and the main sources of pollution were non-point source pollution. The environmental capacities of

[WFEAHEA] 2023-03-31
[MEEBN] RHE(1984— ), B EH TR, EZ N EITBEAHOK FEREEA B % T TAE, E-mail : hustww@ 163. com,,
[EEEE] NS, T 0, 2 N4 8% TR, E-mail :983289994@ qq. com,

— 159 —



xR R, 4

TG Y PR R A 25 S A T SR B i —— DL DU S ] Vol. 44, No. 3,2025

COD,,, TN and TP in the Mayinghe farmland area were 2 959.70, 63. 86 t/a and 6. 66 t/a. The environmental capacities of COD,,
TN and TP in urban areas were 3 512.73, 185.99 t/a and 12. 11 t/a. [ Conclusion| Through the implementation of a series of
measures such as sewage interception along the river, construction of municipal pipe network, transformation of rain and sewage
diversion, early rainfall diversion and storage, constructed wetland project and pollution control in farmland area, effective governance
has been achieved, and the Maying River has been successfully upgraded from the inferior class V water body before the treatment to

the class IV water body, and the scientificity and effectiveness of the pollution source investigation method and model have also been

verified.
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measures  scientific model

R[5 e A B A 305 4 T B T /K R o o ) —
W B TAE, RS Ye i, B is Y i pg 2 Al |
B RS 45 43 A 0T TS G 3 B A R SE At TA
BT B A i A, SR TR R P TS e A
BT LR, ARHESED X LY T O R XA
Y5 YL gy S s iR AT T oA (B R AR UL S
PeRMTEA Ik, B RAEED R JE A | GSSI
PRI TR IR RN AR 53 BT 88 7 3 A M T 4 R Tl i
FT TS YU, X B D) AR T I T 37 4R 2k
T3 T 15 QIR IR BT, B8 11 7 32 AAT B X &) Ry B
PEAT IR AT, SRR T I R X < B sE T {H
T LR XTI T s g8 | SR T RE Y
W b e = AR HR, 1 N R I KRB % A
B ARGTHT R K ARG B, B2 A5 200 T i X T R
R S R S8 S e e = E

R BT B ] 3 S K P05 T R, 2506 T 5
ST Y UE R A 2 SR AT R 2 A AT, IR A
FE I [ EUR BURF 25 A S0 R it , X B A BT IS B 7K
PREE AR AL W5 Y U5 R A 45 S0 B 5 06 B
T 22 A R
1 SR

LR 5 TR X AR L, SR & RS X 235 1Y
ME—f— 25 NTK R TUR Rk 7 18 K, R &
B RIGHEIMARKIT, KA 27. 4 km, DL F]
PRARTT % VKR 63 B AR A i 1 2025 45
Bk L IV 2K AA 1) 2030 4F 31k 3% T 287Kk 14,
LR K 2Rt 5 0n] R TTHE |8 AR 48 K1) a2 ] 7 I
14 AS/NEAF R (1), EERIEK REE N
(AL HEE HE BT B2 20 W 3k X HEB AT 55, JETRI
TG I P R K 357K AR T TS 7K B T Ak A 7= 2
IR S 52T 3 3k 2 5 [ HE A S8 ] 28 9 e
W HE AL, R K22 L 2 sl b HE AT

— 160 —

environmental capacity

pollution source investigation  analysis method  control

2 SREBEAENBTRFE
2.1 miRETH

FE BRI 4 2 HE 1A T A e
5 860 S G AT 1) T v, X6 SO0 B i) TG 7K 3 A HE
FUANBUREAE I 3B, % 1E 78 HE 7K 5168 BH 1 540 W7 R
()R HEZK BHE T s HE AR & K, IR
AEOKORE HE AT R DU, A N FR bR B S AL T R R
(COD,) EZ(TN) BB (TP) ME A, DR
IR g B 227 AN HEET A W A A HE K
DURTHE T L 43 A, AT R HE A% O B A BOK BB
P T HEA S 52T s U5 YL AT
2.2 HERTH

FE AR AL IR 3T TR B AR K
FROE AP AETE S MR & AR L 7k 2R )
A RN AR R I A B AT ORISR
G AN T B S o Ak 1A IX
(7 333 hm*, 1hm*=10 000 m*) FIK4E H X (7 913
hm?) X RS Yo b AT R GE A4

2.2.1 Al miiis gy
Ay a5 e @ A =t (1) .

L =L +1L, (1)

Horpr, L —— AR s 4 i fr  kg/ (hm* +a)
L—Ri S5 Y 17 kg/ (hm* - a) ;
L— Wi O % S 15 g T,
kg/(hm’-a)

Q@ERLATS Y A= (2) .

L. =aSmnCA (2)

Horf s a——H# 2%, 29 1 000;
n— IR E L
C.—— R TS Ge Wy Jou it 734



weook HoR
WATER PURIFICATION TECHNOLOGY

Vol. 44 ,No. 3,2025
March 25th, 2025

B 1 DR iE sy X
Fig. 1 Maying River Zoning
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Tab. 1 Monitoring Results of Water Quality and Quantity of Outfall along Maying River

R B Mnas mnen  TUSTZ K GObes n " s
mm (m”-d™") (mg-L™") (mg-L™) (mg-L™")  (mg-L™H

1 WX S 25# B 1500 62 844. 00 8.53 8.57 0.270 1.04
2 E 520 274 iR 3 000x1 500 12 244.00 91.20 48.20 1. 540 43.20
3 LS00 284 T 800 308. 00 282. 00 11.10 4. 630 1.97
4 E 520 304 R 600 34. 60 7.65 2.31 0.210 0.34
5 o500 324 I 1 800 34. 60 38.20 10. 20 1.320 6.98
6 Eh500 334 B 1 000 8. 64 5.88 1. 60 0.120 1.43
7 L] 344 B 1 000 8. 64 7.06 0.78 0. 070 0.59
8 L5 424 W 1200 69. 10 11.80 1. 81 0. 130 1.03
9 E 523 534 iRy 2200x1 700 2 859.00 70. 60 4.35 0.280 2.83
10 E 523 190# T 1 000 95.90 165. 00 40. 50 4.130 38.10
11 L5200 1944 R 1 800 25.90 132. 00 39.50 4. 040 37.10
12 Thi ] 203# I 1200 8. 64 7.35 7.32 0. 560 6.31
13 IhEg 2144 B 1 200 34. 60 16. 50 8.19 0. 860 6.94
14 LA 2164 (=27 3 500%3 000 910. 00 16. 50 2.80 0. 280 1.01
15 L5 218# W 800 7 131.00 11. 80 24. 40 2. 000 19.70
16 523 2204 T 500 138. 00 3.82 2.69 0.220 0.37
17 E 5200 2234 T 600 17.30 8.53 3.99 0. 560 1.46
18 L5200 2244 R 600 18.10 150. 00 29. 80 3.120 24.30
19 L 520 226# W% - 346. 00 27.19 2.44 0. 104 0.53
20 LRSI 2074 g - 216. 00 23.96 1.68 0. 672 0.88
21 LM F X IS 794 W - 17.30 22.40 9.01 0. 980 7.01
22 L5 814 B 200 1.73 26. 50 2.31 0. 460 1.85
23 L5200 834 HIE $& 6 000 104. 00 57.40 27.00 3.970 19. 00
24 E 520 844 Wi & 1 000 5 486. 00 6. 84 0.14 0.001 0.08
25 IR0 8o# CEES - 691. 00 22.67 8.72 1. 181 3. 40
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(££5R1)
BE b DA dngey TSI KR 0D/ e " A
mm (m*d™) (mg-L)  (mgel) (mgeLTh) (mgeL7h)
26 A H R IX E 520 874 Wl - 432. 00 16.21 9.63 0. 879 2.87
27 L5 0 88# LiE 2 500%2 700 51.80 26. 50 20. 40 2.900 16. 50
28 E 520 894 R 1 800 8. 64 36. 80 18.70 1. 420 9.98
29 L5230 90# T 600 69. 10 20. 00 1.87 0.270 0.54
30 L AT % - 389. 00 27.19 8.72 1.599 2.42
31 IR 974 W1 - 114. 00 19. 44 10. 18 1. 191 3.46
32 523 106# B - 864. 00 31.71 2.35 0. 265 2.07
33 LW 111# St - 691. 00 15.56 4.15 0.265 2.91
34 TR 122# e 1 000x700 173. 00 16.21 3.06 0. 102 1.39
35 Thi I 128#% T 800 28. 60 20. 40 4.52 1.114 2.41
36 L5200 1294 iR 1 200x1 500 39.70 39.79 12. 36 2.061 7.74
37 LR 1344 B 800 346. 00 24.28 4.33 0.571 2.95
38 Iy 138# I 800 302. 00 34.30 1.65 0.339 1.07
39 L5 140# W1 9 000 4 666. 00 12. 49 3.54 0. 175 1. 10
40 0 1714 W1 - 51. 80 23. 64 0.98 0. 104 0.52
41 E52 176# Wi - 259. 00 14.70 3.07 0. 190 0. 54
42 E 520 1834# CEES - 43.20 16. 21 2.34 1.061 0.72
43 L5200 1844 Wigs - 69. 10 11. 68 0.50 0.023 0.20
F2 iR G Yo fif
Tab.2 Pollution Load of Outfall along Maying River
i X35 HEDI 2485 KA/ (m®-d7") COD,/(t-a™") TN/(t-a™')  TP/(t-a™") HAR/(1ah)
1 WX Ihi ] 254 22 938 025 196. 000 197. 000 6. 190 23.900
2 th RS 274 4 468 967 408. 000 215. 000 6. 880 193. 000
3 L] 284 112 584 31.700 1.250 0.521 0.222
4 LN 308 12 614 0.097 0. 029 0. 003 0. 004
5 L5 324 12 614 0. 482 0. 129 0.017 0.088
6 hRg ] 33# 3154 0.019 0. 005 0 0. 005
7 IhES ] 344 3154 0.022 0. 002 0 0. 002
8 LRSI 424 25 229 0.298 0. 046 0. 003 0. 026
9 hRg T 53# 1043 526 73.700 4. 540 0.292 2.950
10 ILRZI 190# 35 005 5.780 1. 420 0. 145 1. 330
11 LRI 1944 9 461 1.250 0. 374 0.038 0.351
12 R 2034 3154 0.023 0.023 0. 002 0. 020
13 ILRZI 2144 12 614 0.208 0. 103 0.011 0.088
14 LRI 216# 332 074 5.480 0.930 0.093 0.335
15 LRI 2184 2 602 981 30. 700 63. 500 5.210 51.300
16 IhE T 2204 50 458 0.193 0. 136 0.011 0.019
17 LRI 2034 6 307 0.054 0.025 0. 004 0. 009
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e XI5k HE O R Kbt/ (m-d) COD./(t-a™)  IN/(t-a™')  TP/(t-a™) A/ (1-a7")
18 ILRZI] 2244 6 623 0.993 0. 197 0.021 0.161
19 T 226# 126 144 3.430 0. 308 0.013 0. 067
20 LRI 2074 78 840 1. 890 0.132 0.053 0. 069
21 A H FIX I RS 194 6 307 0. 141 0. 057 0. 006 0. 044
22 IR 814 631 0.017 0. 001 0 0.001
23 L5 834 37 843 2.170 1. 020 0. 150 0.719
24 LT 844 2 002 536 13. 700 0. 280 0. 002 003 0. 160
25 IR 864 252 288 5.720 2.200 0.298 0. 858
26 hRS T 87# 157 680 2.560 1.520 0.139 0.453
27 hR ] 88# 18 922 0. 501 0. 386 0. 055 0.312
28 0] 894# 3154 0.116 0. 059 0. 004 0.031
29 E 523 904 25229 0. 505 0. 047 0. 007 0.014
30 LRSI 944 141 912 3. 860 1. 240 0.227 0.343
31 IR 974 41 628 0. 809 0. 424 0. 050 0. 144
32 0 106# 315 360 10. 000 0.741 0. 084 0. 653
33 LR 1114 252 288 3.930 1. 050 0. 067 0. 734
34 TLRZI 1224 63 072 1. 020 0.193 0. 006 0.088
35 TR 1284 10 438 0.213 0. 047 0.012 0.025
36 LRI 1294 14 507 0. 577 0.179 0. 030 0.112
37 ILRZI 1344 126 144 3. 060 0. 546 0.072 0.372
38 IR 1384 110 376 3.790 0. 182 0.037 0.118
39 LRI 140# 1 702 944 21. 300 6. 030 0.298 1. 870
40 LR 1714 18 922 0. 447 0.019 0. 002 0.010
41 IR 176# 94 608 1. 390 0.290 0.018 0.051
42 hEI 183# 15 768 0. 256 0.037 0.017 0.011
43 LRSI 1844 25229 0.295 0.013 0. 001 0. 005

3.2 mESHESIEM

HRAE 2. 2 /NI B TR T ¥k BT R E S ik
F DXORMIRAEE A DX ) AR b TV 3ol B T W0 7 8 90
TRTEFEHE AR AR i S T IR TS YT A HT

R IK X 200 15 246 hm?® | Ho e 1 AR
99 042 hm? AT AR Jg 6 204 hm? ;KX NE &
FRIHZ 30 841 3k (A 15 /KAL) ,25 691 3k (&
15K AR )  BRK IXNAR R N 2y 64 382 A 4F
T5KHEK L0 211, 5 v IR IX N K 7™ % 58 T AR
254 17 068 Hi (1 H =~666. 67 m*) , =& 21N 14 566
Va, S HE G g, AT B B IR KT SR
B AR TR AR T TR STER 1Y COD, T3 Y4 1 far 43
SR 3.5% 16. 6% 3. 5% 26. 3% 50. 1% , TN

TS YA T4 5 R 6. 2% . 20. 0% 3. 2% 37. 1%
H133.5% , TP 15 YL 7 faf 43 53] i He M 5.5% .32.9%
7. 6% 32. 0% 22. 0% ; COD,, 15 4% 7 faf o7 mk 458 K
Fig 2 ke b T R RN T TR 9, B iR 6 187,79 va, b
FE R 76. 4% 5 TN T5 Y% £ faf BT HREE K A0 3 & 9740
Al TR VR A T RN, AL 758. 64 va, (b LR
90. 6% ; TP 5 4 17 fif TTRRAX K B2 3 & F5 5 R0l
TR AR T YR, BN 59. 43 va, b N 86.9%
s IR TS YL A a2 3 R,
3.3 WiRBZHES T

FRFEALE b R A2 R G Ye s Ean 5] 2
Fims o & RFEALE B orh &R NS TS Qe B
Kl 3 iR,
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Tab.3 Non-Point Source Pollution Load of Maying River LT 25 km , 5 FESEIR 116 m ML, AWK

- WA P/ ) e IR RS R i

G RESE KT AR R B BTG RN RS R E SRR

COD,  285.75 1347.48 281.72 2127.14 4 060.65 R AT R N RE R TR SRTIREN

TN 52.09  167.95  26.27  310.60  280.09 I COD, \ TN B A TP Bl 4 5~ 127. 02,
TP 376 22.49 5.20 21.88 15.09 15.88 t/a Fl 1.06 t/a.

B2 BTSSR

Fig.2 Average Pollution Index of River Sediments

B3 JEBINES TG YR AL

Fig.3 Nemero Pollution Index of River Sediments
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3.4 REBREHTITLME
MRAEA T e A B H AR, K IR 2.4 /MY
W TR R A5 Eh B T AR B R X K R
BT, MK 4~ £S5 Pron, 205 39 59
TR T 3R S Ts e Wy 1 fap 5 7K PR BE 45 i 2 25
%6 iR,
R4 DMK R SRS E

Tab.4 Parameter Estimation of Water Quality Model
of Maying River

e SHE L AREAXAEE WA XA
Q,/(m*-a™)  AEAWDKE 8135.79 U7 8 559.19 77
Qu/(m*+a™h)y  ARHEKE 7973.31 4 8 263.32 77

/m’ AR 207.38 77 377.62 71

J/hm’ TR 102. 80 187.20

h,/m P EPR I 2.01 2.02

K./(d™) CoDe, & 0.025 0.025

x5 DEIKEAERAE
Tab.5 Environment Capacity of Maying River Water Body

Ay COD, TN TP

KB/ (mg-L7") 30. 00 1.50  0.10

V2 RHAFXIEAR/ (ta™') 2959.70  63.86  6.66
PR XA/ (ta™')  3512.73 185.99  12.11

R6 DI EEIG R (A va)
Tab. 6 Reduction Capacity of Main Pollutants in
Maying River(Unit; t/a)

miH COD, TN TP
A H R XI55y 2 827.70 346. 18 32.12
fuas (B IX) (6 238.36) (1 008.29) (58.44)
A F XK RS 2 959.70 63. 86 6. 66
(W R IX) (3 512.73) (185.99) (12.11)
A B X H bRl 0 282.32 25.46
VL (I R IX) (2725.63) (822.30) (46.33)

IR X R A 2 AR A
X, & B T R X A A K AR B K , 4h 5 fE
IR, A X A COD, (TN FI TP A4 ) 38 2 43
B4 0.282. 32 t/a F1 25. 46 v/a  3RFE i X HY COD,,, .
TN F1 TP A9 H 8 7 31k 2 725. 63 .822.30 t/a Al
46. 33 t/a; LA UL, kG X COD, F1 TN A 55
YA g R, WO IR A DXOR BURS it 2 HI s COD,
FUTN FEZF-Be 0 TP A HI T 225 % A BRI Il B

24X,
4 EIEREH
4.1 HiIrHf#

SR F) bR K BUAR A, XS H AR B T
G, 0 X A R DRI A DX ) 8 T R A
RS S S A it , W% 7~ 2% 8 PR

R7 DRI M A X S R A (B a)
Tab.7 Reduction Capacity of Major Pollutants in Agricultural Area of Maying River( Unit: t/a)

mH COD¢,/(t+a™) TN/ (t-a™") TP/ (t-a7")

KA R 0 282.32 25.45

FUURTS G W R it JRl b e 75 K Wi AR Ak 3 4.30 1.20 0.10

BIRIEH] HEEER 513 95 8.36

TR 75 G B T/ H b E el KRB i 7 il i 769. 5 142.5 12.54

A= A 67.5 12.5 1.1

P UETS G BEHE/ EAR ] THIRBLR 40. 20 5.90 0. 30

KA ARG B bR E A 147.25 26. 64 2.36

BT H v 1541.7 283.74 24.76

4.2 FHEREMW AB MU S5 1

4.2.1  RETGGYIR BRI TS W TR A 2D iR 5 7K b ) W gk

TR TR A X BUIR 5 K HE B (13 4b) 1
VN w3 E e o | T N € e T R S K
JKALBRT K Bl i S R It . Bk BRI TR HE 1 (23
Ab) L, SR B R A R AR A S B E

TERG, e B ETTEE RS WEMNRETKE
ZPMRTG K AL PR B rp Ak BIGAAR S HERL o

FRIT5 70D B0 TR T P S L DX 10 W K A
P i i P 3L 9 KO TR0, 128 B g 9 AU AP
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IO REE S HE e

714

R 8 LRI R X S Y (B 1/a)
Tab.8 Reduction Capacity of Major Pollutants in Urban Area of Maying River( Unit; t/a)

WH CODg, TN TP
SR B 2725. 63 822. 30 46.33
LIRS YL H s it RN R SR it 1 800. 00 500. 00 29. 00
BRI FEFR 1 064. 00 152.00 12. 16
TR TS A WA it/ A ) D KBS B T il 1 596. 00 228. 00 18.24
A BRI A S 140. 00 20. 00 1. 60

PRI S Y D Tt/ A AR SR AZ 42U 20. 00 1.00 0.05
KA RGME HARE 184. 74 33.42 2.96
B H 4 804.74 934. 42 64.01

DAFE I 1T G, [R) B 1o o bR e 32 1 4k el s B 3
liieamam i
4.2.2 TEETG GG PRI

P E IEE TRE A E  E th , YK ETR
6.35 km”, BLJHE BRI 40 000 m’, 8 8 &5 3t
K HE AN T i — 20 b B DLHI A AT S

N TR TR 32 B X 8 v i JCIT = AT
A IXHESE VR E LA R HE AR K JBRD B 5 9 B
AJTTE e WD s T (R ANIR T etk Tk, ik
it 3 B AT iR H, BAb i K 23 000 m’/d,

A 7 DX 5 YA 1« it — 20 St AN U PR R IR
TR, e R BTG KA R S, T R X AR
Jry FROR SR TR SEER T 40 9 i ARk FH K BV
AR FIA 24 8 R, SEER B S 2 R IH AT R
FFEEA5 B A FEAKD | =R WAL R
4.2.3  WNIETE R PRI

HH T B ST I AR R AT 2k A T R AS I ¥ Gy
R CEYIMEA R 8 em) TSR FEE S, B8
ST T ), KRB IR , A W IR T 23R Kl
FH BN TIR IR
5 BEBEIEKERTHIER

L 2017 4F 12 0 52K 11 b Wi g5 FF
JEEK TN 285 SR B g HE oK i 25, WV
2K, TP M A AR ™8, Hrh TP bR 3. 83 £, &
FUBBR 2. 0 A% ; H ik B dpe i s TIRUIX VDA B AR
1515 7K 238 B TP R B2 T 1Y Bt 5 ; COD ., \BOD Al
COD,,, WA bR (S MR IV ZEhR1EE) ; DO FIZER
JAAT R MK IV bR, TR BT S 52 TRl /K ot
THOLANER 9 iR LR a P i V 2K,
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ISR G BRI H it 125 o5, 7E 2022 4F
12 3% By i) 7K i 50 P R A T 9 2 W), %o G
3 AP AL AT BORE RS I, 45 SRR W CoD,,
COD, .BOD; \Z % . TP Fl DO #Jik 2| M F K IV Zeh5
AR i (Ml oK PR B T P AN I i (A T) )
(AIR(2011)22 %) BHLE , TN M RIK S %45
b, AME R MK P P8 bR 388 3 X b 52 30 ¥ L U
PR AT SR BBOGT IO 1143 BRAE e 42 3, 0T DAAG 54
T Ey ST K PR B A, R RS K B O an
10 iR,
6 ZHit

(1) Y7336 B YL 3h B A R0 4 1 B2 TH K IR 45
Jo e Y — T T T A, AT R A TS e R, A 15 LR
(IS HY B0 A 25 3 A 2 06 BT 3t 175 S i) OC B A
Bl TAE

(2) TE Sy s s e I A 25 5 o v ad # b,
WORE A SV AR A8 YL A fT T H A | L-THIA B8 Al
BRI Y T AR T R RO T A
JB- Y75 Y S KT COD,, 7K JF R TR 1Bk T A
KA FIEAL V5 Y 2 B2 A 200

(3) hE A0 i Yo 5 v o5 U T UERT P R TR Y
COD,, V5 4 1 fif 43 Jill 4 836.3.8 102.74 t/a Al
127.02 t/a, i L4350 9. 2% .89. 4% F1 1. 4% ; TN
IE YL 23 R 501.6.837.0 t/a il 15.88 t/a,
FEA3 3R 37. 0% (61. 8% H1 1. 2% ; TP T34 1 faf 43 1]
g 21.08, 68.45 /a Hl 1.06 v/a, {5 4> 5 N
23.3% .75.5%F1 1.2% ; COD,,, .\ TN F1 TP i HE K
I8 F B SRR RS e, PR, AR AR A Y
SN,

(4) 38 3 X T 5 Y] 3 Y U AR AT 1 A R A 4 b
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RO HRNAHHTK
Tab.9 Water Quality of Maying River before Remediation

P SH K/ OH f DO/ CODy,/ COD./  BODs/ TP/ TN/ HA/  EXEE, B
R e (mg-L™") (mg-L™") (mg-L™') (mg-L™') (mg-L7') (mg:L™) (mg-L7') (L7  BE/m
*’I;@E{)E - 6~9 3.0 10. 00 30 6.0 0.10 1.5 1.5 20 000 -
1% WWE 1001 9 11.1 6. 04 23.2 7.1 0.314 10.8 4.57 1 600 0.3
FrifEde Ak 1.00 0.01 0. 60 0.77 1.18 3.14 7.20 3.05 0.08
e I v v A% | £V £V I
24 WEIIME 10.8 8.8 10.5 4.73 17.6 4.6 0.741 12.2 4.82 2 500 0.3
FrifERE AL 0.90 0.01 0.47 0.59 0.77 7.41 8.13 3.21 0.13
NS | i} I I\ EAY £V £V il
3% WWE 1001 9.5 13.4 5.88 28.5 9.5 0.292 6.38 3.49 <200 0.3
PRfEFE AR 1.25 0.01 0.59 0.95 1.58 2.92 4.25 2.33 <1
TK B2 5 | i\ v \ I\ %V %V I
44 WEDUAE 9.8 9.1 9.5 5.71 24.7 5.5 0.412 6.47 3.64 900 0.2
FrifEfEER 1.05 0.01 0.57 0.82 0.92 4.12 4.31 2.43 0. 05
eyl | I \Y \% %V %V EAY II
s# 0 WY 9.8 8.9 5.1 5.55 22.9 3.3 0.297 6.55 4.01 <200 0.2
FrifEfe AL 0.95 0.35 0.56 0.76 0.55 2.97 4.37 2.67 <1
KB I I v I v £V £HEV I
6#  WEi{E 9.8 9.7 5.7 5.71 22.9 3.1 0. 489 7.07 4.49 1900 0.3
bRk 1.35 0.31 0.57 0.76 0.52 4.89 4.71 2.99 0.10
eSS I il| v I %V £V £V 1
TH WO 10 9.5 5.5 6. 69 37.1 6.6 1.511 10. 4 5. 64 2 400 0.3
PR 5L 1.25 0.33 0.67 1.24 1.10 15. 11 6.93 3.76 0.12
TK B2 5 il I\ \Y \ %V £V EAY |
8#  MEWI{H 9.8 9.3 6.2 6.53 30.3 10 0. 357 6.58 1.85 200 0.3
PrifEFE R 1.15 0. 30 0.65 1.01 1.67 3.57 4.39 1.23 0.01
IR T2 5] I \Y A% A% \Y HV AY |
9% WEI{H 10.7 9.9 7.0 6.37 25.4 6 0.288 6.57 2.67 1 400 0.4
Frifia 2 1.45 0.23 0. 64 0.85 1.00 2.88 4.38 1.78 0.07
TR 5 Il v v v v £V £HEV Il
104 WIE 10.2 9.5 8.6 6.2 28.2 6.6 0.314 4.72 1.67 <200 0.3
FrifEde Ak 1.25 0.22 0.62 0.94 1.10 3. 14 3.15 1.11 <1
e I v v A% \Y £V \ I
1% WEDIE 9.9 9.7 18.3 5.88 29.7 6.9 0.292 1.7 1.95 <200 0.3
bR AL 1.35 0.01 0.59 0.99 1.15 2.92 7.80 1.30 <1
Ve I i} 1% v v £V \Y I
M 10. 1 9.4 9.2 5.9 26 6.28 0. 483 8.13 3.53 1 050 0.3
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Tab. 10  Water Quality of Maying River after Remediation
P TH DO CODy, COD, BOD; P TN HAR
FRUEE (V) / (mg-L7") 3.00 10.0 30 6.0 0. 100 1.50 1. 500
14 W/ (mg-1L7") 9.85 4.9 16 3.2 0.112 3.90 1.345
EARITA ez 7N ez 7N LY 7 LY 7 LY 7 / R
2# WA/ (mg-L7") 9.28 5.0 13 3.7 0.293 5.06 1. 469
AR LY 7N LY 7N LY 7N LY 73 LY 2 / LY 2
34 WEIE/ (mg-L7") 10. 19 6.1 19 4.2 0. 067 2.40 0.875
BHRIEAN LY 7 BLN 7 BLN 2 BLN 2 BEN 2 / Z 7N

%«[—%T;fiﬂﬁ%ﬂié&a?ﬁ élj\]% R ﬂj‘?%ﬁ:}»\b?ﬁ . %)Jﬂ:jﬁgj % . ﬁz%& pollution characteristics in China; A meta-analysis[ J]. Ecology

Rb IR EA P AR R, DA I BT 2 V rd F%m; :Wﬁ i"zo;biifj;*'@“-':;‘;m

s N 8 2 [ 6] sk, VPR, sDUHT RIS SRe b0 Ar ()], WBER,

FOKREETE 2 2022 4F 9 IV ORI IR BSCR 3%, 2014, 32(5), 90-93
> FRI) A bRk B VS 422 98 H G T 22 ’ ) ’

m‘/ﬂzjgj’ﬁidiﬂﬁiﬂz‘ﬁi{q#”"m CRE o E’jﬁiljjm'fﬁuo ZHANG L, XU H. Analysis of pollution characteristics of rainfall

. ff in Wuhan[ J]. Journal of Municipal Technology, 2014, 32
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