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and phenomenon of pumping irrigation and drainage controlled
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Fig.2 Variation of water level in bucket ditch during growth

period and typical pumping irrigation process curve
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Table 1  Evaluation index of nitrogen and phosphorus

pollutant concentration in agricultural ditch and bucket ditch
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Jsi: 0.044~0.116 0.085 0.024 0.286
N B 0.495~7.528 1.402 1.706 1.216
R AR 0.058~7.009 0.781 1.692 2.167
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*HA THA A 0.075~1.806 0.295 0.412 1.395
AR 0.185~0.305 0.426 0.265 0.621
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Fig.3 Mean and standard deviation of nitrogen and phosphorus
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V= S/yo (2) pollutant concentration in agricultural ditch and bucket ditch
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Table 2 Statistical summary of water load
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TiH R RAE WA R BRI
(kg hm?)
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MBSl 347357 267565  797.92 3.27 22.97
WA SFlg 62462 119822 -573.59 -2.35 -91.83
BARMAg 109610 52288  573.23 2.35 52.30
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meteorological and regression variables

E P T R H C
S -0.284 0.172 -0.513* -0.165 -0.769**
MA -0.360* -0.037 -0.189 0.163 -0.713**
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Reusing Effluent Water in Drainage Ditches for Irrigation in Hilly Regions

SHAO Peiyin'?, LI Yalong?, XIONG Yujiang?, YUAN Niannian?, SU Peilan®”

(1. College of Water Resources Science and Engineering, Taiyuan University of Technology, Taiyuan 030024, China;
2. Agricultural Water Conservancy Department, Changjiang River Scientific Research Institute, Wuhan 430010, China)

Abstract: [ Objective] Most hilly regions in China are short of freshwater resources and recycling the effluent water
in their drainage ditches is a way to relieve this pressure and improve water use efficiency. This paper investigates
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how reusing the effluent water for irrigation affects leaching of nitrogen (N) and phosphorus (P) from soils. [ Method]
In-situ experiment was set up in a field to measure the change in water flow and N and P concentrations in the
ditches and the ditch buckets. We calculated the ratio of recycled water volume to the volume of water pumped for
irrigation (i.e., regression rate), as well as the change in N and P pollutant loads and their determinants. [ Result] The
water had been drained and reused for irrigations for 24 cycles during the growing season, and the total regression

rate reached 89.93%. The loads of total P, total N, nitrate nitrogen and ammonia nitrogen during the growing season
were 0.28, 3.27, 2.35 and 2.35 kg/hm?, respectively. The load reductions of P and N were correlated with the ratio of
their concentrations in the effluent and in the irrigation water. The reduction in total P and ammonia was significantly
correlated with the regression rate. The reduction in total N and nitrate was significantly correlated with irrigation
and rainfall in the second day after the irrigation. Nitrate reduction rate was also significantly correlated with
temperature. [ Conclusion] The cycles of drainage and its reuse for irrigation not only saves water but also improves
utilization of water and fertilizers, thereby reducing the risk of N and P pollution to the downstream.
Key words: hilly irrigated area; circular irrigation; nitrogen and phosphorus load; rice; water saving and pollutant
reduction

TERE: A%

(k35 122 7O

Improving Wastewater-treatment Wetlands by Exogenous Carbon Earthworms

HAO Yiting?, GAO Feng**", MA Huanhuan’, MA Tian*?, HU Chao™?, LIU Chuncheng®?, CUI Erping**
(1. Institute of Irrigation, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Xinxiang 453002, China;
2. Graduate School of Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Beijing 100081, China;
3. Key Laboratory of Efficient and Safe Utilization of Agricultural Water Resources, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences,

Xinxiang 453002, China; 4. College of Environment, Henan Normal University, Xinxiang 453007, China)

Abstract: [ Objective] Constructed wetland is a biotechnological technique to treat wastewater; its function depends
on a multitude of biotic and abiotic factors. This paper compares the performance of eight wetlands constructed by
different materials. [ Method] The eight wetlands we studied were constructed by fine sand only (CK), fine sand +
corn straw powder (JW), fine sand + industry glucose (PW), sand + corn-straw biochar (SW), fine sand + eisenia
fetida (KQ), fine sand + corn straw powder + eisenia fetida (JQ), fine sand + industrial glucose + eisenia fetida (PQ),
fine sand + corn stover biochar + eisenia fetida (SQ), respectively. [Result] Adding corn-straw biochar, industrial
glucose and corn-straw power increased the COD removal rate by 81.80%, 88.58% and 85.77%, respectively,
compared to CK. Adding industrial glucose combined with corn straw powder improved purification efficiency of
total N (TN) and total P (TP) by 7.0% and 2.8%, respectively. Wetland with industrial glucose and corn straw
powder had the best TN removal rate, reaching 98% and 98.2%, respectively. Adding corn-straw power along with
eisenia fetida was most effective to remove cooper, compared with other treatments. On average, introducing eisenia
fetida to the wetlands increased the removal rates of COD, Cu and Zn by 1.8%, 6.3% and 2.6%, respectively, while
adding corn-stover biochar significantly increased the removal rate of NH,"-N. Compared with corn straw powder
and corn straw biochar, industrial glucose was more efficient for removing COD, total N and N, and Cu.
[ Conclusion] Adding eisenia fetida and organic carbon to the wetland can improve its efficacy to remove COD,
nitrogen and heavy metals, especially corn-stover powder combined with eisenia fetida. For removing Cu, corn straw
powder combined with eisenia fetida works the best.
Key words: constructed wetland; Children love worms; carbon source; aquaculture wastewater
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