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Comparative research on wavy subsurface flow
constructed wetland with Phrynium capitatum
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Abstract; By building wavy subsurface flow constructed wetland with Phrynium capitatum and Pennisetum purpureum as
artificial wetland plant, we studied the growth characteristics of Phrynium capitatum and Pennisetum purpureum , the pur-

ification effects of COD_,, total nitrogen (TN) and total phosphorus (TP) in domestic sewage by wavy subsurface flow

cr

constructed wetland. The results after fifteen months of continuous running showed that under a condition of hydraulic
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surface loading for around 0.3 m - d”', the average removal rate of them were 66.1% and 70.1% (COD,,), 60.4% and
63.7% (TN), 74.1% and 75.1% (TP). Both plants grew well, the roots were well developed, the aboveground biomass

of P. purpureum was 2.1 of Phrynium capitatum, and the underground biomass was quite the same. The growth of P. pur-

pureum was slow in the winter, and the part of leaves were dry around with Phrynium capitatum, but they would not

wither in winter. The results showed that they had a good purification effect on COD_, TN and TP without significant

difference. Phrynium capitatum and Pennisetum purpureum can significantly improve the purification effect of subsurface

flow constructed wetland.

Key words: Phrynium capitatum, Pennisetum purpureum, wavy subsurface flow constructed wetland, wetland plant,

purification effect

H 20 fiE40 70 QLI A T34 4 A7F 55 A i
RS2 T PRk KR (PR IOKAR,2003) , i T EA
Pt Kaz A7 2 AR 15 4748 BT 8 Ak BRASCR 4
FOUAE S B B A B B AL 4 S IR 2
s (B HEZE2017) , BT LAEL T2 0 F A 06
KRG K CE B SR A K R R K A Y Ak 3
H (AL, 2010)

T 1A ) 1 2 1 A AL LB N TR L F 5
WE R Z— o N LI M ZBR TS R iy HLEEAE S &
g PR A YR EE AR (R R
45,2009 ; 4 Hi AF ) AN ASCHE WM [R] A6 35 K B E
FUUR, | EHS RS HEAFY DS,
2017) , i H &Ik AR Z B8 0 B A= W St B R i 4
PR TET , [R] A o AR RO AR B 4, BN 3 A R TS
Y L BRI S RN DR AR AR B T B 5 2 e AR
Bridc A ) T B ECEE A A T AR B Y 4R A I T S
(T4 2012) 5 53 4h  AH W) A 3K B9 AR & Re 4 i IH
PHA BT P BE B2 1 I b R 19 35 K M (3 e FVE 7
HE,2009) , PRI, de 4G 38 0 N IR M AE W) JC hy
EE AR 1 £ 25 B X 96 NFE (Canna indica)
(BEEE5F ,2013) 35 ( Phragmites austral) ( F A5
55,2010) XU ZE ¥ ( Cyperus alternifolius ) ( % JC 2
&5 2002) | 7 MR 5 ( Vetiveria zizanoides ) (1 MR 5,
2011) F1 4 J) 1€ ( Thalia doalbata) (1% F1 4% 3t
2010) S /K A= A N T8 b 1) AR S8OR  HLBR AN 52
Wi PR 2R TR 1 82 W WE 5T, (B A SE R TR 7
Nt v %) 157 FH B 9 i DL AR 0l . A BIF 5 DAAS I
( Phrynium capitatum) . %2 & ( Pennisetum purpureum )
Rl AT P A A O T N TR R S, TSR AT
XHAEE 5K COD,, (TN FI TP 1 R BREICR  WLEE#%

IR R [ 229 LR R 0, R R R 1AL
B, SRR A A g i XA S N T M AR )
WS H BRI,

1 #MHErF&

1.1 ATiEMpH93E
111 RRXBRA TR FF  EAREEHG O
B3 ) g A4S B 20T N TR b IR ( Wavy
Subsurface Flow Constructed Wetland, fij FX W-
SFCW) LI 1, g 1 SR 2 5K, BT
IRBEATK DX 1 PR 2 R K X, BN R K 3
m,% 1 m, K 0.7 m, KIEYEE 1=0.01, Hp AKX
0.25 m, 4K X 0.25 m, {5HPR)Z 89 HE KA H K kb
B 1 em JERY LI, A F T 50A00K , 1R Z
B2 AU (SR I7 1 45 BE S ) AR S
1K B PR, 157K 2 IR 1830 N 8 B A AR
b PREFPE R T 2 | 38 3 5 9k 5 /K e SR 19 B Y
(fAT GRS 2004 ) o PRAKIDEL R 50 em J5E 4 2 5
)2 (HA20.5~1.5 cm) F1 10 em B9 L ERIZ | EF
J& 4 60 cm,
112 ®3btidy R ZATFR, R RAR
RIGZ A A R B FAKE Y, WA A ) 7E 2
[R5 T IR BT o A < SO WA NN
AT TEZEY S, WA A2y 2R R, &
DU B R, I SR 2 T R R A
2009)

1SR AS I B R A 22 BE bR A b, B
PR Z U ARAE 9 b, BE8E 2 i 25 B 870
25 cm T%],ﬂ%ﬁlﬂﬁ%ﬁ 30 cm x 30 cm, 2 S RAE



6 B 26 A R R O L TR R LT 757

A A

g SRR =
I. g Wetland bed 7& J

Catchment area

[

Cloth water area

B

LEE Plan

A-AITEI[B] A-A elevation view

Bl 1 W-SFCW 7R
Fig. 1 Diagram of W-SFCW

R RFOR H 2B M A 7 AP AE L SR A A
Fl, B AR K AE 100 d DL B R 00 3 A 25
FEVEFNZE 4% 3 15 Ul — B, FF4d I B# o 20 em x
20 em, ARAESFERIETEK 1 h, 30 d J5FF IR ESE
K, — 7 T R A ) 388038 N V5 K, 55— T
R URL R R AR
1.1.3 T2 @A [0, 5 KEs ik A 5K
(KfEmRH12mx1.2mx 1.0 m) ;A5 , &487F
FHALEIE(KTERN2.0m x 2.0 m x 1.8 m)
HHATHR S )5, T PVC EIMA 1 S 2 5
IR, W-SFCW T2 e WiE 2,
1.2 ATiRHAIETT

PRI 5 7K B 27 B 19 AR 1 TS K Al ) 3R TR
BRIGK 10,30 dEHFRESNK, 1 5M2 5
PRUAAR TR 7K I3 47 A 12 A7 (3R T K J1 S fif 294 0.3
m-d'), 2014 43 H 2 HF KRS E 4 A
| JFiE#ESe ok N4 F 15 H 2 2015 48 7 A 252
AW — s RGEHEAKOK BT IR 1,
1.3 o #rmik
1.3.1 K> F %  COD_ KM COD M &1Ll
fif— 2 V5 . TN SR FH B 2 PR B0 T i — 55 A1 o0
SO, TP RAHRR B O
1.3.2 M o7 ik BRE . BN B RE£E 5 A4
B BRSO AR IE , B T T — R R, IR
SESAEAE Y b AT P ) T AR L R AR AR R
BF XPRE SR Y 5 A~ LA SRR AT 42 (25 Hb 20 em
M), BOFBEE IR ALY 139442, B

*1 W-SFCW HfkKERER

Table 1  Influent quality of W-SFCW
IK S COD,, TN TP
Water quality (mg - (mg - (mg - pH DO
parameter L") L") L")
T 82~189 13~41 1.8~49 6.9~8.1 1.8~3.6

Range

SERIE 131 30 3.3

Average

PR AR 0.5 m? 42 HURE db rh A B¢
L TE S N B o B U N IS B S e
JrE, 70 CHETEAEE AR TR RO R )
A AR ORI R I R R A TR Y Y
A RAR O, A2 UL YA I FLR R R AR R LI AR 2R
I3 SR

2 EREA

2.1 M SREMEKRR

H TR IR 25 52 ) S 4 K AR A I A K
WK A A A N Tl A% 2 A A0 SR I ki A 2 (1
#£,2009) . 3 FAER, MM X 3—11 F 6], F3
WA 15~29 C,12 HEWRF 2 AEHAE R
10~13 °C, Wi 0 °C, ARBFFEH4E 15 4
J, B [0 2 — 4 DU 2 | BB B 4 1 BIF 5 AR T 4 o
TE W-SFCW A KARBL

PRI B bR K LN 3 fToR, 3—11
AR SR A ¥4 K E S5 R 14.6 cm #
31.28 cm, G b A A BRI B 2 TR (P<
0.01) 1 12 A KA 2 F W FhoR 9 ik i 38 i A AR
INe HEALTEIG 50% ~ 60% K& i F i g JE L 3
T (I e ] S e G RO O T TR
Srid 4 JLT BT A B 5 B AR T AR 45 R 5 U B IR R
F 10 CHF, BAFE Y A KB, & Z2 P ) A K
G2, 2t 1 a AR WIRRE A A P R i ez
BRI T 2015 4 3 A R PRRMES AT 1 ISCH] , 2800
PR E FFAE 4308 7.6 F1 21,1 mm , G2 BT
ZERME (Y 2.8 A% B IR B AR & A 5 1,16
F12.24 m, RELFIPREZHRY 1.9 £,



758 L 38 %
57K & gkt YFEYE Hk
Sewage | | Grille Sump | Aerobic pond || WSFOW ™ Effluent

K2 W-SFCW T2t
Fig. 2 Technological process of W-SFCW

270 —e— &M Phrynium capitatum

i —8— RE Pennisetum purpureum

O

~ 220

+

®

5 170 1

=]

+

(=

€120

=9

g 70

€

20

————————————————
7292722922292 TT
< 0 0O N 0 60 O — N — N M X 1B O I~
R A O G T T T G Y G I G
A A~ S (L~ S~ S S N Yo B ' B Vo I o B Yo BN Vo T Vo)

D D D D D D D D D D D o o g

20
20
20
20
20
20
0 20
20
20
20
20
20
20
20
20
20

K3 B RIS bk
Fig. 3 Plant heights of Phrynium capitatum

and Pennisetum purpureum

2015 4F 7 F, WL HE M rh 42 4 Y BT A A A
SRR AR R BB A AEERE 20 em DL,
MRZE K3k AR A E 22 | Z00AR I AE K R o 1Y) S AR
B MR FERR EZMERZ 30 em DL E R
Kk (AN, AR A X > — 2 {EZ0AR FAR T R
WA, MR R R A Y (T ) 409
132012 719 g+ m™, R A=) R R
2.1 4% B R R B R AR R (TR R 4
Bk 872 A1 901 g - m?, AL, R AW
R TR A R F s el KBk, W
PR 3t T AW B AR B T RA AR R AL
A, AT LLH U G R L 3R T FR AR RE R A W A
KALPE T Z 0 I & AL, A A P RUZE A
2.2 COD_ HIER

COD, #EAKHE BE FL K BR AR 1& 4 fis, 1.2 5
JK COD,, V-2 i 7K 43 5l 2 44.8 mg - L7l 39.3
mg « L7 SRR 66.1% F170.1% , Horh

2 GIREBRFL 1 SR E 4.0%,2 KX} COD,,
R AL AR M B

85
= —— 15K No. 1 bed —8— 2 5K No. 2 bed
5 80 {—=—#K Inflow ~4 325
5 " T &
< 75 A 275 -
© - )
s 70 225 &
&5,65- g

175 83
5 60 12
4 X
ﬁSS 125
50 +— T 75

LW WWOLWLWLWOLWOIWWWWWW W

T LI T T T LT YT TYTOY

S W0 O~ 0O~ N — N®M T B O

TE3TETIILIERIES

N Y YT T O WOLO WL W

O 0O 0000000000 OO O

N N N N N N AN NN N NN NN N

HER Date

Kl 4 COD,, EKBRR K E

Fig. 4 Removal rate and influent concentration of COD,,

1E7 ALART, 1.2 SR COD,, i 2 B R Ih £ 4b
F LT B BT A Oy 32 R I R AR DX ) R
il PR A Ak 3 R 3 R RS R I B
TR 5 LUK, 4 SO0 I R0 2 A AR 25 A i R D,
AL T — > P 3G K AR W 1 VR FH 2 T 1
B ARG R EE, REREN 7—11 H,1.2 5K
SEA R R 9 R 69.5% Fl 74.7% ,2 5 R &
NSy S e S Ob AL /bl T e
b RN 12 HEWRF 2 H,1.2 5KF
¥ L BF 9N 60.7% 1 63.7% , A1 7—11 A 4y
BT R 8.8% F1 11.0% , i 58 A 3 22 J2: KA KR
SO T AR R R A TS M D A0 B 2 AR Y R
Ml ,50% ~60% M - I J&] Hh 30 1Al T 52 52 JF AL 45
ROAEKIER HAERKREE 15 R5 %A PTG 3
/BN TR IRTA Y N

1.2 5 RXA ML Y P R4 0 1 25 BR AR



6 R o ) W1 S SR W ST N BT S D MR ) 759

£ W-SFCW 5 ML 1% ot B 35 76 Ik o % 1 L Al
P25 AR DX A= P IS I, Bt Tk 2 0 % e SR )
W (153K ,2009) o A3ATIN R (1) TBR G N T
ML K R, A S 2.9 mg - LY A A
AR AL BR . (2) PIRIE Y B A9
FH 2, 25 TR 0 i 420 R0 00 S 1 FH o8 45 AR IX A 3 4K
U A 480 DX R4 X DR AU IX, T A LA 1
B (EHE,2009) . (3) W-SFCW (1) 3 20 i 245 &
AAH T A K I B A T i S - AR - IR AR A 28
1T A0 T2, BRT AU ELBR (] ik 4%,
2004) , (4)#E7K coD,, B faf i shig K, i R 4
fR e oo 67 17 B T B0
2.3 TN BB

TN #ERWEER L BRFME 5 i, 1.2 5K
TN S H K239k 11.7 #1108 mg - L, 225
B3R 510 60.4% F1 63.7% , Horb 2 SR LR 1L
1 SIRIS 7 3.3% ,2 S PRXT TN eIk 4 SR ik -,

TE7 A LAET, 1.2 5K TN B R BR R 4
Wb F B TE SRR ST A Ry T2 R AL AR X
B A R S S AL AL TR 3—7 T TR i
e, e R v B A T A A RN R Ak (9 T
4,2002) , AN, RN AR 4 G A AL T TR
KT, 6 N W ISGE TS 22 | () B AR XA d S A
iz ) A AT &AL (X & 55,2005,
BHRGEERE )G, FRERSN 7T—11 H,1.2
SR F B AR5 64.8% 1 69.1% ,2 5 IR I%
5 4.3% RN FERZ N EY RN D ST
B, 2 S R R R AR R A A BT, AR AR )
FAER, 2 F IR M S X AR R 2 g K — 28 B A R
TR, WERMEK 12 HERFE2 A,1.2
SRR L BR 2R 0N 49.0% F1 50.0% , Hi# L
TS HME 7T—11 A5 FFET 15.8%
18.8% , 43 AT A A AU (o A% i R i AR K 2218 A
Yy SOV F R 55, e R N A 25 B 32 K 5wl AL AN
FAE AR, T ELAR T 2R 858 T AR AR &R B s 481 AR
INCH T RS 2016) (75 HE B 1] 4 498 4 355 114 355
TS A R =W s D N N T e = W S R 2 A
BE AR ARG ™ B 5% M) T A TR RN S TR Y 3
(BMREE ,2011) (A4 2 A T30 i E 2809 3028 B
FZ M, 7—8 Ak TN K JEMKT 9 mg - L', {H

1.2 SIREBRFEL BRI A GG, i B R
a2 T R SR T 1 B A TR R (3K LS, 2006) |,
WAMT N LR, BARHK COD, AL, H
COD/TN HAE KT 5, b 3 Jo v Ji 4 4% B 1% A L
Yrtie b A Ak At e 2 i AR (3% /N AR A5, 2008) 5
b, B ZE PRI ) A A R

= 90 —e— 12K No.1 bed —8— 22k No.2 bed - 80

< —a— #IK Inflow

3 80 - F 70

© = —

~ 70 - L 60T,

p .

é 60 4 L 50 w

& 50 % L 40 "é

8 40 A . 30

&

# 30 L 20
20 10

SO oo ooooo0o9oS S0 o
N N N AN N N N N N N NN NN N
HER Date

Bl 5 TN FpRRAME KMk E
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