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KHQ SRVVLEOH ZH SURYLGH ULJKWYV LQIRUPDWLRQ LQ FDWDORJ UHFRUG
DFFRPSDQLHVY FROOHFWLRQV RU LWHPYVY +RZHYHU LW LV DOZD\V WKH XVFI
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FIGURE 3 RI SYSTEM FLOW RANGES
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FIGURE 4 Dissolved Nitrogen Speciation
Samples collected during Winter.
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FIGURE 5 Dissolved Nitrogen Speciation
Samples collected during Spring.
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Effluent Score

ORG-N & NH3 SCORE

Figure 6
Effiluent score vs G W Score
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Figure 7
BOD score vs ORG-N & NH3
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Table 9 Data include in Figure 8
Facility NH3 lnorvss e sigrd | FIOW (Ql/dly) |sserace arga (e |Actusl hyd 1dg, gl/ac/dy |PRETREATMENT]
ADELL 7.04 44,600 1.05 42,470 |Act Sludge
ALMOND 3.75 35,000 1.3 26,923 |Stab Pond
BIRCHWOOD 0 33,300 222 15,000 |Aerated L
BOYCEVILLE, VILLAGE 0.13 203,782 234 8,709 |Aerated L
BRUCE WATER & SEWER 1.65 149,777 13 11,521 |Stab Pond
BUTTERNUT 4.5 485,000 13 37,308 |Stab Pond
|COCHRANE 0 45,000 10.6 4,200 |Stab Pond
CRANDON WATER & SEWER 15 179,391 4.7 73,800 (Stab Pond
GOODMAN SANITARY DIST 4 35,7127 0.7 51,039 |T Filter
IRON RIVER SANITARY DIST 3.63 34,909 1.5 23,273 (Stab Pond
LONE ROCK 0.1 29,000 2.04 14,200 |Aerated L
MILLTOWN 2.8 41,000 0.8 51,250 |Aerated L
MINONG 0 80,000 6.27 13,000 |Aerated L
MOUNT TELEMARK LODGE 1.15 9,000 (Act Sludge
MUSCODA, VILLAGE OF 5 158,273 5.12 30,913 |Stab Pond
oseocTy 32 191,478 14.96 12,800 [T Filter
PARDEEVILLE 2.7 137,000 3.54 38,700 |Aerated L
SAUK-PRAIRIE SEWER 18.64 512,000 5.34 95,880 (Aerated L
SOLON SPRINGS, VILLAGE OR 0 70,910 4.61 15,382 [Stab Pond
SPOONER 15.13 157,173 1.9 82,723 |Aerated L
UNITY, VILLAGE OF 0.01 27,590 1.8 15,328 [Stab Pond
WAUSAUKEE 10 119,900 1.8 65,000 |Stab Pond
WINTER VILLAGE OF 11.2 63,000 1.03 61,165 (Stab Pond
WIS DVA VETS 3 290,000 9.4 30,851 |Act Sludge

Figure 8 Ammonia increase over bkgrd vs Actual Hyd Ldg

20
18 1
16
Ammonia 2 mg/l over
increase
over 12 4
background

concentrations

(mg/)

NR140 Ammonia limit of

bkgrd levels.

Hyd Ldg=20,000 gl/ac/dy

Regressed line:
Y intercept = -2.0
Slope = 0.000195

40

(Thousands)
Actual hydraulic loading rate (Gl/Ac/Dy)

80

100

33









































































































































































































































































































	Blank Page



