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plant absorb: 0.0767 g/ (m?*d) 4.48% plant absorb:0.045 ¢/ (m?*d) 3.41%

afflux N outtl afflux N Outflow
(1.7—4mg/L) il (0.8—4mg/L)
Conrami%on Joad: ™= 87.78% contamination Toad: 92.73%
1.71g/me*d 1.32g/m?*d

Soil effect:0.132g/ (m?*d ) 7.74% soil effect:0.051g/ (m2*d ) 3.86%

wetland with Phragmites communis Trin.

7

Outflow

wetland with Phalaris arundinacea L.

plant absorb:0.033 g/ (m2*d) 5.89%, plant absorb:0.0121 g/ (m2*d) 2.12%

afflux P
(0.38—1.5mg/L)
contamination load:
a/m?*d

afflux P
(0.3—1.5mg/L )
contaminatiognl Toad: ™

0.57g/me*d
soil effect:0.0239:9/ (m2*d ) 4.49%

Outflow
P> 93.39%

Soil effect:0.086g/ (m?*d ) 15.35%

wetland with Phragmites communis Trin. wetland with Phalaris arundinacea L.

afflux COD outfl afflux COD i
(2.6—7.1mg/L) iilany (2.3—6.2mg/L) utiiow
m"[amina'iuglMad: - 84.3% contamination load: ™=} 88.6%
2.91g/m?*d 2.55g/m?*d

soil effect :0.457g/ (m?*d ) 15.7% soil effect:0.291g/ (m?*d ) 11.4%

wetland with Phragmites communis Trin. wetland with Phalaris arundinacea L.
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