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> 80  Platforms Used in Calibration & Testing
Daily Water & P Balances, .01-150 km2, 1-30yrs



K Calibrations to Wetland Community Types



Calibration Time Series – STA-1W Cell 4 ( SAV )



Calibration Time Series – STA-6 Cell 5 (PEW)



Calibration Time Series – Iron Bridge (Emergent)



Calibration Time Series – Crescent Lake (Reservoir)



WCA-2A Gradient TP Concentrations
DMSTA Simulation, 1978-2004
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Actual Operation

Full Operation 
Assumed in Design

STA-2 Simulation, 2001-2007



STA-1W Simulation, 2000-2007
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Inflow Variability
Volume Freq of STA Inflows ‐‐ Rescaled to Mean HRL = 2 cm/d
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Trends in EAA Farm Monitoring Data by Basin Runoff FWM Concentration
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Achieving Treatment Goals

– Sufficient Source Controls
– Sufficient Treatment Area  
– Sufficient Flow Equalization
– Internal Flow Distribution
– Operation in Design Ranges 
– Vegetation Management
– Research & Monitoring


