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The influence mechanism of stormwater reduction and water purification of

urban riparian buffer strip on different stormwater and buffer strip conditions
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Abstract; This simulation study investigated the function of riparian buffer strips in reducing rainstorm-runoff and purifying
pollutants under various conditions of rainstorm types, durations, recurrence periods, slopes of the riparian buffer strip,
vegetation coverage, and first flush. Simulation of rainstorm-runoff and buffer strip conditions indicated that the pluviometric
runoff coefficient of the riparian buffer strip ranged from 0.29 to 0.55. The riparian buffer strip function in reducing
rainstorm-runoff worked better when storm duration was short, and the recurrence period was long. The reduction of
rainstorm-runoff was also better when the buffer strips had gentle slopes and good vegetation cover. Pollutant removal rates
were ; suspended solids 66.41%—90.29% , total nitrogen 44.48%—64.90% , ammonia nitrogen 32.72%—63.68% , total
phosphorus 89.83%—95.04% , and chemical oxygen demand 34.32%—66.23%. There is no clear trend of riparian buffer
strip’s purifying function in different storm types. The riparian buffer strip can purify first flush because of the higher

reduction rate to high concentration runoff pollutants. In addition, the riparian buffer strip purifies better when the surface
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flow velocity is slower.
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Table 1 Based on the Beijing rainstorm formula, the 1-hour-rainfall front peak in 1a, 5a and 20a

J¥5 Order I Bf Time/min 0—12 12—24 24—36 36—48 48—60
1 EH 1a 7 BEFERN 2/ mm 17.12 7.39 4.81 3.61 2.93
2 I Sa /BRI mm 26.83 11.59 7.53 5.66 4.58
3 FI 20a 43 B R it/ mm 34.25 16.41 11.28 8.80 7.32
4 T 04 TR 75 43 B KA T et/ mm 26.83 11.59 7.53 5.66 4.58
5 rp e Y 250 43 B I Y it/ mm 5.12 9.56 26.83 9.56 5.12
6 S VA TR 7R 43 B R T et/ mm 4.58 5.66 7.53 11.59 26.83
7 i B/ min 0—6 6—12 12—18 18—24 24—30
0.5h 43 B R i/ mm 17.29 9.54 6.57 5.02 4.08

8 i B/ min 0—12 12—24 24—36 36—48 48—60
2h 43 BEFE Y/ mm 26.83 11.59 7.53 5.66 4.58
i B/ min 60—72 72—84 84—96 96—108 108—120
2h 4B R M i/ mm 3.88 3.38 3.01 2.72 2.49
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Table 2 The simulated 1hour-front-peak-rain type recurrence period in 1a, 5a and 20a power meter for storm runoff pump

AR LY K, T (98 3

55 Order B} B¢ Time/min 0—12 12—24 24—36 36—48 48—60
1 EIH] 1a 3 BIEK R/ (L/h) 642.06 277.28 180.26 135.51 109.71
2 I Sa S BEIE KRR/ (L/h) 1006.03 434.46 282.44 212.33 171.90
3 FEH 20a Sr B KR/ (L/h) 1284.29 615.25 422.93 329.99 274.55
4 W I 7 B 3 K i/ (L/h) 1006.03 434.46 282.44 212.33 171.90
5 r B RN A B R K i/ (L/h) 192.12 358.45 1006.03 358.45 192.12
6 JE VR A BER KR/ (1L/h) 171.90 212.33 282.44 434.46 1006.03
7 At B¢/ min 0—6 6—12 12—18 18—24 24—30
0.5h 43 BF KR/ (L/h) 648.21 357.82 246.21 188.25 153.02
8 A} B¢/ min 0—12 12—24 24—36 36—48 48—60
2h 4rBe K i/ (L/h) 1006.03 434.46 282.44 212.33 171.90
Aif B¢/ min 60—72 72—84 84—96 96—108 108—120
2h B K LR/ (L/h) 145.50 126.84 112.91 102.09 93.41
Rx3 AAKLFTRMETRERFELFRFAE
Table 3 Designed concentration with different pollutants load and the dosage of reagent
A - k2T A HAA " -
itk piikgary TR AR Wi @
. . . . Chemical Ammonia . .
Design concentration Suspended solid . Nitrate nitrogen Total phosphorus
oxygen demand nitrogen
R Low load/ (mg/L) 100—200 100—200 3—5 5—10 0.5—1
5 77 High load/ (mg/L) 300—500 400—600 10—15 20—30 2—3
TETE R (A AU = ; S e Lt N e
A CARURER L) Wt (—) WARE0.6)  GILH(0.264)  WEEREN(0.139) B (0.265)
Effective mass ratio
/AR e g 300—500/ 666.67—1000/  37.88—56.82/  143.88—215.83/ 7.55—11.32/
Mass low load/high load 100—200 166.67—333.33 11.36—18.94 35.97—71.94 1.89—3.77
MR g/421—585L( AT ) Total mass 150—250 300—500 19—29 36—54 4—6

E1 EHEnnigeRA

Fig.1 Device of simulation buffer strip
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Table 4 Condition setting of experimental group

Order Slope/ (°) Width species coverage/% Soil type Joad periods/a Rain type Duration/h
1-1 5 10 (SR 2 100 ¥yt 1o AT 5 AT 1
1-2 5 10 [SE D 100 1+ [t 5 J I 1
1-3 5 10 [ZES 2 100 5+ 1= B faf 5 rrild 1
2-1 5 10 [ 2 100 1t 15 S fr 1 T 1
2-2 5 10 [ZES 2 100 (Ch 1= B faf 20 ATl 1
3-1 5 10 [SES 2 100 Bt 15 St 5 g 0.5
3-2 5 10 [SES 2 100 5+ 1= B faf 5 i 2
4-1 2 10 JeEeE 2 100 1t 15 S fr 5 iU 1
4-2 10 10 [SES 2 100 5+ 1= B faf 5 i 1
4-3 15 10 [ 2 100 1t 15 T fr 5 i I 1
5-1 5 10 [HE==2 70 (Gl o5 07 5 HijE 1
6-1 5 10 RS 100 Wt fr?é;&jﬁ" S Rifigg 1

1.5 SREE T

ARSI 4 22 21 BRAUL R T A R S 08, AR A AR HOLSE 06 7 TS 45 I B AR RSO RN 2% oo 1 i 0k
A EE , SCR AT B AR AR — 5, HAGE RN .

(1) W S B b A RO AR IR B s SR U A5 0o Sl A R R

(2) MG 1 T BN 5 A SE I T K S A AR A b AR 28 3 [T f FRE RS 0.01 g) FREUH
IO (5 e A SE B 25, Pl HvR 355

(3) W5 /K I a2 m IR, ARSI 6 A0 A I 750 00 T 35 A4 16, 55 /I o 1 o v SR s il HE K I
Fgad 12 min $Z B 2 RGBT D3RI TR

(4) TE W LI 2E B R (5 m 4b) AT 30 min, AERE 5 min YWHE—IK T B &R KEE ;30—60 min, £ 15
min WAE— KR ;60 min DU ERTREAS R 30 min YA —ROKEE, JHARic, e 8 FH(10 m 4b) , &k 5
min YWEE—IK F B AR FKEE ;30—60 min, BEFE 15 min Y —IRKAE ;60 min DUG ZARFES R 30 min IE—IK
IKEE IR

(5) TEZE Wi R =] Ak | A # R AR M IT LA 5 FERR 5 min AR5 R0 FEH5E HUK D AR HE , 5T 30 min, £ 5
min FEFT—VKIME ;30—60 min, &F 15 min HEF7—IRME ;60 min LU ERFEE R 30 min #H17—1K,

(6) BT TR B 52 1S 30 min PNARSEIREE /K

(7) SEBAE TG 5 h PREFISCEE AR BEBEAT VAT, 24 h PN 36 25 A K6 00 Jo R0 A X B2 Xof KRR v g [ 4 77
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Fig.2 Flow velocity at inlet and outlet of buffer strips under different experimental factors
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Table 5 Storm runoff coefficient under different experimental factors

ARG B ]

TR AR AL R HE AR U AR AL WA S /5 I 1]

TR R 5 Discharge Pluviometric Oceurrence time Peak delay
Order Experimental factors runoff coefficient runoff coefficient of Om,lﬁ runoff smc:e time/min
experiment start/min

1-1 [oE A 0.50 0.40 6 11
1-2 JE 0.59 0.55 12 2
1-3 rhdg 0.57 0.52 11 6

2-1 EHL la 0.37 0.29 8 13
1-1 5a 0.50 0.40 6 11
2-2 20 a 0.53 0.44 5 10
3-1 ey 0.5h 0.57 0.42 7 12
1-1 1h 0.50 0.40 6 11
32 2h 0.45 0.34 6 11
4-1 G ulvili 20 0.42 0.32 9 14
1-1 50 0.50 0.40 6 11
42 10° 0.57 0.43 5 10
4-3 15° 0.60 0.46 4 9
5-1 FE B 585 13 70% 0.56 0.42 5 10
1-1 100% 0.50 0.40 6 11

2.1.3 BT 50

i F A AT I RS ZR M DT A 0.5 h 1 h 2 h LR AR S A5 3 MR W E AR AR, L S
s, Z R R 0.5 h ISP AR i AR R ok, o 0.42, HJE B M I R 1 h B, 24 0.40, R IS 4 2 h
B A9 SF Y N AR I R AR/, O 0.34 AR R S TN AR U R B BUME IR (R R A BRIV 7K % oty 76 F B0
WIAR TR 0 25T, 70 28 TR 7 B A 2 MBS R o, b A = 3 W 7 S % Pty A A58 37 1 B ) 6 AR AR [
Jifst A7 0.5 h 5256 T /KPS 6 min —IR, 5 1 h 2 h Z2FTAH LG, 28 A ] DX Ta) /)N X6l RR DR AR X
TR, DR B — a2 15822, AE =R DT BT AR D A (3R B [t A A ] 5 2 ) 300D ) 5 A2 ) 30 )
AHIE
2.1.4  ZE PR A S

I AR I R I 5 a BHLR AR I AL IR ZE R TR G v B R 2° .50 ,10°  15° BRI &
BRI FR N3R5 iz, NG AH [F) 2 AR S, 92 bl 33 R 20 i) S 57 W 428 0 3R 5/ 032, Bl 2% iy B 78
PP BT T AT R AR I R BOE W T R 0.40.0.43 ,0.46 Y A2 250 T SRR U 2 B0 BUAH R A4 #1
A, BIVEEIK G2 wpvly 73 B A/ N BB XoF R 7K ) i 7 A FH e o, O L 8 808 T - by 41 3R 428 I 0 £ 1 B0 A sl 1]
SMASKTE , G2 P 35 B2 1) AR AR P-4 A3 0 ZR 0 AR A L ST [i] | 0 {1 S8 5 bsf [ 194 S e i W 4
2.1.5 G R B T B 1) R

I LR M R A R O 70% A1 100% 55 T LR AR I SC B0 25 31 TR IR M R 5, ik 5 i
IR AR BT BN T0% I SE- YA R B R N 0.42, IR H5E H 100% 15 4 0.40, SE34 3 A2 1 R A0
SN AR AR AR BRI A, RDVEE /K 2% oty 7 WL s B 0 v (R R, b T /K 1 7 88 A I ik, - L B T
USSR AR O A LR A B 1]
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Table 6 Reduction rate of pollutants in different rainstorm types

Order Experimental factors wolid Total nitrogen nitrogen phosphorus oxygen demand
1-1 [ogi i 85.69 56.88 48.97 93.92 50.40
1-2 J I 79.76 52.59 40.18 89.83 34.32
1-3 g 87.68 52.61 36.92 91.50 36.33
2-1 I la 70.74 44.48 57.50 94.41 57.39
1-1 5a 85.69 56.88 48.97 93.92 50.40
22 20a 77.78 46.85 32.72 95.04 53.38
3-1 T T T3 s 0.5h 76.44 60.93 46.98 94.19 55.82
1-1 1h 85.69 56.88 48.97 93.92 50.40
3-2 2h 79.72 60.76 63.67 94.44 63.87
6-1 B3 nf SR 74.35 33.50 27.92 87.24 44.85
1-1 Xof BE 2 85.69 56.88 48.97 93.92 50.40

2.2.1  F A5

W 6 Frow , WA TS G -S4 MR LU, SRIEZE vpafy X TP Y L BRRAL , XF COD 1 L BRFEAL, A
[ R R R rP RS Y i R 2 R, Hoh 6T SS (2 B RAEAE 79%—88% 2 [H] | Hij I 5 i Ik
B TR LBREE S B0, P S PRAE 14825 . TN RBRFIE 52%—57% Z 18], AR ALIRZS T 2:BR 66 1 22 51
AR, NH,-N LRI —E 225, AT AR T NH,-N 2R PR A T i i 20.44% , & ohifi %t TP
ML RA T 88.69%—97.46% Z 1], XF COD 1 BRHAE 34%—51%Z ], sy BT SLge 25 5% AN [ Wi B 45 4 3=
BRI T8 B AR IR e L U S ) 52 ety /K B A A5 R IR R TR] 92 ety 7K B e AR 7 N (] 22 T T R 4% R o i
RS
2.2.2 N[ EE S RR AR UL A 5 M)

W 6 FizR, T TP EBRREE  (EAHIH TN S B R IER T COD, NH,-N 2B R 1E = Fl
TR, Hp ol X SS M EBRER R S a —il i, R KT 1 a —#H 20 a —i8 YK H R
TN 255K AE 44.48%—56.88% 2 18] FEEE I N 5 a BRI E iR . X NH,-N 59525108 RAE AN 6
FEIWIF 208K, 1 a —BAM N 20 a — B84 & 24.78% ., TP [ EXEIEER22 08N, = FiAS [ &
P N AE 93.92%—97.58% Z (0], COD M HIHAE 50.40%—57.39% Z (8], [RIFE 2250088/, 43 AT S 5 45
SV TR) R 2 T 2 AR IR ik P A8 3 9 AN (] 2 ot K B v A BSOS [R) 2 T R S B B
2.2.3  ZW IR

W 6 Fim , W2 2 BR R AT L AT, i TP e iRy 5 H A4 S g AR ] A4 525 TN
FHIERBRFES COD AHRL, NH,-N (9 L BR3RAE 3 Fi sk F 2240k, Horh B wty X TN 1) K BR % AE 56.88%—
60.93% Z[i] , Z& W IS4 0.5 h B BR3P Y fl fe iy o % NH,-N AP BIHIR3R T ) 2 h 28 7 428 56 S 45 SR A
K, DI 0.5 h Fl 1 h 55 16.69% Fl 14.70% , TP #9735 il 98 5 22 5 30N, = AN [\] %) 25 3001 45 44 F 7€ 93.
92%—94.44% 2 ] , COD HIHIIRAE 50.40%—63.87% Z 8], ZrHr szt 4 5 | AN [A) 5 30 400 2 19 32 SR B 7
TR AN ], 28 s 7K B A R AR AN [ 2% W D7 5 254 AR 1 A S A
2.2.4 WA SRR R vl 5 )

H 2 6 AT LUE H, B7 3 il 21 45 15 e 0 F- 40050 0 38 BH S 41K ) BRZEL s Y P35 8% . 1l T 3 e ) 512
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YO 12 min i FH SR AR TS R EL , J5 48 min (EFHRHERE , X B ZH S 7R 0 o vk FEAR I 15 e i L
DAL Ak 3R G ) St A — B R I DR YA i 22 57

GIHT IR AE R G i 0T e v BE AR I TS e IR R v DR IR T e v ) 45 2875 e e 8 R HE AL
U RBRVERT . BERE T EAT , V5 Ye vk FE R T RAIR , 22 oty X 15 G i) KBt A3 T R R
2.3 ol RRIE XS L 7
2,31 ZE i RE RS

W 7 Jis , AR 2% s 5 B O 6 i P SS TN  NH,,-N I TP P-4 1) okt 5 75 4R 5 PR AH ) A9 A8 Fh R . Y
W BER /NG U I DU A T G A e R A e I AR T v 3K WO S G A 1 T B4 L e 3 T
MYERE A 150, 3k PSS TS e AE 3 it vh P BT H R B I, COD ~F- X IR 2 AR TR B K/ &R, hy 20>
10°>5°>15°, COD VI A5 55 Sh U2 e W) - Y MR A A0 A 22 5 (B AR R — 20 S8, 40 AT
BUAE L G vhaiy B P A ORI, SRR T A 08 FLI /D | SR % - HEREAE TN 7T 43 MW RS e, R e S

RT FEERFFHETEROBEBE

Table 7 Reduction rate of pollutants in different riparian buffers

;l;:;u %4/ ) ‘ S5/ f.;‘» y MR = L
S ez rjlil% & A B P % % AR % /% ﬂc%ﬁ%@/%
Experimental Suspended . Ammonia Total Chemical oxygen
Order . Total nitrogen .
factors solid nitrogen phosphorus demand
4-1 ez 2° 90.29 64.90 62.16 94.80 66.23
1-1 5° 85.69 56.88 48.97 93.92 50.40
4-2 10° 72.41 53.19 42.73 92.50 55.84
4-3 15° 66.41 50.57 37.65 91.98 45.93
5-1 Y 3 JEE 70% 76.84 47.20 35.67 91.25 41.28
1-1 100% 85.69 56.88 48.97 93.92 50.40

2.3.2 P AEYEEE R RN

] 2 Wit 4 ke 2 E RO F 3 P SS VTN NH,-N TP 1 COD - 147 1]y %8 76 40 52 30 4 AH 5] A 728 A B0 A 244
B B /INET It P b R G T AR R AR ARR , AR 5 B A v B 33X L Y AT R i
o SMATSEIGAE A, T RE A TR B 5 B A e e, TR M 3 B o XS Y — o W S, O ELAE DY 25
AR R AN, AR I P B TE Y S 1 AR A s TR PR DR R

3 ZitERE

AR5 38 3 A o] A S, Xof R e R T 3 T Y K 5 el R A 5 7K v R 5 i AL
PEATHIESY , EEAF I DL T 4518 .

(1) TEAN [R5 W B B0 T DO I G2 iy B e 2 P AL o B2 SR F T T /K 2 P 7 AR [ 2 55
55 BT AR 0 T B B A AR I R B SR AE 0.29—0.55 Z ],

(2) B EZEXT 10 m A TASHULGE vhaty 72 0 MUk 7= A A R0CR Ry 2R I I 52 e 2 T 9 78RR 0497 2 (O
< r < DMK, RERRARSH K, BEENW (1< a <20)#8K, 2R REB/N, 250K o.
5—2h) ,lEEHREOE/N, G B (20—15°) Bim AR R AR . A 178 55 (70%—100% ) #%

(3) FEANIRI RN % RN E UI] 22 T D G2 phfy S R | % iy AEL DY B 5 B R T, AN [R) T e 22 B o3
3K+ SS K 66.41%—90.29% . TN N 44.48%—64.90% NH,-N N 32.72%—63.68% . TP Jj 89.83%—95.
04% ,COD 4 34.32%—66.23% , .25 whafy 7K B it A AR I AEAS [R5 W RRAE T A S s I J A4, e R AT 1°F
W 2SI S — RS TSR il Y SRR 28 AR R TR SRR T, R T AR g
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X B AR ALK B RICR S

(4) PEADL S o 3l e 81 ISC AN [+ e 58 (300 s B, PR UL BT ) 95 Qe A D AL s 9 38 AT e JEE A 4L 40
SRS, U D R A SR 5 B R AR T ek B AR N 35 S My R AR, RISz et )
Fe U R G QWA T RE A P iR K AL fiE

ARSI 08 o A Ay e AT ) 8 R AR TR AR AU B G vl R AL RS DLER 52 55 ooy 5 T A2 3L F) 1) DR /K o o1
VERT WIAEARGE T 45 ma R 1- AVE IR . 6ok 22 oV O B S A 3 ol 2 G0 R Ak it , G A 5 AR RIS 2k —
A PEAT SRS, I GE I HE NS 22 S A, ke e T M A S Y5 A 2 e o A AL DR K S AR T Y
PRI S AN TR T £ 2 (5 B it AL 30 st e e (3t B i A T 8 SCHE
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