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How do management goals, stormwater
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across climate regions?
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Constructed stormwater wetlands (CSWs) are
stormwater management infrastructure designed to
reduce pollutant loads entering downstream aquatic
systems by mimicking natural wetland processes.

Nitrogen and Phosphorous Cycling in Constructed Wetlands

* Most research on their effectiveness has been done
in temperate climates.
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) S o — NN _. >0 Does rewetting of dried sediments cause a pulse of nutrients?
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systems that depend on storm flows.
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How does vegetation composition and abundance vary Results Interesting differences between sites for SRP and NO;
between sites? Is leaching and decomposition of wetland Substantial variation in soils within sites— hotspots?

vegetation a significant source of macronutrients?
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g leching mesoroum | == FIIEISE Questions  How effectively do CSWs uptake and store sediment and nutrients?
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experiment. V— — How does uptake and storage change with variations in discharge?
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Control HOBO Water Level loggers +
ISCO Automated Samplers
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Nutrient and Sediment Flux:
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