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Some past studies have found This bromoted us to evaluate
Rapid tests can be used to The accuracy of these tests to test strips to be accurate (Isbell the aFc);curapc of rapid tests 1o
evaluate the performance of measure wastewater properties and Mercer, 2006), while others measure was):ewatepr roperties
advanced onsite wastewater from advanced OWTS has not have found them inaccurate for tom advanced N-rFe)m(F))vaI
treatment systems (OWTS). been investigated. measuring properties in fresh
OWTS.
water (Murphy et al., 2014).
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x| | We plotted laboratory values
We collected wastewater samples from the We compared values from rapid tests to s against rapid test values and
most commonly installed advanced N- values from standard (laboratory) I P R R | used a t-test to detect significant
removal OWTS in Rhode Island from March methods to evaluate the accuracy of o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 (differences in intercept and
to July 2015 from 42 different systems. rapid tests. Laboratory Values slope from those of an ideal line.
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