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water supply system — January 2000
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Summary of Results

~Conclusion and Recommendations




Why do we care about arsenic in
Nepal ?




Analytical Methods

GFAAS Results
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Sample Frequency by Well Age
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Summary of Results
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Nitrates vs. Depth

Nitrate Concentration Vs. Well Depth
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Ammoniavs. Depth
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Nitrate Concentrations in Rural
vs. Urban Environments
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Motivation
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/. Jartest Experiments
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Analysis of Jartest Data
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Turbidity Removal Efficiency vs. Dosage
Using "Raw" Samples as Control
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Final Turbidity vs. Dosage
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Turbidity vs. Settling Velocity
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Turbidity vs. Settling Velocity
Closeup View
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Water Treated through Manual
Co '
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_ Conclusions
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* High turbidity removal effici
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Microbia Tests

Total Coliform

IP1 Purifier (no ClI)

IPI Purifier (with ClI)

Indian Filter

Nepalese Filter

Avalilability of Filters
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Disinfection Study
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Chlorine Disinfection
HEORY

Ultraviolet Disinfection
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| Solar Disinfection
4 IN THEORY * IN PRACTICE

Solar Disinfection

Solar Intensity (26/1/00)
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Solar Disinfection

Water Temperature vs Time of Day
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Purpose: Tofind ...

Who needs POU ?




Who can afford POU ?
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What are the products ?

How to expand use ?

36



Socia Carrier of Technology ?
A difficult and controversial issue

Conclusions
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