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Table(1) The primary characteristics of the soil column test

S g it OT oo Ol o s e Obpr Sy S e by Sl il
Material sdize T SEuL
Pore volume  Vapor flow velocity Stable flow  Volumetric soil Soil Texture
(PV) (v) rate moisture
(cm®) (cmh™) @, (0)
(cmh™) (%)
s Sk 737.9 143 4.70 0.47 Loamy Sand
Macrospore (LS)
PR 926.3 18.2 7.04 0.59 Sandy Loam
Matrix (SL)

ns * **

Wl s gma e M 5 Lo s oy & e 53 Jla e M| odiasOli CS Sy
** * and ns, respectively, indicate a significant difference P<0.01 , P<0.05 and the non-significant difference.
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Figure(1) Schematic and vertical view of columns
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Table(2) Resource changes and their effect on the average output concentration (C,), filtration
coefficient (A7), relative adsorption index (Sg), and maximum depth (Zy,,) in soil columns

Sl e 5Kk

(Mean Square)

. ;;’.'Jf'v-]ﬂ-b L S (g 2> e Rt
Source Change @l s filtration i .
Degrees of average ou'gput coefficient re z_atlvg maximum
freedom concentration ) adsorption index depth
(Cav) (SR) (Zmax)
é”l”“ ity) 2 0.012" 0.03385™" 0.0395" 18.38"
alinity
-.J;L“)hs *k * * *
o 2 0.031 0.01062 0.0516 2.39

(Diameter of Macrospore)

oSl kX g, sh

(Salinityx Diameter of 4 0.0046" 0.00259" 0.0039" 0.10"
Macrospore)
Lo

18 0.0059 0.0030 0.0006 0.0041
(Error)
@) ol x5 s s
(C(’V) G 0.08 0.63 0.04 0.71

ns * **

el s e b Ml 5 o )3 oy s oty e 53 ola e Ml ediasOls CS Sy
“ "and "™, respectively, indicate a significant difference P<0.01 , P<0.05 and the non-significant difference
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Figure(2) Mean comparison of the interaction between the macrospore diameter and salinity on
mean output concentration of E.coli
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Figure(3) Mean comparison of the interaction between the macrospore diameter and salinity on
filtration coefficient of E.coli
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Figure(4) Mean comparison of the interaction between the macrospore diameter and salinity on the
relative adsorption index of E. coli
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Figure(5) Mean comparison of the interaction between the macrospore diameter and salinity on the
maximum depth of E.coli
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