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Fig S1. Monthly conductivity, nitrate and total coliform removal through the treatment 12 
stages over four months (February, March, April and May 2017). Line graph for mean 13 

parameters (SD as bars) and cumulative percentage removal (dashed line): conductivity for 14 
(a) System 1 and (b) System 2; nitrate (NO3-) for (c) System 1 and (d) System 2; and total 15 

coliforms (e) System 1 and (f) System 2 16 
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Fig S2. Relationship between weekly rainfall (white bars) and removal of E. coli in the 21 
effluent (black symbol) over the sampling period: rainfall and E. coli densities for (a) System 22 

1 and (b) System 2 23 
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