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ABSTRACT

Waste stabilization ponds (WSP) exist worldwide to treat wastewater, especially in warm climates. They are characterized by

simple operation and maintenance and over 50 years many WSP were built in urban communities in Namibia. This study charac-

terized and evaluated nine of these WSP systems in terms of their influent and effluent water quality and compared them with

the requirements for water reuse in agriculture. In their current state none of them adhered with the Namibian or the new Euro-

pean reuse standards, especially due to tCOD concentrations above 100 mg/L caused by high algal fractions in the pCOD. The

algae related chlorophyll-a concentrations correlated linearly with the pCOD and this correlation can therefore be used to frac-

tionate the tCOD for further judgement. Additionally, microbial community analyses determined the composition of pathogens

in the WSP influent and effluent, this helped to assess potential risks and distinguish between potentially toxic and non-toxic

cyanobacteria. The EU requirement of less than 1,000 E. coli per 100 mL for fodder crop irrigation was only achieved with one

WSP system which was enhanced with additional pre- and post-treatment. This research delivers a first overview of the current

situation and can be used as basis to establish possible enhancement measures for existing WSP as well as to investigate poss-

ible effluent application in agricultural irrigation.
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HIGHLIGHTS

• First systematic evaluation of nine pond systems in Namibia.

• All WSP do not fulfill national and international requirements for water reuse with their current design and operation.

• High COD due to algae requires adaptations to meet reuse standards.

• Acinetobacter were more abundant in the influent and Mycobacterium in the effluent.

• EU E. coli-requirement for irrigation of fodder crops is only reached with enhancements.
This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution Licence (CC BY 4.0), which permits copying,
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GRAPHICAL ABSTRACT

INTRODUCTION

Waste stabilization ponds (WSP) are a cost-effective treatment option for towns in water scarce areas with only
few disadvantages such as large land requirements, high methane emissions and high concentrations of chemical

oxygen demand (COD) and total suspended solids (TSS) in the effluent due to algae (Mara 2004; Alves et al.
2020). Conventional pond system design consists of an anaerobic pond (AP) followed by a facultative pond
(FP) and several maturation ponds (MP) (Von Sperling 2007).

In many African countries WSP are most common for wastewater treatment (Nikiema et al. 2013; Kihila et al.
2014; Bansah & Suglo 2016; Zacharia et al. 2019; Janeiro et al. 2020; K’Oreje et al. 2020; Edokpayi et al. 2021).
But compared to Latin America (Nelson et al. 2004; Hernandez-Paniagua et al. 2014; Verbyla et al. 2016; Dias
et al. 2017; Alves et al. 2020) and Australia (Buchanan et al. 2018; Gruchlik et al. 2018; Rose et al. 2019) limited

information is available about their performance and potential for water reuse in agriculture. Additionally, the
occurrence and composition of the algal biomass in WSP has been investigated worldwide (Pham et al. 2014;
Wallace et al. 2015; Eland et al. 2018; Liu et al. 2020) but not much in Africa.

In regions without perennial receiving water bodies such as Namibia, WSP concepts also include an evapor-
ation pond (EP) (DWAF 2008) to facilitate complete evaporation. Alternatively, reuse of the effluent, e.g. for
irrigation, has a twofold benefit: the treated wastewater is put to use and provides an important source of

water and nutrients (Mara 2009). But WSP are often overloaded due to high population growth and effluent
values often exceed the required quality standards for water reuse (Ho & Goethals 2020).

Water reuse requires certain quality standards, with focus on COD removal and reduction of pathogens. Nutri-
ents such as nitrogen, phosphorous and potassium can remain in the water and add additional value for the

irrigation of plants as they complement fertilization. COD threshold values range from 100 mg/L in Namibia
(DWAF 2012) to 125 mg/L under the new EU regulation (EU 2020) (Table 1) but are often exceeded due to
the formation of algae biomass (Alves et al. 2020) that is not well retained in WSPs and thus detected in the efflu-

ent. Algae are not necessarily harmful and might even be beneficial for irrigation purposes, with the exception of
potentially toxic species (Eland et al. 2018).

Depending on the reuse application, i.e. irrigation of green space, fodder crops or vegetables, different levels of

reduction for pathogens are required. WSP rely on natural UV disinfection and the efficiency depends on the
appropriate hydraulic retention times. Thus effluent quality has to be monitored carefully.

For Africa and particularly in Namibia only limited information about the water quality attained by WSP of

different design, state of operation and general condition is available. Therefore, this study aims to provide a
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Table 1 | Effluent water quality and performance comparison: load reduction and effluent concentrations judged against the Namibian (DWAF 2012) and EU (EU 2020) standards

The WSP are grouped according to their system setup. Green indicate WSP that fulfil the requirements, yellow show concentrations up to 20% above the requirements or values for slight to moderate irrigation restrictions (Ayers & Westcot

1985) and in red are all the WSP that are more than 20% above the requirements.
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first data set of nine WSP systems in the north of Namibia, focusing on physical-chemical parameters and the
microbial community. In particular, we investigated the microbial community composition with a focus on patho-
gens and cyanobacteria using modern sequencing methods. Such data has not yet been published and therefore

adds new insights into the diversity of the microbial community in addition to standard indictor organisms.
Additionally, the WSP systems were compared by means of standard physical-chemical wastewater parameters

to generate an overview of inflow and effluent values of mostly overloaded WSP with various configurations. This
also includes the calculation of total COD effluent values without algal matter in order to compare the effluents

with the national and international COD requirements which could otherwise only be reached with high techno-
logical input.
MATERIAL AND METHODS

Data collection at nine WSP in north Namibia

This study characterized and evaluated nine WSP in North Namibia, where the majority of the country’s popu-
lation resides. Background information about each WSP was collected through semi-structured interviews with
the local operation managers. The water quality was analyzed between 2017 and 2020. Eight of the WSP (A–F, H

and I) remained in their original setup over the whole research period. They were anonymized to ensure confi-
dentiality. One plant (G) has been equipped with a mechanical and anaerobic pretreatment, i.e. a micro sieve and
an upflow anaerobic sludge blanket (UASB) reactor, in 2018 to reduce COD and TSS. In 2019 a post-treatment

employing a rock filter to further decrease COD, algae and pathogens (Sinn & Lackner 2020) was installed at
WSP G. At this full-scale installation further enhancement measures such as sludge removal and baffles were
also installed and investigated. G1 refers to samples from 2017 before the enhancement, G2 to samples that
were taken after the installation of the pretreatment in 2018 and G3 to the samples after the start-up of the

post-treatment in 2019.
The daily evaporation was measured at WSP G with an iMetos SD weather station (Pessl Instruments, Austria)

over four years. Due to similar climate conditions at all nine communities, an average evaporation rate of

5.4 mm/d was applied to calculate the theoretical water loss for each WSP. The surface area of the ponds was
either provided during the interviews by the responsible person or estimated from aerial images. There were
no design documents available, and therefore, no information regarding design values with respect to population

or related loading rates are provided.
Sampling and analysis

1 L grab samples were taken during dry weather seasons at the influent of the WSP system and at the outflow of
each WSP system once in October 2017 and twice in May and June 2019. Due to the local situation and lab avail-

abilities, only a limited number of samples could be analyzed. Long distances and local road conditions resulted
in different sampling times, mostly during morning hours between 10 and 12 am, but some also in the early after-
noon (2 till 4 pm). Samples were transported to the laboratory with a cooler box and analyzed within 24 h. COD

analyses were performed from homogenized (homogenizer: T 25 digital Ultra-Turrax, IKA, Germany) (total COD
(tCOD)) and filtered (0.45 μm, Whatman membrane filters, ME 25) water samples (soluble (sCOD)). The particu-
late fractions of the COD (pCOD) were calculated as subtraction of the sCOD from the tCOD. The following
parameters were analyzed with Hach cuvette tests using a spectral photometer (DR 2800, Hach Lange,

Germany): tCOD, total nitrogen (TN) and total phosphorus (TP) from homogenized samples as well as sCOD,
ammonium (NH4-N), nitrite (NO2-N), nitrate (NO3-N), phosphate (PO4-P) and potassium (Kþ) from filtered
samples. Additionally, chlorophyll-a concentrations were determined according to German standard methods

for the examination of water, wastewater and sludge (DIN 38409-60) (DIN 2019).
TSS and volatile suspended solids (VSS) were measured by German standard methods (DIN 38409-2, 1987)

(DIN 1987) using Whatman 934-AH glass microfiber filters. Electrical conductivity (EC), pH, temperature and

dissolved oxygen (DO) were analyzed with a WTW multimeter 3410 (Xylem Analytics, Germany). Additionally,
the concentrations of total coliforms and Escherichia coli (Colilert-18), Enterococci (Enterolert) and Pseudomonas
aeruginosa (Pseudalert) were measured with an IDEXX system employing a Quantiy-Tray/2000 (IDEXX,
Germany).
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16S rRNA amplicon sequencing to determine the composition of cyanobacteria

Samples were collected as biological triplicates at six (A, B, D, G, H and I) of the nine WSP in 50 mL centrifuge

tubes to determine the composition and abundance of cyanobacteria and pathogens. These tubes were centri-
fuged at 8,000 g and 4 °C for 25 minutes. The supernatant was discarded and pellets were stored at 4 °C
overnight and brought to Germany for further downstream analysis. Total genomic DNA was extracted using
the Fast DNA Spin kit for soil (MP Biomedicals, Germany) according to a modified manufacturer’s protocol

(Orschler et al. 2019). DNA concentration was analysed using Qubit 3.0 Fluorometer with Qubit dsDNA HS
kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Germany). Further, the DNA was used to perform 16S rRNA amplicon sequencing
according to the method by Agrawal et al. (2020). Then the raw data was filtered for the sequences associated

with the phylum cyanobacteria and the composition of the cyanobacteria was determined in R using ggplot.
The abundance of genera associated with pathogenic bacterial species, was determined according to a previous
study (Agrawal et al. 2020).

Data processing

The collected data was analyzed with conventional statistical methods. Concentrations below the limit of quanti-

fication (LOQ) were not considered for evaluation. COD measurements influenced by chloride concentrations
above 1,500 mg/L were also discarded. The performance of the WSP systems was evaluated by the water quality
at the inflow in comparison to the effluent quality. Additionally, the performance was related to the code of prac-

tice for wastewater reuse of Namibia (DWAF 2012), the regulation on minimum water requirements for water
reuse in the European Union (EU 2020) as well as the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) water quality
standards (Ayers & Westcot 1985). In Table 1 values shown in green indicate WSP that fulfil the requirements,

WSP in yellow indicate concentrations of not more than 20% above the requirements and all WSP in red are not
even close to the standards (.. 20% above the requirements).

Semi-structured interviews

Semi-structured interviews with operation staff in 2017 gave important background information on each WSP
system especially with regards to the total population and the population connected to the sewers and wastewater

treatment plants. This information is presented in Supplementary Material, Table SI 1. Only in a few towns tech-
nical drawings were available. Data from flow meters existed from WSP A, B and G. For the others, values were
estimated by the operators (WSP C, D, E, F, H and I).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Waste stabilization pond systems – introduction of the study sites

This is the first comprehensive evaluation of WSP in Northern Namibia. These systems have been built since the
1970s. Almost every ten to fifteen years extensions were implemented to accommodate the constant urbanisation
and population growth. The size of the towns connected to these WSP ranged from 2,300 to 50,000 inhabitants;

with connection rates from 30 to 70% (Supplementary Material, Table SI 1). Therefore, further upgrades or
enhancements would be necessary to accommodate the total population. According to the Namibian code of
practice for pond systems, WSP should only be designed for up to 5,000 population equivalents (PE) (DWAF

2008). In consequence, eight out of nine communities would need new treatment systems. This is not possible,
neither financially nor in time. Additionally, there is no local experience in operation and maintenance of acti-
vated sludge systems or trickling filters. Therefore, WSP remain the only reasonable solution under the given
circumstances.

All available details from the operators, inflow quantities and information obtained from satellite images are
summarized in Supplementary Material, Table SI 1. The surface areas of most WSP ranged between 7,000
and 50,000 m2 while two plants considerably exceeded these values with a surface areas of 200,000 and

280,000 m2. At the same time, the per capita land requirements varied from 1 to 26 m2/cap. Von Sperling
(2007) recommends values of 3 to 5 m2/cap, which means that six plants were overdesigned and should have
the capacity to serve more households. Two WSP were already too small and would need upgrades. The

depth and consequently the pond volume was available from five WSP. For the remaining four WSP the
volume was calculated with an average depth of 3.5 m for AP and 1.5 m for FP (Von Sperling 2007). The volumes
ranged from 8,300 to 360,000 m3. The theoretical hydraulic retention times (HRT) were between 12 and 302 days
as calculated from either the measured inflow or estimated values and the corresponding pond volumes. By these
a.silverchair.com/h2open/article-pdf/5/2/365/1074106/h2oj0050365.pdf
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estimates, three of the plants (B, D, H) were already below the 40 days minimum HRT of MP required for water
reuse in Namibia (DWAF 2012). This calculation does not take into account short-circuiting and the reduced
volume due to sludge accumulation over the years. At one plant, after 15 years of operation, the sludge layer

in the primary facultative pond was between 20 and 70 cm thick. So roughly 1/3 was filled with sludge. However,
in the subsequent ponds the sludge layers were much thinner. Thus, the available volumes are probably less and
the real HRTs shorter particularly in the first ponds. However, as the sludge layers could not be determined for
the other pond systems and for comparison purposes the theoretical HRT was calculated as a first estimate.

The nine WSP not only differed by size and HRT but also by the design of the different ponds. Four plants had
one treatment train, five had two parallel trains. Three treated the raw sewerage directly in FP without AP. The
number of MP varied between one at the smallest plant and up to seven at the oldest plant (D) constructed in the

1970s. All but one WSP had one or two EP at the end (Supplementary Material, Table SI 1).
Influent characteristics

The water quantity entering the different plants was between 83 and 2,160 m3/d depending on the town size and

the number of people connected. At three plants the actual inflow was measured with flow meters whilst at the
others an average inflow of 120 L/cap/d (Supplementary Material, Table SI 1) was estimated. This inflow was
confirmed by the local operators but lay below the average consumption of 163 L/cap/d in Windhoek calculated

by Uhlendahl et al. (2010). It, however, reflected the local living standard and accounts for water losses in the
systems and also from households with standpipes but no sewer connection. Based on this information the PE
loads entering each plant were calculated and compared with typical values in Europe (Germany) and Africa

(Uganda) (Tchobanoglous et al. 2014) as well as with a wastewater treatment plant using UASB and rotating bio-
logical contactors (RBC) in Outapi, Namibia (Müller 2017) (Figure 1 and Supplementary Material, Table SI 1).
The total COD (tCOD) was between 21 and 160 g/(PE·d) with an average of 88 g/(PE·d). These values were lower
than in Germany or in Uganda with 123 g/(PE·d) (calculated as twofold the biological oxygen demand (BOD)

(Tchobanoglous et al. 2014)) but only slightly higher than the 75 g/(PE·d) of the Namibian comparison. The
TSS values of 10 to 50 g/(PE·d) and 27 g/(PE·d) on average, were at a similar level as the study in Namibia
with 29 g/(PE·d), but lower than in Uganda (48 g/(PE·d)) and Germany (89 g/(PE·d)). The PE loads for TN

and TP were 5 to 13 g/(PE·d) and 0.5 to 1.7 g/(PE·d), respectively. The TN values were lower than in Germany
(11–16 g/(PE·d)) but similar to Uganda (8–14 g/(PE·d)) and Namibia with 6 g/(PE·d) on average. The TP load in
this study was within the same range as in Germany and Namibia, but more than double the load in Uganda. This

indicates that the consumption patterns in Namibia were closer to Germany than to Uganda. Overall the loads
were within the given ranges and therefore the inflow estimations were reasonable.
Figure 1 | Inflow parameters as (a) population equivalent (PE) load of the nine waste stabilization ponds (WSP) in comparison
with typical values in Germany and Uganda (Tchobanoglous et al. 2014) as well as with a biological treatment plant in Namibia
(Müller 2017) and (b) inflow concentrations (cinflow) of the nine WSP for total chemical oxygen demand (tCOD), total suspended
solids (TSS), total nitrogen (TN) and total phosphorus (TP).
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The inflow concentrations of all plants varied considerably (Figure 1 and Supplementary Material, Table SI 2).
As all samples were grab samples over a period of two years there were variations within one WSP as well as
between all systems. Especially the tCOD of the single samples covered a wide range from 175 mg/L (plant I)

to 1,331 mg/L (plant E) with an average of 733 mg/L. The TSS values were 83 to 413 mg/L and 229 mg/L on
average. Nutrient concentrations were between 39 and 106 mg/L for TN and between 3.8 and 13.9 mg/L for
TP. Inflow concentrations of soluble COD (sCOD), particulate COD (pCOD), NH4-N, PO4-P, total coliforms,
E. coli, Enterococci, pH and EC are presented in the supplementary information (Figure SI 1). This data provides

a first glance at the wastewater composition in Namibia and is valuable for further research on WSP.
Effluent characteristics

The tCOD concentrations, taken at the overflows to the EP or from the last MP of eachWSP, ranged between 116

and 755 mg/L and were all above the Namibian standard of 100 mg/L and mostly also above the EU standard of
125 mg/L (Figure 2 and Supplementary Material, Table SI 2). This reflected very well the finding of Alves et al.
(2020) in Bolivia for similar size WSP. The TSS concentrations showed an average concentration of 103 mg/L
and thus almost met the local standard of 100 mg/L. They were however above the EU requirements (EU

2020) of 60 mg/L. There are no requirements from the EU (EU 2020) for nutrient concentrations as they pose
no harm for water reuse and are even considered necessary for plant growth. On the contrary, in Namibia
(DWAF 2012) there are standards for TN, and NH4-N (33 mg/L and 10 mg/L, respectively) which were just

below the measured average effluent values of 38 mg/L and 15 mg/l. The TP concentration of 15 mg/L in the
Namibian standard was above the measured values (average 10 mg/L) and not critical. Further removal might
be required for TN and NH4-N though.

In Figure 3, the WSP were grouped according to their system setup: WSP A, B, E and F had the traditional
setup of AP, FP and MP and were all overflowing. WSP C and I had the same setup but had no effluent. WSP
D, G, and H formed the third group and represented the systems without AP. The systems without AP had
higher effluent values for tCOD and TSS, whilst the group without effluent was close to the required standard

due to the long HRT. With regards to the volumetric loading rate of the AP all plants were below the design par-
ameters of 0.10–0.35 kg BOD5/m

3/d suggested by Von Sperling (2007) (Supplementary Material, Table SI 1). At
two of the plants without AP the surface loading rate of 140 kg BOD5/ha/d of the primary FP was at the lower

end of the design values (Von Sperling 2007). The surface loading rate of plant H was almost double the design
value. The concentrations of E. coli were at a similar level in all groups. Altogether there was a wide divergence
between all nine systems with hardly any compliance to national or international standards. Within the African

context soil salinization needs consideration as well as salt acceptance of the irrigated plants. All the WSP
Figure 2 | Effluent quality (ceffluent) in comparison with the Namibian Reuse Standard (DWAF 2012) and the EU requirements
(EU 2020) for (a) total chemical oxygen demand (tCOD), total suspended solids (TSS), (b) total nitrogen (TN), ammonia (NH4-N),
total phosphorus (TP) and (c) Escherichia coli (E. coli).
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Figure 3 | Effluent quality grouped according to the waste stabilization pond (WSP) system setup: AP¼ anaerobic pond,
FP¼ facultative pond, MP¼maturation pond, *¼ pond systems without effluent. The parameters total chemical oxygen
demand (tCOD) (a), total suspended solids (TSS) (b), total chemical oxygen demand without algae (tCODw/o) (c), Escherichia
Coli (E. coli) (d) are compared with the respective reuse standard (···).
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showed EC values between 440 and 3,150 μS/cm which were within the slight to moderate restrictions of the
FAO (Ayers & Westcot 1985) and therefore allow for fodder irrigation.

Algal biomass

An important aspect to consider with regards to high tCOD effluent concentrations are algae. In WSP they find
ideal growth conditions, especially in warm climates, and thus contribute considerable amounts of biomass to the
pCOD in the effluent of MP. Measurements of chlorophyll-a can provide a first indication of the algae fraction in
the pCOD. For the nine WSP, the chlorophyll-a concentrations ranged from 58 to 1,675 μg/L and correlated lin-

early with the pCOD. These values were in the same range as in Bolivia (Alves et al. 2020). Based on this relation,
the pCOD due to algae was deducted from the tCOD and an adapted tCOD without algae (tCODw/o) was esti-
mated resulting in values between 59 and 339 mg/L and an average of 162 mg/L (Figure 4). These values did not

yet reach the required effluent standards of the EU (125 mg/L) and Namibia (100 mg/L), but gave an indication
that either algae have to be removed or there is the need for different standards if the reuse water originates from
WSP. In situations where chlorophyll-a analysis is not possible, the sCOD can also provide a first approximation.

These concentrations will indicate whether the given standards for tCOD are reachable with removal of the algae.
Too high values are an indication of an overloaded WSP or of possible non-biodegradable COD. In such cases,
further enhancement measures have to be considered. For the nine plants the average sCOD concentration was

exactly 100 mg/L with values between 47 and 251 mg/L.

Microbial ecology

Microbiological parameters are also important for water reuse and water quality. Typically, the water quality is

judged by cultivation methods capturing indicator bacteria, with total coliforms and E coli being the most popular
indicators (Liu et al. 2020). Total coliforms reached an average concentration of 3.3� 10þ06 MPN/100 mL at the
outflows which resulted in a reduction of only 2 log values. A slightly higher reduction of 3 log values
was observed for E. coli and Enterococci with average concentrations of 3.2� 10þ04 MPN/100 mL and
a.silverchair.com/h2open/article-pdf/5/2/365/1074106/h2oj0050365.pdf



Figure 4 | (a) Effluent ratio chlorophyll-a versus particulate chemical oxygen demand (pCOD) with the size indicating the
relation of pCOD to volatile suspended solids (VSS). (b) chemical oxygen demand (COD) effluent concentrations (ceffluent) as total
COD (tCOD), calculated tCOD without algae content (tCODw/o) and soluble COD (sCOD) in comparison with the Namibian Reuse
Standard (DWAF 2012) and the EU requirements (EU 2020).
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1.3� 10þ04 MPN/100 mL, respectively. The EU (2020) stipulates less than 1,000 E. coli per 100 mL for the
irrigation of fodder crops. Only one plant with a rock filter as post-treatment reached this value. Therefore,

it needs to be evaluated if the natural disinfection processes in the MP can be improved or if other measures
such as filters or technical disinfection have to be implemented. Further supporting parameters are presented
in the Supplementary Material, Figure SI 2.

The determination of fecal contamination through indicator bacteria is a common procedure, it may however
not provide an accurate or complete picture of the pathogens present in a water sample. Therefore, a sequencing
approach was also used to gain an overview over the diversity and dynamics of pathogenic genera without the

bias of culturability. The composition and abundance of the genera consisting of pathogenic species, called
‘pathogenic genera’, was thus analyzed in the influent and effluent samples of six of the WSPs (Figure 5).
Among the influent samples, the relative abundance of these pathogenic species ranged between 8 to 42%,
whereas for effluent samples it was between 1 to 20%. In WSP G, the fraction of pathogenic genera was highest

in both influent and effluent. Overall, we observed a reduction in the abundance of pathogenic genera in the efflu-
ent of all WSP. In total, 79 genera were found across all samples. Eighteen pathogenic genera were shared among
the influent samples and four among the effluent samples (Supplementary Material, Figure SI 3). Although the

cumulative abundance of low abundant pathogenic genera (i.e. having less than 0.1% abundance) was highest
in most samples, Acinetobacter was the most dominant across the influent samples (accounting for up to 16%
of the total microbial abundance) and Mycobacterium was dominant (accounting for up to 14% of the total

microbial abundance) across the effluent samples (Figure 5).
Additionally to the pathogens, sequencing analysis can also provide information about the diversity of cyano-

bacteria. All WSP showed higher overall abundance of cyanobacteria in the effluent compared to the influent

(Figure 6(a)). But in the effluent their relative abundance (in relation to all bacteria) varied significantly from
0.45 (WSP I) to 25% (WSP H). Figure 6(a) shows the different composition of the biomass samples within the
cyanobacteria at genus levels for the six WSP. Overall, Synechococcus was most dominant (i.e. up to 45%),
followed by Cyanobium (approximately. 7%) and Chlorella (approximately. 5%); others showed a relative abun-

dance lower than 5%. The identification of the respective genera is particularly important with regard to potential
toxicity during the decomposition of these bacteria. A detailed heatmap with potentially toxic and non-toxic
genera is presented in Figure 6(b).

Performance efficiency

In order to judge the performance of eachWSP not only effluent concentrations needed to be considered but also

removal efficiency. This is especially important as all WSP experienced high evaporation due to large surface
areas. Three of the plants had water losses below 12%, four between 26 to 49% and two lost 100% of their
water (Supplementary Material, Figure SI 4), which is the original aim according to the code of practice in Nami-

bia (DWAF 2008).
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Figure 5 | Bar plot showing the relative abundance of pathogenic genera found in each sample. Pathogenic genera having
abundance ,0.1% were categorized as ‘low abundant genera’.
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The calculated load removal is presented in Table 1. The WSP are grouped according to their system setup.
WSP D, G1 and H were only composed of FP and MP whilst WSP A, B, E and F were also designed with an

AP upfront. WSP C and I evaporated all water and therefore there was no effluent load. Possible enhancements
are reflected in WSP G2 with pre-treatment measures, FP and MP. WSP G3 had an additional post-treatment
stage.

As mentioned before, none of the configurations reached the effluent requirements for tCOD when algae were
included. The plants with the traditional design of FP, MP and some with AP were not able to reach the standards
for TSS, tCOD, NH4-N and E. coli. WSP with large surface areas and no effluent reached better values for TSS

and tCODw/o, but still did not meet the required NH4-N and E. coli values. With 100% evaporation they present
no viable solution as no water is available for irrigation. The WSP with enhancement measures did not show
much improvement when only equipped with pretreatment (WSP G2). In combination with post-treatment
(WSP G3) the requirements were met for TSS, TP, TN and E. coli. For NH4-N and tCODw/o WSP G3 was

just above the standards. Especially for the hygienic parameter E. coli it was the only plant setup with acceptable
values.

Challenges for reuse of WSP effluent

All communities experience an increasing need of irrigation water for year-round fodder production due to chan-

ging rainfall patterns. Additionally, solutions are needed to accommodate for fast population growth, reuse of
a.silverchair.com/h2open/article-pdf/5/2/365/1074106/h2oj0050365.pdf



Figure 6 | (a) Bar plot showing the relative abundance of the genera associated with cyanobacteria found in the waste
stabilization pond systems (A, B, D, G, H and I). (b) Heatmap showing the composition of the cyanobacteria at genus level.
The color designates the difference between genera having toxic and non-toxic species.
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water as well as nutrients, production of crops and reduction of greenhouse gas emissions (Hernandez-Paniagua
et al. 2014; Shelef & Azov 2000). With small improvements WSP can reach a higher capacity and better effluent

quality which is particularly essential for fast growing communities with the need of agricultural reuse and with-
out receiving waters (Butler et al. 2017).

The results from all WSP showed considerable differences in the effluent quality (Table 1 and Supplementary

Material, Table SI 2). In their original stages none of the WSP adhered fully to the required standards for water
a.silverchair.com/h2open/article-pdf/5/2/365/1074106/h2oj0050365.pdf
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reuse. Either all water was evaporated or TSS, tCOD, nutrients and bacteria were not adequately removed. Algae
also need consideration as they cause high tCOD. On the other hand, this biomass presents an important soil
enhancer that improves the water-holding capacity of the soil (Mara 2004). Other WSP for example in Brazil

also reached average COD effluent values of 100 to 150 mg/L even with rock filters (Von Sperling et al. 2007)
and the water was still recommended for reuse. In the case of agricultural irrigation there was no need to
remove algae in coarse filters (Von Sperling & De Andrada 2006), so the COD would be even higher. Juanicó
& Milstein (2004) also found high COD effluents during a study in Israel but stated clearly that the organic

matter formed by algae growth has no relationship with the solids originally present in the sewage. Also in
South Europe countries are struggling to meet the water reuse regulation with constructed wetlands, especially
for microbial parameters, and therefore, the reuse purpose has to be adopted to the water quality (Lavrnic ́ &
Mancini 2016). A further option is a classification with crop restrictions and obligations for irrigation methods
(EU 2020) to ensure a multi-barrier approach.
CONCLUSIONS

According to the feedback of the WSP operators the main purpose of WSP in Namibia is seen in evaporation

whilst the wastewater treatment itself is only secondary, especially because so far no reuse projects have been
implemented. Therefore, operation and maintenance are mostly neglected. Overall WSP operation and manage-
ment have to be revised focusing on reuse rather than on evaporation. Especially, as all towns struggle with fast

growing populations and their WSP are overflowing into the surrounding environment with no perennial
streams. As basis for further in-depth studies on WSP this research presents a first systematic evaluation of
nine WSP in North Namibia:

• Pond surface areas vary considerably between 1 to 26 m2/cap and HRT from 12 and 302 days depending on the
design, date of construction, current population and surface extensions. Due to a multitude of local influences

the effluent values do not correlate with the surface area or HRT.

• PE loads in the raw sewerage are within the literature range and therefore inflow estimations between 83 and
2,160 m3/d are reasonable.

• Removal efficiencies of up to 85% of tCOD, 64% TP and 87% of TN are reached by single WSP.

• The EU requirement of less than 1,000 E. coli per 100 mL for the irrigation of fodder crops is only reached with
enhancement measures.

• Acinetobacter is the most dominant pathogen across the influent samples (accounting for up to 16% of the total

microbial abundance) and Mycobacterium is dominant (accounting for up to 14% of the total microbial abun-
dance) across the effluent samples.

• Relative abundance of cyanobacteria (in relation to all bacteria) varied significantly from 0.45 to 25%. Overall,

Synechococcus dominated (i.e. up to 45%), followed by Cyanobium (approximately 7%) and Chlorella (approxi-
mately 5%).

• Currently none of the plants fulfills the national reuse standard in their original design and the effluents are not

fit for reuse purposes yet, especially due to tCOD concentrations above 100 mg/L.

• Chlorophyll-a concentrations provide a first indication of the algal fraction in the pCOD, as they correlate
linearly with the pCOD.

• The reuse standards need to be adapted specifically for WSP, either to allow for higher tCOD concentrations

caused by algae or to use the sCOD as indicator.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This study was conducted within the joint research project EPoNa (grant number 02WAV1401A-F), funded by
the German Federal Ministry of Education and Research under the funding measure WavE. We would like to
thank Peter Cornel for his support and valuable discussions as well as Stefan Stegemann for his interviews.

We would also like to thank Haikela Nahambelelwe, Lydia Luvinga, Andrea Friebe, Mikael Hidulika and
Jakob Redelin for their regular sampling and water quality analyses; and the Outapi Town Council (OTC),
especially Ananias Nashilongo, as well as all neighbouring communities for their support and access to their

facilities.
a.silverchair.com/h2open/article-pdf/5/2/365/1074106/h2oj0050365.pdf



H2Open Journal Vol 5 No 2, 377

Downloaded from http://iw
by guest
on 10 April 2024
DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

All relevant data are available from an online repository or repositories. The raw fastq sequences are available in
the NCBI Sequence Read Archive under BioProject number PRJNA797533: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bio-

project/?term=PRJNA797533.
CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT

The authors declare there is no conflict.
REFERENCES

Agrawal, S., Orschler, L., Sinn, J. & Lackner, S. 2020 High-throughput profiling of antibiotic resistance genes in wastewater:
comparison between a pond system in Namibia and an activated sludge treatment in Germany. Journal of Water and
Health 18 (6), 867–878.

Alves, M., da Silva, F., Araújo, A. & Pereira, E. 2020 First-order removal rates for organic matter in full-scale waste stabilization
pond systems in northeastern Brazil. Water, Air, & Soil Pollution 231, 528.

Ayers, R. S. & Westcot, D. W. 1985 Water Quality for Agriculture. Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations,
Rome.

Bansah, K. & Suglo, R. 2016 Sewage treatment by waste stabilization pond systems. Journal of Energy and Natural Resources
Management 3, 7–14.

Buchanan, N., Young, P., Cromar, N. J. & Fallowfield, H. J. 2018 Comparison of the treatment performance of a high rate algal
pond and a facultative waste stabilisation pond operating in rural South Australia. Water Science and Technology 78 (1),
3–11.

Butler, E., Hung, Y.-T., Suleiman Al Ahmad, M., Yeh, R. Y.-L., Liu, R. L.-H. & Fu, Y.-P. 2017 Oxidation pond for municipal
wastewater treatment. Applied Water Science 7 (1), 31–51.

Dias, D. F. C., Passos, R. G., Rodrigues, V. A. J., de Matos, M. P., Santos, C. R. S. & von Sperling, M. 2017 Performance
evaluation of a natural treatment system for small communities, composed of a UASB reactor, maturation ponds (baffled
and unbaffled) and a granular rock filter in series. Environmental Technology 39 (4), 490–502.

DIN 1987 DIN 38409-2:1987-03, Deutsche Einheitsverfahren zur Wasser-, Abwasser- und Schlammuntersuchung;
Summarische Wirkungs- und Stoffkenngrößen (Gruppe H); Bestimmung der abfiltrierbaren Stoffe und des
Glührückstandes (H 2). German standard methods for the examination of water, waste water and sludge; parameters
characterizing effects and substances (group H); determination of filterable matter and the residue on ignition (H 2).

DIN 2019 DIN 38409-60:2019-12, Deutsche Einheitsverfahren zur Wasser-, Abwasser- und Schlammuntersuchung –

Summarische Wirkungs- und Stoffkenngrößen (Gruppe H) – Teil 60: Photometrische Bestimmung der Chlorophyll-a-
Konzentration in Wasser (H 60). German standard methods for the examination of water, waste water and sludge –

Parameters characterizing effects and substances (group H) – Part 60: Spectrometric determination of the chlorophyll-a
concentration in water (H 60).

DWAF 2008 Code of Practice: Volume 2 – Pond Systems. Department of Water Affairs and Forestry – Ministry of Agriculture,
Water and Forestry, Windhoek.

DWAF 2012 Code of Practice: Volume 6 –Wastewater Reuse. Department of Water Affairs & Forestry –Ministry of Agriculture,
Water and Forestry, Windhoek.

Edokpayi, J. N., Odiyo, J. O., Popoola, O. E. & Msagati, T. A. M. 2021 Evaluation of contaminants removal by waste
stabilization ponds: a case study of Siloam WSPs in Vhembe District, South Africa. Heliyon 7 (2), e06207.

Eland, L. E., Davenport, R. J., Santos, A. B. d. & Mota Filho, C. R. 2018 Molecular evaluation of microalgal communities in full-
scale waste stabilisation ponds. Environmental Technology 40 (15), 1969–1976.

EU 2020 Regulation (EU) 2020/741 on Minimum Requirements for Water Reuse. European Parliament and Council of the
European Union – Official Journal of the European Union, Brussels.

Gruchlik, Y., Linge, K. & Joll, C. 2018 Removal of organic micropollutants in waste stabilisation ponds: a review. Journal of
Environmental Management 206, 202–214.

Hernandez-Paniagua, I. Y., Ramirez-Vargas, R., Ramos-Gomez, M. S., Dendooven, L., Avelar-Gonzalez, F. J. & Thalasso, F.
2014 Greenhouse gas emissions from stabilization ponds in subtropical climate. Environmental Technology 35 (5–8),
727–734.

Ho, L. & Goethals, P. L. M. 2020 Municipal wastewater treatment with pond technology: historical review and future outlook.
Ecological Engineering 148, 105791.

Janeiro, C. A. N., Arsénio, A. M., Brito, R. M. C. L. & van Lier, J. B. 2020 Use of (partially) treated municipal wastewater in
irrigated agriculture; potentials and constraints for sub-Saharan Africa. Physics and Chemistry of the Earth, Parts A/B/C
118–119, 102906.

Juanicó, M. & Milstein, A. 2004 Semi-intensive treatment plants for wastewater reuse in irrigation. Water Science and
Technology 50 (2), 55–60.

Kihila, J., Mtei, K. M. & Njau, K. N. 2014 Wastewater treatment for reuse in urban agriculture; the case of Moshi Municipality,
Tanzania. Physics and Chemistry of the Earth, Parts A/B/C 72–75, 104–110.
a.silverchair.com/h2open/article-pdf/5/2/365/1074106/h2oj0050365.pdf

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/?term=PRJNA797533
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/?term=PRJNA797533
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/?term=PRJNA797533
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11270-020-04855-w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11270-020-04855-w
http://dx.doi.org/10.2166/wst.2018.201
http://dx.doi.org/10.2166/wst.2018.201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13201-015-0285-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13201-015-0285-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2017.1304456
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2017.1304456
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2017.1304456
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2021.e06207
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2021.e06207
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2018.1435730
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2018.1435730
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2017.10.020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2013.848910
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2020.105791
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pce.2020.102906
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pce.2020.102906
http://dx.doi.org/10.2166/wst.2004.0088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pce.2014.10.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pce.2014.10.004


H2Open Journal Vol 5 No 2, 378

Downloaded from http://iw
by guest
on 10 April 2024
K’Oreje, K. O., Okoth, M., Van Langenhove, H. & Demeestere, K. 2020 Occurrence and treatment of contaminants of emerging
concern in the African aquatic environment: literature review and a look ahead. Journal of Environmental Management
254, 109752.
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