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1. DESCRIPTION OF TECHNOLOGY  

The Cascade SeparatorÊ is a hydrodynamic separator designed to protect waterways from 

stormwater runoff. The device separates and traps trash, debris, sediment and hydrocarbons, even 

at high flow rates, and provides easy access for maintenance.  

The Cascade Separator is commonly used as a standalone stormwater quality control practice and 

as pretreatment for filtration, detention/infiltration, bioretention, rainwater harvesting systems and 

Low Impact Development designs. 

The Cascade Separator (Figure 1) accepts flow through an inlet. Water enters the inlet chamber 

where a specially designed insert splits the flow into two flumes, creating vortices that rotate in 

opposite directions in the center chamber. This creates high and low velocity regions in the center 

chamber that facilitates the settling of particles. As water travels downward through the center 

chamber, sediment settles into the sump area where it is retained until maintenance is performed. 

The slanted skirt provides scour protection during peak events and its incline facilitates sediment 

transport into the sump. Treated stormwater moves upwards, leaves the center cylinder through 

the outlet window and travels through the outlet channel before exiting the system. Refer to the 

black flow arrows in Figure 2 for the treatment flow path. The outlet deck incorporates two pipes 

that extend downward and allow the system to drain to the outlet pipe invert elevation after the 

storm event has subsided, while also preventing captured hydrocarbons from leaving the system. 

The green arrows in Figure 2 show the flow path through these components.      

 

Figure 1: Model of the Cascade Separator 

The Cascade Separator is designed to handle high flow rates without scouring previously captured 

pollutants. The unit is designed to accept a specific treatment flow rate with an internal flow bypass 

for storm events that exceed the treatment flow rate. While in internal bypass, the unit continues 

to treat the stormwater that enters the flumes and excess flow passes over the flumes and exits the 

system untreated. This internal bypass feature allows the Cascade Separator to be installed online, 

therefore eliminating the need for additional bypass structures. The red arrows in Figure 2 show 

how excess flow is bypassed over the flumes. 
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Figure 2: Cascade Separator Flow Paths 

2. L ABORATORY TESTING 

All testing disclosed in this report was performed in accordance with the New Jersey Department 

of Environmental Protection (NJDEP) Laboratory Protocol to Assess Total Suspended Solids 

Removal by a Hydrodynamic Sedimentation Manufactured Treatment Device (NJDEP Protocol) 

dated January 25, 2013.  

All removal efficiency and scour testing for this project was carried out at Contechôs Portland, 

Oregon laboratory in April 2019. Independent third-party observation was provided by Scott 

Wells, Ph.D. and his associate Chris Berger, Ph.D. Dr. Scott Wells and Dr. Chris Berger, from 

Portland State University, have extensive backgrounds in water quality. Dr. Scott Wells and Dr. 

Chris Berger have no conflict of interest that would disqualify them from serving as independent 

third-party observers during this testing process.  

Samples for particle size distribution (PSD) were analyzed at Contechôs laboratory, under 

observation, according to ASTM D422-63(2007) Standard Test Method for Particle-Size Analysis 

of Soils. Test sediment samples for moisture content were analyzed in-house, under observation, 

according to ASTM D2216-10 Standard Test Methods for Laboratory Determination of Water 

(Moisture) Content of Soil and Rock by Mass. Samples for suspended solids concentration (SSC) 

analysis were sent to Apex Labs, an independent analytical facility, for processing according to 

ASTM D3977-97(2013) Standard Test Methods for Determining Sediment Concentration in 

Water Samples. 
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2.1. TEST UNIT  

Laboratory testing used a full-scale, dimensionally accurate 4 ft diameter Cascade Separator (CS-

4) lab model, whose components and material are comparable to the commercially available 

product (Figure 3). The Cascade Separator was housed in a 4 ft diameter aluminum manhole with 

aluminum influent and effluent pipes, equivalent in inner diameter to 24 in. PVC pipe (22.5 in. 

ID). The CS-4 has a depth of 48 in. from housing floor to effluent pipe invert. The CS-4 outlet 

channel height is 10.5 in. above the outlet pipe invert. The effective treatment area is 12.6 ft2 and 

the maximum sediment storage capacity is 18.8 ft3, or a depth of 18 in. above the floor. Both 

removal efficiency and scour testing were conducted at 50% of the maximum sediment storage 

depth. To accomplish this, an aluminum false floor was installed at 50% of the sediment storage 

depth during removal efficiency testing, or 39 in. below the outlet pipe invert. For scour testing, 

the false floor was adjusted to 43 in. below the inverts to accommodate the addition of 4 in. of pre-

loaded scour sediment. The CS-4 permanent pool volume is 40.8 ft3 from 50% sediment storage 

depth to outlet pipe invert. For this testing, the approximate full  operation volume of 58.6 ft3 (50% 

sediment storage depth to internal bypass elevation, 56 in. height) will be used to calculate the 

detention time as it is more conservative. 

 
 

Figure 3: Cascade Separator Standard Detail 
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2.2. TEST SETUP 

The Cascade Separator was tested on a recirculating system capable of delivering flow rates up to 

5 cfs. Two distinct flow paths were utilized, one for removal efficiency testing (Figure 4) and the 

other, with additional flow capacity, for scour testing (Figure 8).  

During removal efficiency tests, clean water was drawn from a 3,500-gal influent tank using a 15 

HP, Berkeley B6ZPLS centrifugal pump (Pump 1). Closed loop flow-control was maintained with 

a proportional-integral-derivative (PID) -controlled variable frequency drive (VFD). The feedback 

signal to the VFD was provided from a Seametrics IMAG 4700 8 in. flowmeter. All flow from 

Pump 1 to the test unit was measured by the flowmeter and logged at 5 sec intervals. Influent flow 

traveled into a surge tank, which dampens variation in inlet water surface level (WSL). To ensure 

a steady-state flow condition and confirm the accuracy of the flow meter, the WSL in the surge 

tank was measured and logged at 5 sec intervals by a U-GAGE T30WXICQ8 ultrasonic level 

sensor. Water travelled from the surge tank into the influent pipe where background SSC samples 

were taken from a ¾ in. PVC pipe sampling port at the bottom of the influent pipe, upstream of 

the sediment injection point (Figure 5). Influent water was then dosed with sediment at the crown 

of the pipe from an Auger Feeders VF2 volumetric sediment feeder, located 112.5 in. upstream of 

the test unit (Figure 6). Influent water entered the manhole housing, was treated by the Cascade 

Separator, and exited the unit via the effluent pipe. Water exited the effluent pipe in a free-fall 

stream, where effluent SSC grab samples were taken by making a single sweeping pass through 

the cross section of the effluent stream before it entered the 2,350 gal effluent tank (Figure 7).  

Effluent water traveled through an array of bag filters located inside the effluent tank and was then 

pumped through cartridge filter housings using a 25 HP Berkeley B5ZPBHS centrifugal pump 

(Pump 2). To maintain water balance between the isolated influent and effluent tanks, a closed-

looped flow-control on Pump 2 was maintained using feedback from a Seametrics IMAG 4700 8 

in. flowmeter. The filtered water was discharged into the influent tank for re-use. When necessary, 

clean water was brought into the system for dilution while excess effluent water was sent to an 

offline storage tank or drain. Flocculants were not used to reduce background SSC at any time. 

The test water temperature was maintained using a Coates 32024CPH 24 kW heater, which 

recirculated influent water. Water temperature was measured in the surge tank with an Omega 

HSRTD-3-100-B-80-E resistance temperature detector and logged at 5 sec intervals.  
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Figure 4: Lab Setup for Removal Efficiency Tests 

 

 

Figure 5: Background Sampling Location 
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Figure 6: Sediment Injection Location and Feed Rate Sampling Point 

 

Figure 7: Manhole and Effluent Grab Sampling Location 
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To achieve the higher flow rates required for scour testing, the flow path shown in Figure 8 was 

utilized. Target flow was achieved by directing the flow from Pump 1 and Pump 2 into the surge 

tank. The flow meters on each line measured flow from their respective pumps and the logged data 

was summed, representing the total flow to the test unit. Sediment was not injected into the influent 

stream with the feeder. Effluent water from the test unit was discharged into the effluent tank. At 

this point, water was either drawn by Pump 2 or directed to the influent tank via the transfer pumps 

and open connection pipe. It was necessary to direct effluent water to the influent tank to maintain 

water balance in the test system. While the transferred effluent water was unfiltered, background 

SSC remained below 20 mg/L because the effluent water concentration was also below 20 mg/L. 

The background and effluent SSC sampling points and all other functions of the test system were 

identical to the removal efficiency configuration. 

 

Figure 8: Lab Setup for Scour Test 

 

2.3. TEST SEDIMENT  

The sediment used for removal efficiency tests was a custom silica blend with a specific gravity 

of 2.65, provided by AGSCO corporation. Sediment sampling and analysis were conducted in-

house, under third party observation prior to testing. The test sediment was batched, labeled and 

stored in covered bins for the duration of this project. Twelve subsamples, taken from various 

locations within the test sediment bins were composited. From the composite, three samples were 

taken for PSD analysis and three samples for moisture content analysis. The average PSD was 



 

8 

 

used to determine compliance with the target PSD, outlined in Table 1, column 2 of the NJDEP 

Protocol. The average sediment moisture content was used in feed rate calculations (Equation 1) 

and influent mass calculations (Equation 2). 

The sediment used for scour testing was a custom silica blend with a specific gravity of 2.65, also 

provided by AGSCO corporation. Sediment sampling and analysis were conducted in-house, under 

third party observation prior to testing. The test sediment was labeled and stored in either the 

manufacturerôs bags or covered buckets. Twelve subsamples were taken from three randomly 

chosen bags and buckets and then composited. From the composite, three samples were taken for 

PSD analysis and three samples for moisture content analysis. The average PSD was used to 

determine compliance with the target PSD, outlined in Table 1, column 3 of the NJDEP Protocol. 

Moisture content was not used in any calculations. 

2.4. REMOVAL EFFICIENCY TESTING PROCEDURE 

Removal efficiency testing followed the effluent grab sampling test method outlined in Section 5 

of the NJDEP Protocol. Discrete removal efficiency tests were performed at targets 25%, 50%, 

75%, 100% and 125% of the 4-ft Cascade Separator maximum treatment flow rate (MTFR) of 

1.80 cfs. All removal tests were conducted on a clean unit. 

For each trial, testing commenced once the flow rate was stabilized at the target value for a 

minimum of three detention times. The flow rate was held steady during the test at ±10% of the 

target value with a coefficient of variation (COV) less than the allowed 0.03. Water temperature 

remained below 80 °F during all testing. 

For each flow rate tested, sediment was injected at a known rate to produce a target average influent 

concentration of 200 mg/L (± 10%) with a COV of less than the allowed 0.10. Samples were 

collected in clean, 1 L bottles. Each sample was timed to the nearest 0.01 second with a Thomas 

Scientific 1235026 traceable stopwatch and was a minimum of 0.1 L or collected for 1 minute, 

whichever came first. The samples were weighed (in-house) to the nearest mg on a calibrated 

Ohaus AR3130 balance and feed rate was calculated using Equation 1. The influent mass per test 

was determined by measuring the sediment mass in the feeder before and after testing, subtracting 

the mass collected for feed rate samples, and correcting for moisture content (Equation 2). The 

feeder sediment mass was measured to the nearest 0.01 kg on a calibrated Fairbanks 70-2453-4 

scale. Average influent SSC was calculated by dividing the influent mass by the volume of water 

sent to the test unit during sediment injection using Equation 3. 

ὊὩὩὨ ὙὥὸὩ 
Ὣ
άὭὲ

ὓὥίί Ὣ ὓὥίί Ὣ

ὝὭάὩ ί
άὭὲ
φπ ί

ρ ὛὩὨὭάὩὲὸ ὓέὭίὸόὶὩ ὅέὲὸὩὲὸ 

 

 (Equation 1) 

ὍὲὪὰόὩὲὸ ὓὥίί ὯὫ ρ ὛὩὨὭάὩὲὸ ὓέὭίὸόὶὩ ὅέὲὸὩὲὸὓὥίί  ὯὫ ὓὥίί ὯὫ ὓὥίί Ὣ
 ὯὫ

ρὉσ Ὣ
 

 
(Equation 2) 
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ὒ
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ρὉφ άὫ
ὯὫ

ὃὺὩὶὥὫὩ Ὂὰέύ ὙὥὸὩ 
Ὢὸ
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ςψȢσρφψ ὒ
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άὭὲ

ὝὭάὩ  άὭὲ
 

 (Equation 3) 

Fifteen effluent grab samples were collected at evenly spaced intervals during each removal 

efficiency test. When the sediment stream was interrupted for feed rate sampling, effluent sampling 

began after a minimum of three detention times passed. Each sample volume was a minimum of 

0.5 L. Samples were collected in clean, 1 L bottles by sweeping the bottle through the cross-section 

of the free-discharge effluent stream in a single pass. 

Fifteen background SSC samples were taken at paired sampling times with effluent SSC samples 

during each removal efficiency test. Each sample was a minimum of 0.5 L and collected in a clean, 

1 L bottle from the background sampling port. Samples were collected after the port valve was 

opened and the line was flushed. Average background concentration did not exceed 20 mg/L 

during any test. In cases where SSC was reported as non-detect, a value of half the reported 

detection limit was substituted. Paired background SSC was used to adjust effluent SSC and the 

adjusted effluent SSC values were averaged (Equation 4). 

ὃὺὩὶὥὫὩ ὃὨὮόίὸὩὨ ὉὪὪὰόὩὲὸ ὛὛὅ 
άὫ
ὒ

ρ

ρυ
ὉὪὪὰόὩὲὸ ὛὛὅ

άὫ
ὒ ὄὥὧὯὫὶέόὲὨ ὛὛὅ 

άὫ
ὒ  (Equation 4) 

Removal efficiency at each flow rate was calculated using (Equation 5). The discrete removal 

efficiencies were then weighted, using the weighting factors outlined in Table 1 of Appendix A, 

Section A in the NJDEP Protocol. The weighted removal efficiencies were summed and reported 

as the annualized weighted removal efficiency at the MTFR. 

ὙὩάέὺὥὰ ὉὪὪὭὧὭὩὲὧώ Ϸ
ὃὺὩὶὥὫὩ ὍὲὪὰόὩὲὸ ὛὛὅ 

άὫ
ὒ ὃὺὩὶὥὫὩ ὃὨὮόίὸὩὨ ὉὪὪὰόὩὲὸ 

άὫ
ὒ

ὃὺὩὶὥὫὩ ὍὲὪὰόὩὲὸ ὛὛὅ 
άὫ
ὒ

ρππ 

 

(Equation 5) 

2.5. SCOUR TESTING PROCEDURE 

The Cascade Separator was tested under online installation conditions following the procedure 

described in Section 4 of the NJDEP Protocol. The false floor was adjusted to 4 in. below the 50% 

sediment storage capacity height and pre-loaded with 4 in. of leveled scour test sediment. The unit 

was filled with tap water and testing commenced within 72 hrs.   

The test began when flow was directed to the pre-loaded unit. The flow rate was gradually 

increased over a 5 min period until it reached the target of 4.0 cfs (222% of the MTFR). For the 

remainder of the test, the flow rate was held steady at ±10% of the target rate with a COV less than 

the allowed 0.03. Water temperature remained below 80 °F during the test. 

Once the target flow was reached at 5 min after the start of the test, the sampling period began. 

Effluent was sampled at the beginning of the sampling period and every 2 min after, until a total 

of 15 samples were taken. The duration of the sampling period was 28 min. Each grab sample was 

at least 0.5 L and was collected in a clean, 1 L bottle by sweeping the bottle through the cross-

section of the free-discharge effluent stream in a single pass.  
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Fifteen background SSC samples were taken at paired sampling times with effluent SSC samples 

during the scour test. Each sample was a minimum of 0.5 L and collected in a clean, 1 L bottle 

from the background sampling port. Samples were collected after the port valve was opened and 

the line was flushed. In cases where SSC was reported as non-detect, a value of half the reported 

detection limit was substituted. Paired background SSC was used to adjust effluent SSC. The 

adjusted effluent SSC values were averaged (Equation 4) and the average value did not exceed 

20 mg/L. In addition, average background concentration did not exceed 20 mg/L. 

3. PERFORMANCE CLAIMS  

The following performance claims are specific to the 4 ft Cascade Separator, the model size 

tested following the NJDEP Protocol. Additional information for all available models is provided 

in Table A-1. 

VERIFIED TOTAL SUSPENDED SOLIDS REMOVAL RATES 

The CS-4 exceeded the annualized weighted total suspended solids (TSS) removal rate of 50% at 

an MTFR of 1.80 cfs. The removal rate of 54.8% was determined according to the procedure and 

calculations described in the NJDEP Protocol and rounded down to 50% per Section C in the 

Procedure for Obtaining Verification of a Stormwater Manufactured Treatment Device from New 

Jersey Corporation for Advanced Technology (NJDEP Verification Procedure) dated January 25, 

2013. 

MAXIMUM TREATMENT FLOW RATE 

The 4-ft Cascade Separator MTFR was determined to be 1.80 cfs or 808 gpm. The corresponding 

hydraulic loading rate is 64.3 gpm/ft2 of effective treatment area.  

MAXIMUM SEDIMENT STORAGE DEPTH AND VOLUME 

The maximum sediment storage depth is 18 in. on all Cascade Separator models. The CS-4 has a 

maximum sediment storage volume of 18.8 ft3 and a 50% full sediment storage volume of 9.4 ft3. 

EFFECTIVE TREATMENT AREA 

The effective treatment area, or sedimentation area is 12.6 ft3 on the CS-4. 

DETENTION TIME AND VOLUME 

The permanent pool volume of the CS-4 is 40.8 ft3 from the 50% maximum sediment storage depth 

to invert. The full operation volume is approximately 58.6 ft3 from the 50% maximum sediment 

storage depth to the internal bypass height. Detention time will vary by flow rate, Table 4 shows 

the detention times (using the full operation volume) for the average flow rates tested according to 

the NJDEP Protocol.  

ONLINE OR OFFLINE INSTALLATION 

The Cascade Separator qualifies for online installation by meeting the NJDEP Protocol scour 

requirements at 4.0 cfs, over 200% of the CS-4 MTFR. 
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4. SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION  

The NJDEP Verification Procedure, Section 5.D requires that ñcopies of the laboratory test reports, 

including all collected and measured data; all data from performance evaluation test runs; 

spreadsheets containing original data from all performance test runs; all pertinent calculations; 

etc.ò be included in this section. This was discussed with NJDEP and it was agreed that as long as 

such documentation could be made available by the New Jersey Corporation for Advanced 

Technology (NJCAT) upon request that it would not be prudent or necessary to include all this 

information in this verification report. 

4.1. TEST SEDIMENT  PSD 

The average removal efficiency test sediment PSD and NJDEP specification are presented in 

Table 1. For a clear comparison, the percent finer values were interpolated to match the particle 

diameters listed in Table 1 of the NJDEP Protocol. The test sediment distribution was finer than 

the specification, with a d50 particle size of 57 µm. The average moisture content was determined 

to be 0.1%. 

The average scour test sediment PSD and NJDEP specified requirements are presented in Table 

2. For a clear comparison, the percent finer values were interpolated to match the particle diameters 

listed in Table 1 of the NJDEP Protocol. The test sediment distribution was finer than the 

specification, with a d50 particle size of 192 µm. 

 

Table 1: Average Removal Efficiency Test Sediment PSD 

Particle Diameter 
(µm) 

Percent Finer by Mass (%) 

NJDEP Specification 
NJDEP Minimum 

Allowable 
Average Removal Efficiency 

Test Sediment 

1000 100 98 99 

500 95 93 96 

250 90 88 91 

150 75 73 81 

100 60 58 65 

75 50 48 55 

50 45 43 47 

20 35 33 36 

8 20 18 25 

5 10 8 18 

2 5 3 8 

d50 < 75 µm - 57 µm 
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Figure 9: Average Removal Efficiency Test Sediment PSD 

 

Table 2: Average Scour Test Sediment PSD 

Particle Diameter 
(µm) 

Percent Finer by Mass (%) 

NJDEP 
Specification 

NJDEP Minimum 
Allowable 

Average Scour Test 
Sediment 

1000 100 98 100 

500 90 88 91 

250 55 53 59 

150 40 38 44 

100 25 23 26 

75 10 8 15 

50 0 0 2 

20 0 0 0 

8 0 0 0 

5 0 0 0 

2 0 0 0 

d50 - - 192 µm 
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Figure 10: Average Scour Test Sediment PSD 

 

4.2. REMOVAL EFFICIENCY TESTING 

The Cascade Separator achieved an annualized weighted removal efficiency of 54.8% at an MTFR 

of 1.80 cfs. The removal efficiency results are summarized in Table 3 and Figure 11. All tests met 

the NJDEP Protocol requirements and QA/QC parameters (Table 4). 

Table 3: Summary of Removal Efficiency Results 

PERFORMANCE SUMMARY 

Test ID 
Average 

Flow Rate 
(ft 3/s) 

Average 
Influent 

SSC (mg/L) 

Average 
Adjusted 
Effluent 

SSC (mg/L) 

Removal 
Efficiency (%) 

Weighting 
Factor 

Weighted 
Removal 
Efficiency 

(%) 

25% 0.46 199 63.7 68.1 0.25 17.0 

50% 0.91 199 80.2 59.6 0.30 17.9 

75% 1.36 198 97.1 51.0 0.20 10.2 

100% 1.81 200 116 42.0 0.15 6.3 

125% 2.26 191 127 33.5 0.10 3.3 

Annualized Weighted Removal Efficiency at MTFR of 1.80 cfs (%): 54.8 

 

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

10 100 1000

P
e
rc

e
n
t 
F

in
e
r 

b
y 

M
a
ss

 (
%

)

Particle Diameter (µm)

NJDEP Specification
Average Scour Test Sediment



 

14 

 

 

Figure 11: Removal Efficiency Results 

Table 4: Summary Removal Efficiency QA/QC Results 

FLOW RATE AND WATER TEMPERATURE 

Test 
ID 

QAQC 
PASS/FAIL 

Target 
Flow 
Rate 
(ft3/s) 

Average Flow 
Rate (ft3/s) 

(± 10%) 

Detention 
Time 
(min) 

Flow Rate 
COV 

(< 0.03) 

Surge Tank 
WSL COV 

Maximum Water 
Temperature (°F) 

(< 80 °F) 

25% PASS 0.45 0.46 2.14 0.01 0.002 75.7 

50% PASS 0.90 0.91 1.08 0.01 0.003 75.7 

75% PASS 1.35 1.36 0.72 0.01 0.006 76.0 

100% PASS 1.80 1.81 0.54 0.01 0.007 73.8 

125% PASS 2.25 2.26 0.43 0.01 0.009 75.2 

INFLUENT AND BACKGROUND CONCENTRATION 

Test 
ID 

QAQC 
PASS/FAIL 

Target 
Influent 

SSC 
(mg/L) 

Average 
Influent SSC 

(mg/L) 
(± 10%) 

Feed Rate 
COV 

(< 0.10) 

Average 
Background 

SSC 
(< 20 mg/L) 

Minimum SSC 
Sample 

Volume (mL) 
(> 500 mL) 

 

25% PASS 200 199 0.03 0.72 692  

50% PASS 200 199 0.02 0.68 659  

75% PASS 200 198 0.01 0.62 710  

100% PASS 200 200 0.01 0.89 741  

125% PASS 200 191 0.02 7.74 722  

 

25% MTFR RESULTS 

The Cascade Separator removed 68.1% of influent mass at an average flow rate of 0.46 cfs (Table 

3). All NJDEP Protocol requirements and QA/QC parameters were met (Table 4). Background 

SSC, effluent SSC and feed rate measurements along with their corresponding sampling times are 

shown in Table 5. 
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Table 5: 25% MTFR Background SSC, Effluent SSC and Feed Rate Measurements 

Background 
Sample ID 

Test 
Time 

(mm:ss) 

Reported 
Background 
SSC (mg/L) 

Corresponding 
Detection Limit 

(mg/L) 

Background 
SSC (mg/L) 

BACK 1 07:45 ND 1.29 0.65 

BACK 2 08:00 ND 1.28 0.64 

BACK 3 08:15 ND 1.25 0.63 

BACK 4 16:15 ND 1.30 0.65 

BACK 5 16:30 ND 1.28 0.64 

BACK 6 16:45 ND 1.28 0.64 

BACK 7 24:45 ND 1.19 0.60 

BACK 8 25:00 ND 1.29 0.65 

BACK 9 25:15 ND 1.22 0.61 

BACK 10 33:15 ND 1.43 0.72 

BACK 11 33:30 ND 1.33 0.67 

BACK 12 33:45 ND 1.30 0.65 

BACK 13 41:45 ND 1.11 0.56 

BACK 14 42:00 1.25 1.25 1.25 

BACK 15 42:15 1.21 1.21 1.21 
   Average 0.72 
       

Effluent Sample 
ID 

Test 
Time 

(mm:ss) 

Effluent SSC 
(mg/L) 

Paired 
Background 
SSC (mg/L) 

Adjusted 
Effluent 

SSC (mg/L) 

EFF 1 07:45 64.0 0.65 63.4 

EFF 2 08:00 63.3 0.64 62.7 

EFF 3 08:15 65.1 0.63 64.5 

EFF 4 16:15 63.3 0.65 62.7 

EFF 5 16:30 60.5 0.64 59.9 

EFF 6 16:45 61.3 0.64 60.7 

EFF 7 24:45 64.2 0.60 63.6 

EFF 8 25:00 62.7 0.65 62.1 

EFF 9 25:15 65.7 0.61 65.1 

EFF 10 33:15 65.8 0.72 65.1 

EFF 11 33:30 67.2 0.67 66.5 

EFF 12 33:45 67.1 0.65 66.5 

EFF 13 41:45 66.2 0.56 65.6 

EFF 14 42:00 66.3 1.25 65.1 

EFF 15 42:15 62.8 1.21 61.6 
   Average 63.7  
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Feed Rate 
Sample ID 

Test 
Time 

(mm:ss) 

Moisture 
Corrected 

Sample Mass 
(g) 

Sampling 
Duration (s) 

Feed Rate 
(g/min) 

Calculated 
Influent SSC 

(mg/L) 

FEED 1 00:00 140.155 55.19 152.370 196 

FEED 2 08:30 138.976 55.22 151.006 194 

FEED 3 17:00 143.888 55.22 156.343 201 

FEED 4 25:30 140.121 55.10 152.582 196 

FEED 5 34:00 148.123 55.12 161.236 207 

FEED 6 42:31 144.796 55.09 157.701 203 
   Average 155.207  
          

Influent Mass 
(kg) 

Injection 
Duration 

(min) 

Influent 
Water 

Volume (L) 

Average 
Influent SSC 

(mg/L) 
  

5.88 37.92 29,468 199   

50% MTFR RESULTS 

The Cascade Separator removed 59.6% of influent mass at an average flow rate of 0.91 cfs (Table 

3). All NJDEP Protocol requirements and QA/QC parameters were met (Table 4). Background 

SSC, effluent SSC and feed rate measurements along with their corresponding sampling times are 

shown in Table 6. 

Table 6: 50% MTFR Background SSC, Effluent SSC and Feed Rate Measurements 

Background 
Sample ID 

Test 
Time 

(mm:ss) 

Reported 
Background 
SSC (mg/L) 

Corresponding 
Detection Limit 

(mg/L) 

Background 
SSC (mg/L) 

BACK 1 04:15 ND 1.21 0.61 

BACK 2 04:30 ND 1.35 0.68 

BACK 3 04:45 ND 1.24 0.62 

BACK 4 09:15 ND 1.39 0.70 

BACK 5 09:30 ND 1.21 0.61 

BACK 6 09:45 ND 1.28 0.64 

BACK 7 14:15 ND 1.22 0.61 

BACK 8 14:30 ND 1.35 0.68 

BACK 9 14:45 ND 1.36 0.68 

BACK 10 19:15 ND 1.30 0.65 

BACK 11 19:30 1.21 1.21 1.21 

BACK 12 19:45 ND 1.20 0.60 

BACK 13 24:15 ND 1.35 0.68 

BACK 14 24:30 ND 1.27 0.64 

BACK 15 24:45 ND 1.30 0.65 
   Average 0.68 
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Effluent Sample 
ID 

Test 
Time 

(mm:ss) 

Effluent SSC 
(mg/L) 

Paired 
Background 
SSC (mg/L) 

Adjusted 
Effluent 

SSC (mg/L) 

EFF 1 04:15 77.6 0.61 77.0 

EFF 2 04:30 75.5 0.68 74.8 

EFF 3 04:45 77.3 0.62 76.7 

EFF 4 09:15 82.0 0.70 81.3 

EFF 5 09:30 80.1 0.61 79.5 

EFF 6 09:45 86.1 0.64 85.5 

EFF 7 14:15 78.3 0.61 77.7 

EFF 8 14:30 83.6 0.68 82.9 

EFF 9 14:45 82.0 0.68 81.3 

EFF 10 19:15 78.4 0.65 77.8 

EFF 11 19:30 83.4 1.21 82.2 

EFF 12 19:45 78.6 0.60 78.0 

EFF 13 24:15 83.7 0.68 83.0 

EFF 14 24:30 83.3 0.64 82.7 

EFF 15 24:45 83.3 0.65 82.7 
   Average 80.2  
          

Feed Rate 
Sample ID 

Test 
Time 

(mm:ss) 

Moisture 
Corrected 

Sample Mass 
(g) 

Sampling 
Duration (s) 

Feed Rate 
(g/min) 

Calculated 
Influent SSC 

(mg/L) 

FEED 1 00:00 180.868 35.10 309.176 200 

FEED 2 05:00 185.801 35.03 318.244 206 

FEED 3 10:00 177.532 35.13 303.214 196 

FEED 4 15:00 188.480 35.16 321.638 208 

FEED 5 20:00 180.920 35.03 309.883 201 

FEED 6 25:00 179.492 35.09 306.914 199 
   Average 311.512  
          

Influent Mass 
(kg) 

Injection 
Duration 

(min) 

Influent 
Water 

Volume (L) 

Average 
Influent SSC 

(mg/L) 
  

6.77 22.08 34,087 199   

 

75% MTFR RESULTS 

The Cascade Separator removed 51.0% of influent mass at an average flow rate of 1.36 cfs (Table 

3). All NJDEP Protocol requirements and QA/QC parameters were met (Table 4). Background 

SSC, effluent SSC and feed rate measurements along with their corresponding sampling times are 

shown in Table 7. 
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Table 7: 75% MTFR Background SSC, Effluent SSC and Feed Rate Measurements 

Background 
Sample ID 

Test 
Time 

(mm:ss) 

Reported 
Background 
SSC (mg/L) 

Corresponding 
Detection Limit 

(mg/L) 

Background 
SSC (mg/L) 

BACK 1 02:45 ND 1.16 0.58 

BACK 2 03:00 ND 1.16 0.58 

BACK 3 03:15 ND 1.16 0.58 

BACK 4 06:15 ND 1.18 0.59 

BACK 5 06:30 ND 1.27 0.64 

BACK 6 06:45 ND 1.13 0.57 

BACK 7 09:45 ND 1.25 0.63 

BACK 8 10:00 ND 1.30 0.65 

BACK 9 10:15 ND 1.35 0.68 

BACK 10 13:15 ND 1.31 0.66 

BACK 11 13:30 ND 1.32 0.66 

BACK 12 13:45 ND 1.33 0.67 

BACK 13 16:45 ND 1.11 0.56 

BACK 14 17:00 ND 1.14 0.57 

BACK 15 17:15 ND 1.28 0.64 
   Average 0.62 
       

Effluent Sample 
ID 

Test 
Time 

(mm:ss) 

Effluent SSC 
(mg/L) 

Paired 
Background 
SSC (mg/L) 

Adjusted 
Effluent 

SSC (mg/L) 

EFF 1 02:45 89.2 0.58 88.6 

EFF 2 03:00 94.5 0.58 93.9 

EFF 3 03:15 92.2 0.58 91.6 

EFF 4 06:15 94.3 0.59 93.7 

EFF 5 06:30 102 0.64 101 

EFF 6 06:45 105 0.57 104 

EFF 7 09:45 93.4 0.63 92.8 

EFF 8 10:00 98.5 0.65 97.9 

EFF 9 10:15 98.8 0.68 98.1 

EFF 10 13:15 97.0 0.66 96.3 

EFF 11 13:30 96.5 0.66 95.8 

EFF 12 13:45 96.5 0.67 95.8 

EFF 13 16:45 98.3 0.56 97.7 

EFF 14 17:00 105 0.57 104 

EFF 15 17:15 104 0.64 103 
   Average 97.1  
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Feed Rate 
Sample ID 

Test 
Time 

(mm:ss) 

Moisture 
Corrected 

Sample Mass 
(g) 

Sampling 
Duration (s) 

Feed Rate 
(g/min) 

Calculated 
Influent SSC 

(mg/L) 

FEED 1 00:00 194.252 25.22 462.139 200 

FEED 2 03:30 190.581 25.00 457.395 198 

FEED 3 07:00 188.105 25.15 448.760 194 

FEED 4 10:30 192.013 25.05 459.912 199 

FEED 5 14:00 195.787 25.13 467.458 202 

FEED 6 17:30 193.037 25.06 462.180 200 
   Average 459.641  
          

Influent Mass 
(kg) 

Injection 
Duration 

(min) 

Influent 
Water 

Volume (L) 

Average 
Influent SSC 

(mg/L) 
  

7.07 15.41 35,659 198   

100% MTFR RESULTS 

The Cascade Separator removed 42.0% of influent mass at an average flow rate of 1.81 (Table 3). 

All NJDEP Protocol requirements and QA/QC parameters were met (Table 4). Background SSC, 

effluent SSC and feed rate measurements along with their corresponding sampling times are shown 

in Table 8. 

Table 8: 100% MTFR Background SSC, Effluent SSC and Feed Rate Measurements 

Background 
Sample ID 

Test 
Time 

(mm:ss) 

Reported 
Background 
SSC (mg/L) 

Corresponding 
Detection Limit 

(mg/L) 

Background 
SSC (mg/L) 

BACK 1 02:15 ND 1.14 0.57 

BACK 2 02:30 ND 1.22 0.61 

BACK 3 02:45 ND 1.27 0.64 

BACK 4 05:15 ND 1.20 0.60 

BACK 5 05:30 ND 1.27 0.64 

BACK 6 05:45 ND 1.17 0.59 

BACK 7 08:15 ND 1.15 0.58 

BACK 8 08:30 ND 1.23 0.62 

BACK 9 08:45 ND 1.33 0.67 

BACK 10 11:15 1.13 1.13 1.13 

BACK 11 11:30 ND 1.33 0.67 

BACK 12 11:45 1.37 1.25 1.37 

BACK 13 14:15 1.70 1.14 1.70 

BACK 14 14:30 1.70 1.14 1.70 

BACK 15 14:45 1.27 1.27 1.27 
   Average 0.89 
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Effluent Sample 
ID 

Test 
Time 

(mm:ss) 

Effluent SSC 
(mg/L) 

Paired 
Background 
SSC (mg/L) 

Adjusted 
Effluent 

SSC (mg/L) 

EFF 1 02:15 109 0.57 108 

EFF 2 02:30 117 0.61 116 

EFF 3 02:45 121 0.64 120 

EFF 4 05:15 114 0.60 113 

EFF 5 05:30 115 0.64 114 

EFF 6 05:45 115 0.59 114 

EFF 7 08:15 115 0.58 114 

EFF 8 08:30 123 0.62 122 

EFF 9 08:45 115 0.67 114 

EFF 10 11:15 121 1.13 120 

EFF 11 11:30 117 0.67 116 

EFF 12 11:45 113 1.37 112 

EFF 13 14:15 115 1.70 113 

EFF 14 14:30 129 1.70 127 

EFF 15 14:45 118 1.27 117 
   Average 116  
          

Feed Rate 
Sample ID 

Test 
Time 

(mm:ss) 

Moisture 
Corrected 

Sample Mass 
(g) 

Sampling 
Duration (s) 

Feed Rate 
(g/min) 

Calculated 
Influent SSC 

(mg/L) 

FEED 1 00:00 206.718 20.00 620.155 201 

FEED 2 03:00 204.366 19.91 615.870 200 

FEED 3 06:00 203.260 20.09 607.049 197 

FEED 4 09:00 210.922 20.09 629.931 205 

FEED 5 12:00 261.014 25.40 616.567 200 

FEED 6 15:00 206.091 20.12 614.585 200 
   Average 617.360  
          

Influent Mass 
(kg) 

Injection 
Duration 

(min) 

Influent 
Water 

Volume (L) 

Average 
Influent SSC 

(mg/L) 
  

8.17 13.24 40,769 200   

 

125% MTFR RESULTS 

The Cascade Separator removed 33.5% of influent mass at an average flow rate of 2.26 cfs (Table 

3). All NJDEP Protocol requirements and QA/QC parameters were met (Table 4). Background 

SSC, effluent SSC and feed rate measurements along with their corresponding sampling times are 

shown in Table 9. 

  




























