
RO3: Cost estimate to bring utilities to compliance.

RO1: A retrospective cost and performance analysis of 
EPA’s 50 full-scale treatment pilots.

RO2: Statistical methods to quantity the impact of treatment design 
on performance and compliance.

Arsenic Demo Sites: Where Are They Now? A Treatment, Policy, and Compliance Analysis. 
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AM 28

IR 8

IR + AM 4
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Design Flow 
Rate (gpm)

Total Capital 
Cost ($)

Total Capital Unit 
Cost ($/kgal)

Total O&M 
Costs ($/kgal)

AM (<100 gpm) 17 10–75 14,000–228,309 0.41 6.47
IR/CF (<100 gpm) 6 20–96 55,423–161,560 0.38 1.39
AM (≥100 gpm) 11 100–640 74,840–305,000 0.14 1.76
IR/CF (≥100 gpm) 12 140–770 216,876–427,407 0.19 0.28
IX (≥100 gpm) 2 250–540 286,388–395,434 0.17 0.49
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Key Considerations: Treatment Technology, Design Flow, Series v. Parallel Config., Media Type
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