The Effects of Particle size and itsdistribution on the Backflushing
of the Crossflow Microfiltration
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The effect of particle distribution on average flux in 60 minutes CFMF

process (poresize=0.22pm, conc. =10mg/L+10mg/L)
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The effect of particle distribution of backwash on average flux in

60 minutes CFMF process (poresize=0.22nm, conc.=20mg/L,

1:1, Tf=5min, Tb=2sec)

100

Turbidity (NTU)

N
o

~
o

3

3

[9]
o

N
o

10

NTU before CFMF
Exxxxew) NTU after CFMF
— @ Removal Efficiency

-
\,0
—

[

~

OO DDA NN SR annnnnannnsl

.l.L.l.l.L.l.I.L.l.l.L.l.l.L.l.l.L.l‘ |

—p—o— o

01403406 01403411 01+03430 01406+11 03+06430 03411430 03:06+11 03106:30 0311430 0.6+11+30

Particle size(rmm)

The effect of particle distribution of backwash on turbidity removal
efficiency (poresize=0.22nm, Latex conc.=20mg/L,

conc. ratio =1:1:1, Tf=5 min, Th=2sec)

5.




	page1
	page2
	page3
	page4

