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Fig.1 Correlation of flux and transmembrane
pressure difference
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Table 1 Characteristics of hollow fiber MF membranes
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Fig.3 Correlation of flux and transmembrane
pressure difference [RUN1]
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Fig.4 Correlation of flux and leak rate [RUN1]
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Fig.5 Change of effluent turbidity from a module
with a cut follow fiber [RUN1]
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Fig.7 Change of effluent turbidity from a module
with a cut follow fiber [RUN3]
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Fig.8 Correlation of flux and leakage turbidity [RUN2,RUN3]
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Fig.9 Correlation of number of membrane modules
and turbidity
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