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Effect of Ultrasound on Enhancement of Membrane
Performance in Ultrafiltration
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e FAHE o uAFy Z7 9 Hee uy EEga B
A9 E3 - 38H SAE ol&dtd ¥EH, & AYA &
8¥oz 3o EAS EEote ““%’501‘4 T2 FAHL JNEY B
ZFFE vl R vz} H3, Fol o7 AF L wAo] ¢
ow, ZZo] ZHHIIIL, ThEF %”Hﬂ dastx Ze AH i
B2 ZofollA &0 ﬂ‘iﬂﬂ ATH1I.

ol 7= 10 atmeolste] ¢E AolA A orderdl AlFTAIE 7
v 9Fd FE& ol&3sld EFE HEEste ez 1936d
Ferry[2]o] 9j3] gejoize] At A &oz AAHUT. 3eodz

+ dYAE FIHeo=R 7] gidd EeA €& AHEsA gonm
2 49 BEAAA AFY A4S Haxsd F %o, F2 4 -
SEE I, HETE 2 9§ FTSEoA dy 893 gt}
gy e g v Rt YHAE FAFPo g I HEIUYY
Mg & FAPE 5 AT o)A £Fo| wiAEYW HAaAxoerw
o] wlAl®d £do] THEWHY FHEHY DAsE wBEEE
(concentration polarization)®} ©] &g wAEFAo] 2ape] A5z}
go 93] HaEH e AT vl vrig¥oz IXHE Bod
(membrane fouling) d4& FEAIZIgE Holoh

uetr, o dg g g Aoty AT WHES 4 3 F
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d ATFH goh AF7AA AAME Feg AAUYEES EYde A
Ay, Gxde AZY, Fo FAHA A, 42E K29

3 oz A g dE d7ET vk o] WHEe HEEY f2
a2 32 §99 558 SRAHE FARLEAN E2HE 4
T& &9 4299 F4E€ dANIE Aot

E dFdMe =833 B g FAHES Aodste il AR
E FEUY 5E85A MY FoAA BEEN 2FHE ZAMAA
GdFEEE RPN o Aol HAde FH viAe AFHE
38 - AxEEY T dFE Fold LA s

Age] Alg" TSI = polysulfone MDAl 4 HPLS
24 EEAFo] 30,000 BED IR (AEFAL, HRAAL)S
Atgslgoen, EEdid EdE8d 2+ BSA(Sigma Co., fraction V,
96~99 % albumin, Mw=69,000, USA) @¥ 3 & A& %t BSA
g F55 AHEIA AR oH, vAEY] HAS HX| 3§
213} sodium azideE 10 mg/l9) T2 FFAAT.

soloj 7 AFo] ALgE 3 E2(dead-end type), RAZE4
(cross-flow type) HEELS AA| 2 FEHHo] 30! Minitan-S
(v] =, Milliore Co.)& AM&3tR o™, &3 $A7]2+F BRANSON
2210(¥] =, BRANSON ULTRASONICS Co.)& A&ttt =&
g o] &3 Foojn AFe] AL E ARAY uABEY FX9 F
A% E Fig. 13 Fig. 2o 47 Yetidt. 322 oo A g
Me &AL G g3 &do] R ES JAEE EYdFH A
Gi2 HEHES st g 5, X3 Y, fd9 AR F
S WHEAA FEREAA &Y Al wtE FEHRHEHE 2FA
ol whet ZA3R, ol9 Ty Ao AHE FRMAE Yo
etttk ZAEEA dd AFPAME gF5EL LA
HIELE AEdte] £do] B2 ET Reservoir AHO)E BEEE 3
TRl Fx 23 ¢4F, 99 UAx, §F & HIAA URE
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Fig. 3& 4% =279 &) 9%, 2% ¢8, pHAAX =g J9
FEE ggstA HFAIH FREY 2&HE FAEIY 19 ol
g A7 FHAALE 25HE ZAEA ¥ Fe vuy B
Mo ade dehd 32 @9z AgAFolth o A
TR Aol 714 F4E FIHE Boly Ao Hid u
2 4AA FAHALH, EY9e T2t 3/ wde ZAgid
02 & FRAEY FAAEE BAY. ol =YY FEY Frll
et 255 2AE S B Fel ddHez o EHA Y FEESF
3 o ddde] oy 285 FAMA old ANEY dAaH
7 2 A Yedr] dEeld.

Fig. 4 4% 2719 =99 5%, & T&, 23, DH°ﬂ
A 2AEE] FFE dgsA WEAIE GREY 2S9%E 2
Atste] 1o WE Zzte] ERALEE 2E0E RAEA g A4S
o} Hud FRAEY] FPAHES UEd TAEEY FoAF 43
Aot Aol wat FaRAL FAgol MM FlE e,
BB EY FFY FUld we FHHA&Le FFAgo] FAFHAC
olg AAEF FFY Frtdl o FRAAV} FLHY HE, &
EHoAe FEETolY 7oy o] RolAEE 2&59 A
o & &3/t FuH oz HA Yetyr] wiEeld.
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Fig. 3. Flux enhancement during
successive sonicfication
with differnt concentration
in dead-end type
ultrafiltration.

(p =100kg/m®, 4P=100kPa,
pH=4.8)

Fig. 4. Flux enhancement during
successive sonicfication

with different flow rate

in cross-flow type

ultrafiltration.

(Co=1g/l, o= 100kg/m’
A4P=100kPa, pH=4.8)



