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Fig.1 Process diagram of “UF+ RO”
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Table 1 Quality of feed wastewater mg/L

KRR H¥FH{H o B
BODs - 10.5 - 5~16.9
COD., 39.5 37.6~82.7
TDS 456 | 394 ~506

cl- 91.3 86.6~105

pH - 7.23 7.0~7.6

TP - 1.96 1.8~5.9

TN 38.9 21~351
NH; — N 29.8 30.4~37.8

SS 13.0 | 11~29
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Fig.2 Removal efficiency of UF for COD

535X COD 2 B3R LE 40% ~ 60% 2 [6].
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Fig.7 Removal efficiency of UF for turbidity
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Pilot studies of UF — RO for municipal wastewater treatment

YANG Qi', SHANG Haitao', XI Hongbo', WANG Hongchen?, GAN Yiping?
(1. School of Water Resources and Environment, China University of Geosciences, Beijing 100083 . China:
2. Beijing Drainage Group Co., Ltd., Beijing 100022, China)

Abstract: Performance of UF — RO for treatment of municipal wastewater was investigated. The removal effi-
ciency for COD, TP, TN, TDS,Cl™ was 90% ,95% ,95% ,99% ,97% respectively. The results showed that the
very high quality of effluent water was obtained. The reclaimed water could be reused either directly or indirect-
ly for municipal or industrial purposes.
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