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Abstract The researches of membrane separation strengthened w ih ultrasound at hane and abroad are increasing In this

paper the theory of men brane filiraton strengthened w ih ulirasound aswell as womodels is ntoduced

It suggests that the
perfom ance depends on the factors sich as ultrasound frequency ultrasound mtens ity

solutbn property cwss-flow vebcity
Nev technobgies adopted m researches such as scanning
and sonolum inescence are ntwduced Fnally it lists the processes of membrane tream ent

strengthened by ultasound canbined with some technologies else such as ulirasound-electric field process

ten perature pressure and the acton mode of ultrasound em itter

electron m croscope ( SEM )

ultrasound-active
catbon process and u lirasoundM BR process
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