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Optimum design for ultrafiltration (UF) pretreatment system
SHANG Feng-ying, WU Lian-ying
(College of Chemistry and Chemical Engineering, Ocean University of China, Qingdao 266100, China)

Abstract: The process for UF pretreatment system is described in this paper. Unit model and system model of
ultrafiltration membrane are established by micropore theory. The system’ s optimization design problem can be expressed
as a non-linear programming ( NLP) with the minimum annual expense as target function. GAMS software is used to solve
it. It turns out that when the feed concentration is high and production water quality index is low,high flux membrane is

better. On the contrary ,when the feed concentration is low and production water quality index is high,low flux membrane

is the best choice.

Key words: UF; pretreatment; seawater desalination; optimum design

B B AEOR Y & R, B U 2 e T Ik v 1
HEKIRAL R T B 8 (UF ) AF by T 7K IR AL AL 2 T
AL R B, R G R AR, R O BB
(RO) LR EHE K ; 75 4b, UK AT DUE K 2 38 33 1
VR, e VB 45 4, i A K [T <, PR kg
SR T T HZRTE T [ AN X A e TR A
PRV ST B T K AIBFST, Graeme Pearce %1 75
[ Tampa ZLHE M SEAT 18 E P I0F 5T, R
] Hydranautics ] 40” HYDRAcap UF 010 E 50
WAL PSR, UF B gERHR RE  7E 95 ~98 L/h, 15
B SN 1.5 1072 ~2.1 x 10 7> MPa, UF R4 /K [#]
R AT 3% 94% . Redondo'™ Xf FI B41 % ) UF 4L
PR PG Y R 2 K AT T RSE, TR AR A B U
T BT, W IR ROB B RS Rl i, HL AL 3
PR AT S H ST Ve, KRR 65% , 77K
R 10% , IR AL K A FE AR 2 10% . Brehant
405 5% H] Aquasource 23 ] [ H1 238 £F 4 UF i (4% 24
Sy TN 107) 45 AT B BEIEWETT T UF Bidk B
L g sk BT v g i, 25 R R W, UF i ik
KJBE(SDI 24 0. 8) B @ AR 1% G F Ak #L A i 7K 7K BT
(SDI 2.7 ~3.4), ek, kIR DIEm KN
JEBEK, Xof REUEAE S S8 i A BHEA T 1 N FHIFIE
X UEAE N SB35 AL B T 5 S Bk - is A T g e it

i, 5 T RGN T EEVERIGE TR, Ak
DEAE N S Ak B T 2 okl S E AL, i H E
G KIR AL TAL B s A R 2. (H
JE DB TIAL B 2R GEATS SR AT AT 22 it Aoy ik e 14 ) R
VR U R PR 2 Ak B K R 44 T SRS e Bl
PO A DR, EA T R KR DB AL PR 2R
IS PRI OLBEAT 2 BOIR B AN AL, Ak DR AN R L
RIS R Gtis 7 id e v b B R, e — AR
(ER0IE A0TSR

1 BiRTAbE R g r) Rk

REB
L /\‘ , ( Z— L
Bk S ey BRI
) TR

K1 EERZRE

1 PR g AL 2R 48— g — B 21 (%
VERFRET I, 1% R G0 i UK AL A /KR R 2
TEMEL A 4 BRI BUKFERS SRR ATF A
et R , Gt R T LA RO s g 4 v 31

s B :2011 - 06 - 18 ;&= H#A:2011 - 09 - 06

YEE B BRI (1985 - ) , o M- AE , FEAF S KR UE B B R 48 , shangfengying@ yahoo. on {RIKE (1971 - ), 5, BIZUZ , FEH5T
FKIRAFAR RS R R G TR, 38 IR A, Wulianying@ ouc. edu. cn,



2011 F 11 8

NEZHPE T SRR T, AR5 i R G B o)
NRZEPE 0 B, ARATUE IO B VL

2 BRTAEEENHFEER

2.1 BIRMBTHFRER

ARSCNAS R 138 Ty 2 BER A, R AL A
IR SRVA (:b/ Uk i Gl R b SIW CDER
F A 2 Frs o

F,C,P, F.C,P,
i B

\ W
FP CP PP

B2 BEEE
ORI R A AR

J, :LI,X(AP—O'A'AT) (1)

F, =8xL,x (AP - gAm) (2)
C,=[Bpx(C,-C)+(1l-0)xC,x]]/L, x

(AP - oAw) (3)

AP = (P, +P)/2 - P, (4)

m=2.641 x10° x C x (T +273)/(1.0 x 10° = C) (5)

C,=(C+C)2 (6)

c,=(C,+C)/2 (7)

P, = P, - AP (8)

F,=F +F, (9)

FixCo=F xC +F xC, (10)

K (D) ~(10)H L, F F, F, 5350 bR i i
WL BRSO i (m®/h) 5C, C, L €, G B RN
Jot R e L AR RS R RE R OB R R R
(mg/L) 5C,, H C, J3 5 Ay ey He 10~ 149 it e 2 A
PN P K B R 3 (mg/L) 5 Py P, P, 530 D ik
BB 1 % 7 A 8 g A8 B 1 (MPa) 5 AP
A Aar 53550 Sy JEE 00 £ 8 s 22 15 38 T 2 (MPa)
8P Oy B AL PR T FE (MPa) 5 J, O BEE 41 /Y G
(L/m’+h) ;L, il B 4353 Ry 47K 5 % R AL (m'/m” -
Pa-s) M RB &R (m/s) 50 R R K BUE
TR0 ~1;8 HEEH AL (m®)
2.2 ZiftE

U T A P 2R 14 6 B B9 8 A 1) £ 9
FH REZEL P B0 B 4 5 A 47 9% R I REARE AL 240
THFESF . QB A R BT BT, AR SR A T Malek
ST BRI TR OCER . AR AN, SROK R Ak 3R
(19 2% FH 3 A A BBOK JR R 48 4 3% A, IR 1 75 G A
Ve S AL & LR P BB FRAE 2

BRRF BRI EARIMLIRIT - 87

BORFER ST 9% A ERAT 2 -
CC, =600 x (F, x24)"* (11)
ocC, = AP, xF/»xCe xD/(3.6 xm,,) (12)
A (1) ((12) H, CC, H1 OC;, 73 51 0y 2R /K AT
AT B MR K RGBT (3ET0) s AP,
BOKZEM Bk (MPa) 5 C, 9L 9%, {H 2 0. 08 £ oL/
kWh; Dy & 4F B # 1E 7 18 % i ], AR SCHUE
300 d;m,, BRI BIRA, A SCUE ) 74% .
HERE BT IR 28 -
CC, =55x% (AP, x F, x10)*" (13)
0C, = AP, xF, xC,xD/(3.6 xnq,,) (14)
A (13) .(14) Hfr, CC,, F1 OC,, 5350 Fy i B2 1 42 9%
PR EAE SR (3200) 5 AP, D9 2E B 2R 1 1R 3k
(MPa) 3, Sy 0 R 5 1 U004 (m/h) 5 €, g 3%, (i
0. 08 F50/kWh; D S4B A 1E # 3B Fef a], A%
SCHUE 9 300 d; m,, S itk 5 0 40% , A% SCHUEE
N T4% .
RGBS IO BT R E S A A R
cc, =¢C, xN, (15)
0C, = 10000 +30 x N, (16)
A (15) ((16) Hr,CC,, F1 OC,, 5350 Ay RS 14 1 4% ¢
MBS 2 (3200) 5 €, 0 R ALPF I A
(£I0) N, WIEAFRIEH

3 BEFLEREHRLIEIT

X T 2 R R v R R, LAAE 3 i
N ARR, BT — S HIE AL BE R GE . R B R
T Fo BRI S0 P, BEHITR S Dy Bt Ag i
B IR R R 3R o — AR LA (NLP)
I, B

min:TAC = CC + E + OC, + LC (17)
CC = (CC, +CC,, +CC,) x1.411 x0.08 (18)
E =0C, +0C, (19)
LC = 12% x TAC (20)

X (17) ~(20) o, TAC W AEB 1 H AR s 80 CC O B
EREA S E N REFE; LC O N T2 HoAth 9% 5
L AT SRS br i B (19 2 4, 0. 08 JE RRAF BT A 5L
I TIAL B 28 G824 TR A% 1 200 A i R A Ay 2
B BTSRRI T

F,=zF,, (21)
C, < G (22)
w< P, <P, (23)
P, =P, -AP (24)
Fo < F s F,, (25)



- 88 - FAX AL L

K(21) ~ (25) 1, F, 0 2500 2 1 B AR 7™ K i
(m’/h) 5 0 o4 B AL I d K77 K e
(mg/L) s P, 4 B2 F o i 09 e R B AE T )
(MPa) ; P, 9B 5 ) (MPa) s F FF,, 53531
A AL A2 SR AL ) SN i RS K i ik (m®/h)
*1 BREAGNERESH
e
o T A AV i

RS ES 0.2998 0. 903

K BBERRY M m™> Pa~les™! 12,67 x1077 10.32x 107"
BWRBERE/mes ™! 5.95x1077  12.65x1077

JE 775 F/ MPa <0.6 <0.6
TR i/ mg - L 1500 ~35000 1500 ~ 35000
AR 7 i 100000 10000

4 ZHITR

W AGI R FH I SO ST Y AR GRS R FNOI AL J5 1230
UE AL B R GE AT VT, EOR PR K R 100 m/h,
RRTHK WL 7 5 000 mg/L, BB R AT
90% o >R H] 2 P IY %) B 4H 14, R ve 38 6 AR 8
R, HARSCRYERES BN R 1 Fos . XA R
e B N A AL e B ] GAMS B 3E4T 11
b, &5 R 2 Fro . [ Origin B E B da VR 141
e 3 fizs .
x2 BEREMGRMMAUER
PEEDTURVE  mEER (BRSO s R
JE/mg-L" EHAY/m® B/’ AR/ T AR/ T
35000 1293.460  1348.475  60933.2410 64778.7233
30000 1293.459  1446.992  60967.6632 63076.0058

25000 1446.992  1293.459  61006. 8997 62073. 2204
20000 1446.992  1293.459  61006.8997 60365. 8675

15000 1446.992  1293.459  61006.8997 60441. 1252
10000 1293.459  1293.459 60351.5902 60570. 4255
5000 1469. 840  1293.459  65882.8248 60351. 5903

66000
65000
1R 64000
& 63000 1
# 62000
61000 2

60000 : 1 1 , \
5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000

BERHFTE Y BE /mg - Lt

1 — i 5 52—y e At

B3 Origin % {EE 4 2

F3BH11H

H1 P 3 AT (D2 B 5Tk B e (22 000 ~
35 000 mg/T) Hj* 7K 7K 5t BRI, B3 vy
SR o T DR DAy g R ARG R Ak A
[l Pt e K —E BT OO, il e
F1% R T AR ] B PR /D BRI T A PR A B 5T
T 3% . 7 1k 4 o ok 2 5K (5 000 ~
22 000 mg/L) H = /K 7K Jot 2K B g i, 3 iR
HELEHAE S A o 3 S PR (] 4 R F gl
HREIRRES F2E R, 75 7= /KK 2R — 2 MR B, i
T RE IR ANEI P 7 AOK BUEESR O T R
PR ACHEAR , YU AT A e B fe 8 ) I A
RN T ey R S PR 2 P DR I R e

5 #Hig

B D — et 1 I 23 B HOAR, L T 4K
R Az, JUHACHE KR TAE BT T (R, 5%
THREIE AT IR AT AR 2 A1, HE R I s (Y e Y |
1o PP A, A SO B AT 1 05T, B OE S
THUEAR AR A, e — S —Brig iU g
TRRHEAT Tt , 4 R 8 A A A 0 B R R AT 5%
TR 7T i AR ) B e T AR
SREPRAATHR T, ] GAMS B FFEAT BB, 3,
o T AN [R) RS i R ISP i ) 0 R T < RV
PEAHIB 5 e 53 (22 000 ~ 35 000 mg/LL) H.y™
IR SR BARAITE BT , 2R el 1, 76 R
J TR AR (5000 ~22 000 mg/L) HLy /K 7K it 2
SRELFE RGO T, SR AR 52 I, A S B i A
HARG KRR EME

%30k

(1] i, 324, 3 ABE . BEHOR T L M. b3 s A2 Tl it
2001 :330 —360.

[2] Detlef Gille, Wolfgang Czolkoss. Ultrafiltration with multi-bore
membranes as seawater pre-treatment [ J ]. Desalination,2005, 182
(1/2/3) :301 -307.

[3] Graeme Pearce, Santi Talo, Kamran Chida, et al. Pretreatment op-
tions for large scale SWRO plants ; Case studies of UF trials at Kin-
dasa,Saudi Arabia, and conventional pretreatment in Spain[]].
Desalination 2004 ,167(1/2/3) ;175 - 189.

[4] Redondo J A. Brackish sea and wastewater desalination[ J ]. Desali-
nation,2001,138(1/2/3) ;29 -40.

[5] Brehant A, Bonnelye V, Perez M. Comparison of MF/UF pretreat-
ment with conventional filtration prior to RO membranes for surface
seawater desalination[ J]. Desalination,2002,144 (1/2/3) :353 -
360.

(TF#% 90 )



- 90 - FAX AL L

FIH RLSORH G 38 A R, b DL TR 88 88 1 AL 5
PYRI PR £ BRI S
TP SO TR R AT o —FREE IR O e R R 1Y
718 IR R R O I 5 1 O B ) DR R AT 2 4%
At ke 1T oA B HERR BE, SR AL T 0
WA A B TP 2 R T AR

1 XEH

L1 {XE5RHF

H A LC 20 AT (S0 AH 835 ; 55 E#A
NICOLET 380 74 {# H i 21 #) 5 3% 4% ; 3% [ HV400
Bruker A% B HE4RAL ; H AR UV -3000 XL 251
AL

a—RIEIR LR AR AL ( A ) 5 IHAAE (A R
FEALET) s Wl (34l ) B2 , Wi — 280, 0 T 5
TRACE SR I Ry o3 B 25 SE 56 /K Ol B K
1.2 o-BENRCIEBIOE

PSR ALAE i 100 g FIZUK M pH 2.5, 45
n T BB R ;s PR AR il i) 2.0 em x 29 em [
OH YR GH MR B 74, (3R S LR IR o R FLFR C
PR IR S 2 B IR ( O N BRI i ) S5 IR VE ) Joa 1
W BT, KI5 T BT 2 Bk 5% B ERIR YA TR 300 mLL ¥
JBIZ R B 5 R BRI ; B e R e i 2o H
TSR FRMEBH 2 14, E— 25 W B 0 B G i oA e
HREAT BT o K IaL H ) TR P V5 el = 25 18 22 100
mL, 1300 mL 5 B2 6 U, Br K H P iR
FRIR ; Vi W — A W47 & 30 mL, FEVKOKIBH, B
UIMAD R R A AL PR E pH 2.5, 25 T i a -
FRIEA PR W] i, T MRS TE S/ K th EL 4
110C T4 3] 2. 0 g #E o XTRE S EAT (3% 40 85
WoR g, UV, :213 nm;p,, 2 929, 1 709,
1451,1303,1 226,1 197,1 073;8,:2.5,1.78,1.3;
50 :173.5,69.5,29.9,24.5,23. 1,
1.3 @HEBIES A ENEL

ORI 26 7 O N e 1 & A RO £ A iR

F3BH11H

O AR IR O BRI (CCA) a —RIEFF O Be iR
(a—sulfo CCA) FRPERIF™ | AP PEa] = 2 2 PR hl S
AP S XX A B R 2, A 80 o0 A 07 i
Je R F B 1o 85 5 X 3 iz AR R AT 0 B, AR5
SMRIEXT HAR =2t 5 5 BT o

1T A 2 A0 35 30 2 R IR 5 R MR R 1) T
TG WAL IR B A7 76 22 51, A3 35 R 1L IR 45 FF

.

I |

5 10 15 10 20

B[] /min s} /8] /min
(a) a—FRFIF e PR AN bR IR (b)P4l1

2
3
1I0 I 2I0 I ‘ 1‘0 l 2I0
B /8] /min B 8] /min
(c)P426 (d)P507

| —RRHE R 52— IR C RN R 3— R 4 s 4—FF S B e
"2 &&r2®HE

(4% 88 W)

[6] skis, vt MUEAME N S0 & B B W HOESE [T]. A
$%,2010,36(3) ;53 -54.

(7] F9WIEF R, B0/ A 8 A 7 R 820 B 7 6 BUE A S8 1B
[M]. db5t b2 Tolk R AL, 1991.

[8] Mariola Rajca, Michal Bodzek , Krystyna Konieczny. Application of
mathematical models to the calculation of ultrafiltration flux in water
treatment[ J |. Desalination 2009 ,239(1/2/3) :100 - 110.

[9] Malek A,Hawlader M N A. Design and economics of RO seawater

desalination| J ]. Desalination, 1996 ,105(3) :245 -261.

[10] /8. ROBBERORE KR B R BTFE[D]. &
5« v AR K2, 2008 240 - 50.

[11] Beaton N C, Klinkowski P R. Industrial Ultrafiltration Design and
Application of Diafiltration process[ J]. Separ Proc Technol 1983,
4(2):1-10.

[12] Antonio Guadix, Eva Sorensen , Lazaros G. Papageorgiou et al. Opti-
mal design and operation of continuous ultrafiltration plants[ J]. Jo-

ernal of Membrane Science,2004,235(1/2) :131 —138. W





