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The Efficiency Variation of Ceramic Microfiltration Membrane using Acrylic
Wastewater Pretreated by Photo-Catalyst
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Fig. 1. Schematic flow of pretreatment and membrane separation

system
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Fig. 2. Permeate flux versus pressure difference for ceramic

microfiltration multi channel module.
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Fig. 3. Permeate flux versus pressure difference for reverse
osmosis spiral wound module.
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Fig. 4. Turbidity removal efficiency versus pressure difference for
ceramic microfiltration multi channel module and reverse

osmosis spiral wound module
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