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ARFEUYRFRBEFTBEREA RS ETAARHE L > o0 ultrafiltration (UF) &
nanofiltration (NF) B 1 Byt & o n-d Ktk > A A B »F €458 (molecular weight
cut-off) JEAEE KM T HH M H RATEIE > SRR YR FBAEEKRERE MWCO JERE
WiEH DOC ~ UV, & & & ~ THMFP (Trihalomethane Formation Potential) - AOXFP
(Adsorbable Organohalide Formation Potential) 2.7 /b #2 & | £ i & K F) MWCO zZ 8 Bt i %
KARFEREEALARNFRBE PEREFEASTFERD  BRAFAEFTESF
FEMAMOERE ~ih) ~ UV, BABNRA A RERERZEL - 2B FARE
KA MWCO @/ 6B A S RA RS EN LR ERS - MR 05K &9 MWCO JERE #
PRATH DOC FRUGERBE » £k FHiE 88% - ) UV,, A - THMFP -
AOXFP & & MWCO % 0.5K g IE B 1k B 08 H A1 7 65~69% -
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RATERFAARIES ik 5 ABAF B HM  SRAEAR T 0 HRY TR LR
BALG) B ACH B o o S T (THMs) 05 58140 - bt 48] B dhen £ 5 0 st
ETEGEA LT RENEREER R NS ANARZEY c A ERFAREER
AENATERY T XM RAE > AT R UBIERIERS > 18 UF & NF R AEHn
AR AE BRI RBRAGRATRUE RS A B BURRIE LR AT B H S BB
FUAMERZBY -

BEREFETERARTOYEEBRETRL QAL LERRE - SHRER
MR BT R MRS T o P A R IR — AR A ARBE L AL IR AR B e
A1 5 Nilson ef al., (1996) $2 i B # % #4478 38 09 B 4] L 0 MWCO kB & F E 96
# o 3B F A B SR rejection ZH A AREL > BE BB R AE ) MWCO & B
EEBR T RMR A TR ARBE AN RIABREA T HEEB RS - Bk
MWCO 5T 1 & — A o6 60 3547 F R IP45 S Le) SR fe 7

FROBUEREF L@ 1. reverse osmosis (RO) ' 2R R A A ARG H RG> FF
A ®BEBGEBE A XA o Odeguard and Koottatep (1982) #F RO # ¥ » 4% K55
BAYEHERERERN THM ARG AR BT RAETHO EH A E T
80~100% ; 2. NF © RBIL@R ArdiBd (RO) & UF 2 » — %R A ey 45 1423 »
28 NF REH 2 ik 0 & DOC {87 02~03 me/L » T4 kb o L% & DBPs &4

t R AR AT
TR BAREBTRITRA
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%33 UF:UF 2 2RMABHEBSEMRIBREARSTERE  BE T8z TE
.8 A 1,000~50,000 daltons 2 F4] » 4 A UF % NOM (national organic carbon) ¥R+ &
BLF %488 BY (Jacangelo er al., 1995) @ (1) BHFBFLZBHAEADL Q) #FESHE
Q) BeHE @) SN RG) AR KE B E 4 microfiltration
(MF) : 27K EEEF L BAERGTEAR LR KT EBLEE MBS (Taylor ef al, 1987) ~
7K ' #A4t (Conlon and McClenllan, 1989) ~ X # Bl kA S AHSHEAE > £LECF BT
AhSuihE T ERAL  RERNBKALLL -

BIRHAT R TRAN 8RS TFRRA ST EREGARYLE - Amy ef ol (1992) FIRAF
Bl MWCO BB A B TR BRENANS TFTEYILER FREECH S TENA
Mg AU ERBRHERA YRR THBENTALARMS T ES 1,000~5,000 &
AHE  EXARBELSTERSAFAMNEEERMEE  RERIEREMARR
BREF L ERAASTTFEHHBY YT - Owen ef al. (1995) # Harwoods’s Mill Reservoir &
AGEAT RIS B B 54 A & SR 1 T fE 8 AMW (apparent molecular weight) >1,000 #)%
Wi ERE > B EF6 AMW<L000 ¢9H #H » X B F 50 THMFP ; 55§ & 5
BYE - AMABRENEEERBRHAHERNTRERRS ST ECHAFRB T RER
THMFP - Croue ef al. (1993) $H#fEx ML & XA A AR B/TR B R FHH R © EREAT
RIZAT R AR ABAMW>1,000 694 #4165 LR A RBAT8-98 % mBRKERIER
AMW=>1,000 ¢ F #45 H 15 %R H M 69 b Bl (% 2 60~75 % o

ARRZEZ B ASEFRBRSAEE L2 BiA - R R FULE A Z R
KEFPHABDETREARNSTERE > EHH AR FEREZATRG T BT MAR
JE o R ARB A GBI Ao R, RBEAR AR E MR EREERE KB FH
BB EH»TEEIE AR FERBIRO T AR S EMERZEIL -

- RBBRBRYE

#i
AHFRGUABEBERE PHEABARKZY R B KBEATAH R  HERBAFLREAK
BB KR F AR BRI B AU A Ak AT A B K REBERE B R K~ BIE AR IRKR
#amF ERAK GEARE » 231 5 EaRER -
A RZIFERELTIE EROFTHRMAEL Fig 1575 °
1. WFRBEKREESREEAEFRKEARSETHER £ E24 (Instantaneous DBPs)
SN E 3 A ML (DBPFP) 447 » #4778 B 45 ¢ = 8 P45 (THMs) BT R
B 1A ¥4 (AOX) -
2. AWM ABRSREZECHERAASEREA R AR B RERKET - ki
o5 4 is sk F g (DOC) 1 UV, R AL AT 54 -
3, MAUFNFBEALA4I»HARPAESFECUABRYEREA UV, RAHM -
4§ UF/NF BLE R FT o it & o F & M A Mih o 5% - #2847 DBPFP 5 - 5
FHOFE D D@ PR A AR TR B16H R A RIEE -
KARA L 0.45 pm RSP LB » K pHEERZE 7 KBRAFARE MWCO B
Bty UF 4 % (MWCO =10,000 ~ 5,000 & 1,000 daltons) # NF % # (MWCO =500 & 300
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daltons) @8 2 &k © &MAKMEHE FIREE A - £— THEETie4% 54 £ DBPFP BEEE
KE 8- :

¥
v
ARiahE |
A2 ¥ 2 - \d _ v
B AKE DOC - UV, | | UF/NF & & DBPFP 4#t | |Instantaneous
Rl ) B EX DBPs 247
v v

DBPFP 3% | IDOC # UV,,, 547

Fig. I Study flowchart

TRBRZBR%H
a. UF % # (Millipore Intertech Inc., Bedford, USA)
JERE10K daltons ~ 5K ~ 1 K (Cat. # PLGC OMP 04, Millipore)
b. NFi#&if % #t. (North Carolina SRT OPTISEP-CL & OPTISEP)
i 8£0.5 K daltons (ATF-50, 20-5FC-8741 OPTISEP-CL & OPTISEP)
JEH0.3 K daltons (ATF-RO, 20-5FC-8729 OPTISEP-CL & OPTISEP)

CE R

UV A48 E # (UV 1201, Shimadzu) #8472 « ¥ 884 4 #5 (DOC) 4471 Total
Organic Carbon Analyzer (Model TOC-5000, Shimadzu) 4-# % - = & F #4454 % USEPA
Methods 524 » B4 GC/MS (GC-14A, GCMS-QP2000A, Shimadzu) i 47 & M & T B 44
HAAs 237 75 4% USEPA Method 552 » 2 GC/ECD 447 » TR KHtE B1EH #44 (AOX) =
o#7 %4 19%d Standard Methods ¥+ 43 Adsorption-Pyrolysis-Titrimetric Method (APHA ef al,,
1995) » £L TOX-10X (Mitsubish, Japan) %-#f -

Z~ERBHS

EEXH2H

Table | 2 % R KBAFTEREH » £RAKE @A T BOD, 2 DO 2 4 » 464
HEmARBESRARERREEREL > WHATHERABZ ATEL s BrnY B REE
KATHBRI - AFARRBT B SHESWABLEREPEERFASH » RBARTF
RENFRABRAERNRLGEBE > dNERIEEEA D ARABIBREE N LT T
BrH R BobBsFRV REAEL Br SEIRHAE Yoo B B0E BB AR lwA

£
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ARMAE  b— REGH A A EE3 A WA & » Shukairy er al. (1995) &9 3045 438
HES A EMBAAMBLS A4 SMEN e A BElh -

Table 1. Water quality parameters of each treatment unii in Fong-Yuan Water Purification Plant

/1997 V%z:;r Prechlorination Se dj(riiiﬁ;tion Sandfiltration QI;ZI;
pH 7.1 7.3 7.1 7.0 7.1
Temperature (C) 23.4 233 23.2 25.4 2238
Spec. Cond. {ps/cm) 159 164 163 167 163
DS  (mg/L) 137 142 141 145 141
Do {mg/L) 5.6 10.1 93 7.9 9.5
Alk. (mg/L) 120 140 140 140 120
BOD, (mg/L) 2.7 N.A N.A N.A N.A
NH;-N  (mgL) 0.10 0.05 0.08 0.08 0.08
NO*-N (mg/L) 4.51 444 458 485 464
POS-P (mg/L) 0.025 0.020 0.025 0.020 0.025
cr {mg/L) 2.17 3.51 3.64 3.66 1.71
Br (mg/L) 0.06 0.04 0.05 0.03 N.D

N.A.: not analysis; N.D.: <MDL

BREAZHNABERARSHALR

Table 2 & % B % ARG AF B ARE MWCO iR BREH SRR R AR LI E - B &
$9 % & DOC ~ UV,, 82 AOXFP £ R AR MWCO JERL&E% » A8 RKZ S
& B4k 0 3B EAER MWCO £ 698 BB A A F A 87 MWCO & e SR K
By SEAERERERERD - Table 2 FIeF 7] 4877 F) MWCO i i85 1 w iR THMs
4 B sy oA > # F CHCL (FP)$2 CHCLBr (FP) 4 § MWCO &0 # B8R £ 4
T &A1& 12 H i@ ey THMs (CHCIBr, (FP) £ CHBr, (FP)) A m B4 44 A MWCO &1
MR SEA LA RBEERNRE  AEASEH MWCO & 05K #iEB®iE# - CHBr
(FP) B R B BRI AT 95 ug /L - 228 = & T4 B S48 M5 HAam 0 77
BE i MWCO R e9E B s LA P A48 - 848 THMFP @i LREA
EARAEY > 22 R AREAE THMs (CHCIBr, $2 CHBr) A4 #EREE%ELE B
FE{E (A% > B b Table 2 T B & A 4% &y B BL B8 18 4% &9 THMFP 45 42 THMFP &7 bt 47
(THMFP-Bi/THMFP) # # Aot % - S M b— R LG R B A H B2 R THEE  RE
Symons ef al. (1994) ~ Shukairy ef al. (1994) ¥ @ MM EAHEH - AKRF BriREAHEX
85+ 2 DOC & v fL 8%V 85 > 4R 49 THMFP 4548 THMFP #1640 % 3% o th 38 % - AR K
B A B RSB KB K Br iR B B 60 ng/L - S AR T BT bR H A dE B IR IE R AR R
# Br EE oW 0 A@BIE Amy ef al. (19918 £ &0 > & F MWCO % 10K~0.5K 648
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B R RRAKBE PO REET  MANIRERA AR BREEANEEA 34 DOC &> At
AR B MWCO BB BES > DOC EE Sihe REH A » A48 6 THMFP 4542
THMFP &4 bk 45 45 38 hoAB 35 -

Table 2. Removal of THM and AOX precursors in raw water collected from Fong-Yuan Water Purification Plant
by various MWCQO membranes

Raw water <I0K <5K <l1K <G.5K
DOC* 1.86 1.74 0.97 0.78 0.23
UV,54abs 0.018 0.015 0.009 0.007 0.006
AOXFP** 315.0 2356 165.4 128.2 109.6
CHCL(FP)" 76.6 58.9 29.9 22.0 6.9
CHCLBKFPY’ 32 2.7 2.4 23 1.6
CHCIBr,(FP)* 6.1 6.4 6.5 75 8.3
CHBr1,(FP)* 1.4 1.7 2.6 2.9 10.9
THMFP 87.3 69.7 414 34.7 27.7
THMFP-Br (o, 12% 15% 28% 37% 75%

THMFP
*unit: mg/L. . **unit: pg CI/L; *unit: pg /L

Fig. 2 AAMELBAF MWCO B EEE > LBAARSE ST HEERAMLME - &
AR HABAAER MWCO &/ 6 BB IR 4 b A 48 » DOC A& d MWCO % 0.5K
SRR R AT AR 012 B8 AI A MWCO 2 05K s 7 B K ¥ 45 DOC
HAMHERHNE > FRE 5 8% - MEAMSZHAKEHE S MWCO & 05K #9838
R E R 6569 % -
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Fig. 2 The permeate/raw ratio of DOC, UV,,,. AOXFP and THMFP for Fong-Yuan Water Purification Plant
raw water using the various MWCO membranes filtration
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Fig. 3 BAiEEBARF MWCO JEB @R %E Fwi THMFP 54 A8 R A s tufd -
@ P TA S CHCL (FP) FRM% %598 - XX MWCO 2 05K g8 3t#E % CHCL
(FP) i B 4% A /& 7k CHCL, (FP) ;& E t4 9% » @ CHCLBr (FP) 82 MWCO #/] 44 i B 38 7K
1 A R ARG LB AR, - R H 4 249 THMEP (CHCIBr, (FP) £ CHBr, (FP)) 44
B MWCO &/ eiiti@kh - Bhdalis S5 A£E R MWCO 4 05K 4R B8
7% » CHBr, (FP) th{i38 % 7.78 4% - BB TRF o HR YR FABBEAMET » ZHH
MWCO 2 10K~0.5K &8 B4 T #» CHCL, 82 CHCLBr &) % &% 4t - $i% CHCIBr, &
CHBr B @ ¥ fo & 4 A 1E - 285 CHCL, &Rk P THMFP ¢ £ 2454 > HILEAR
5 fE4E R MWCO £/ 648 B i@y % THMFP 47538 2 LR A8 % -

=
<
MBY/2IBIULIS J
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Ryt NS — S
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Fig, 3 The permeate/raw ratio of THMFP speciation for Fong-Yuan Plant raw water
using various MWCQO membranes filtration

Table 3 # & KA F B MWCO B RLGRE 2 AR & ARSI E - BRTT
EhBAEED MWCO & 10K~5K B 1K EEBELARER UV, MDOC ~
AOXFP/DOC & THMFP/DOC i S E R - ABEAKED 05K MEMEBR
% ZIHWAYBEAES » <05K k2 UV,,/DOC i & R Kby 26 4% -
AOXFP/DOC thifi & Bkt 2.8 4% > THMFP/DOC /&R & B A 2.6 £ - G ZFEIR
THHEHEAL 10K ~ SK 82 1K #9888 % - DOC ~ UV, ~ AOXFP $#t THMFP % 484
HBRVRE  AUZEILERBKLBEERAK - RBER A 05K EMBER - DOC.
AR EANES 3 EABLE - Bk UV, » AOXFP » THMFP $ DOC z L ¥ 8UR K
BE ool PTAE L EKE UV, /DOC AR % AOXFP/DOC £
THMFP/DOC tofi 4% o & ¥ 75 7} THMFP #2 AOXFP ibfs (THMFP/AOXFP) » 447
SLHAR 2 WK IF E A THMFP 9 ¥ 4udh pg/L #3A pg CUVL - M sb— £ 305T A AT {2 Am
FRME % B Bty THMSs 46 77 & R 4048 LA B4 B ths] « 43 Table 3 9B S 4T H
dEAF A 10K ~ 5K S 1K 6935 B B4 - 8878 kekny THMFP 45 K3 £ s 88 il 1t
HHm T SEAERRKR S RiB¥L 05K 498 B #E % - THMFP/AOXFP &R
K AR - B 05K GEML @B BRKE - 1R E i THMs ATSem T et s - RN EMEMR
mALH W E AT RS E RS -
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Table 3. Comparisons of the various organic parameters in the filtered samples
using membranes of different MWCOs and raw water sample

Raw water <10K <5K <1K <(.5K
UV,5,/DOC 0.010 0.009 0.009 0.009 0.026
* AOXFR/DOC 169.4 135.4 170.5 164.4 476.5
* THMFP/DOC 46.9 40.0 427 44,5 120.4
* THMFP/AQXFP 0.26 0.28 024 0.25 0.18

*unit : pg Cl/mgC *unit © pg /mgC * unit : pg ClipgCl

FARARBY AR FEABMEF I ABL

AR RAF AR E IR A NSRBI KR & R B M S8 s R E 4
FEERGBH  GRPAEF PR FERBEZ MBS - Fig. 4 8 Fig 5 &
PARERLPESTEECMA R EE AP HIHERY ABAS & BREAERHT X
B5MH7 10K~5K 2 1K~0.5K B> FEEM - 20 IKHEAER » BT 8ARN K&
N 1K e bl o5l B S8% R 42% « BAB B A2 B E 5 FENHBFAAEML  F
T SK e A #5EE L DOCRE KIEH v » MBARTEERS® 10K-5K £ 1% F 38
RIAAES > AT BT RATFEACRE 5 FHED - FBARETHERYE S
R RARBBATAe R 2% DOCEHEdy 1.86 mg/L 4 & 1.97 mg/l - THZ LM F B ABNIE
BHMEAFRBERAAL SRR THEHMERAES 045 um J5 &G MR AN A
M Blo B T A2 045 um~10K o — 4 FF & 65 DOC & & 4% B8 Aa -

| D045um-10K  O10K~-5K  M@5K~1K  WIK-05K [I<0.5K |

0.8

0.7
3 0.6 l
5 0.5
g 0.4 —

0.3
5 02 0

: ; ‘ : Immn; 11k
[ 7k RS 1R &k ik Ficog T K
! (186 mg/l) (197 mp/) (141 mgll)  (1.40mgl)  (1.50 mg/L)

Fig. 4 Variation of DOC concentration for various AMW organic fractions
within treatment process

[ 00454m-10K [10K-5K ESK-1X MIK-05K CI<05K

160% | l
80% Ni
60% |- -

Ay
40% [—

DOC (%)

206 L

0%

= il 0 &L i BB i Ak
Fig. 5 AMW distributions of DOC within treatment process
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ERRARBENS TEIALFAAY  2hiosTEEMARRABNAN DOC
R ek —thig 0 TR EAMGER &5 FEM DOC REMAMKD  RARDE
EARZAME o s 045 pm-1K sh— 2 FEER A XHRE2ERS @2 1K 4
FRMEERBUEARY  BRRRABRENASTFAZRESN BT e Bikd
Fig. 5 374 & A7 1K £/ 7 1K #5 DOC shfl gy 58% * 42% (JRAK) #ALA 34% * 66% (R#E
LR R AK) -

ik e BT GRIEMEK) B9 FEME > THAKBEREAFRMTHE D
FE MBS 5B 05K sb— B e DOC R A A A b5 & B
DOC REAAHBRABE - RBEK— P FEIANGLTERENMARFEHETTE
>0.5K A ¥4 § B4 5T (<05K) 41 F o

BIBEEEKAE DOC ST B/ MBI THEL FHZMNES 1L ELFARE
RN R T R E B ANRBLBRRE > L LRRARRSHRS T E>IK
HAEBRBETAEREIN<AK 1 F BB E ° AT R EERSEHN RSN A BB EAER
EAMGOBE > TRTBILERERENEBMESFHRNT RICAEREERME - £8
TTEE BN AT o0 A Wt B BALA B o T a5 F W e — S R AR R R
EEENEREERETOER 3 ANARENRRUS S TENIHRE - KRS
AW H 5T (<05K) B E -

£ UV, BAEIHRGILHF & > b Fig. 6 & B E@FREFHN UV, RAEH
Fh b ERNBBRATTFAMEBAEEN UV, RAE | mEH I FENESTE
<0SK thH R E PR BEA 6 UV BAE LB ARG EREN

(00454 n-10K DI0K-5K M5K-1K MIK-05K LI<05K |
0.008
2 0.006 1
E=1
z —
o alE | | Hw ! [l
0,000 & REENME
A CRE RELB @ ok
[URES) (0.013) ©.010) 0n.011) (N0.00%)

Fig. 6 Variation of UV,;,abs for various AMW organic fractions
within treatment process

BABAVYARSFEEN DBPFP 2 5%t

AR 2 FEE A SR E] MWCO #9385 i3 5 5% 28 5 70 3 R AR P )i st A #
EaiEn AR TEEMARE Bz AEREE THMFP #1 AOXFP > 3%
KEBEFPRETTEE Mz EmhE B TR E RS A BE -

Fig. 7 f Tig. 8 & AR T 54 FEER AOXFP $t THMFP 4 sUF# « £RAKT
% AOX A THMs 94 A X 2B A AZMEBA T EEM © 045 pm~10K ~ 10K~5K A 5F
B<05K « %8 Fig. 6 w8l THRA AOXFP & THMFP 83 e1 4 FEE M A UV, B A
B o BAEBT AL EE5 5 FEEMA MY AOXFP & THMFP R A B #)
$ 4L - &£ AOXFP # & » <5K #9545 F % G M A £ At AOXFP £ B KAa G A Fisg e -
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FEFABABA AT HABT<SK 940 FEERZARMWE EEF Ml B
M HERGE AR ERBEZEERE S 4 AOX -

42 THMFP 7 & » &40 v R A2 5% 10K~5K 4 F & ey THMFP A # A 886 16 » £
B2RREALZEA BB E 10K-SK th— 5 F B E M & DOC A UV, ARk » B5
db—F & gy THMFP [$48 - {230 — 4860 30 & 38 7 K& & 7T v B S #7 10K~5K gb—
T B4 THMFP £ IEEaMEN  PTRRABAEN MAZAL— S FEMANRD Y

HLE R JE 4 e Inst. THMSs -

ARBABEBEZS » - FE>05K &5 THMFP 2t AOXFP Hi&k P ehiL & i 5
<0.5K & THMFP #1 AOXFP B &SR 456584 - lﬂ&t&.&uﬁfﬁuwx&ﬁ,@z«a B
<OSK sb—SLE 9 A B E A4 5 THM 8 AOX R £ 23T M T -

| 00454m~10K [10K-5K @5K~1K MIK-05K O<0.5K |
120 —

100 ] a
80 8
60 H
40 H
0 H

AOX (pgCliL)

F7k ATANEL B i HAK
(315.0ugCILy  (3369ugClL) (2127 uglLL)y  2109ugClL) (1982 ugCIL)

" Fig. 7 Variation of AOXFP for various AMW organic fractions
within freatment process

‘D0.45um~10K O10K~5K HBES5K~1K EIK~05K [O0<0.5K

[AS TR
n O
I

|

THMFP (ug/L)
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]

—
W

Wm o ||

Tk e HRBEERR iy #Hk
(873ugl)  (7l3ugll)  (39%6ugl)  (4LTugl)  (36.4ugl)

Fig. 8 Variation of THMFP for various AMW organic fractions
within treatment process

AAEFTEBEALTAREY R NESRPHRw—a MWCO 2% 03K #E8 > #|
AR MWCO 6788 - 34 UF & NF i8/8 & S0 A8 - B FRENBECERER AN
RHEEAS BHBECHAKXLELBRE MWCO Ei#BE#% DOC -~ UV, ~
AOXFP ~ THMFP &5 &2 % > {28 P R4 045 um I8 £ v 288 -
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W BEREF LGRS Fig 9 8B PTAEHYRFAMBR AL RAKRE
5 UF @K A4 4% (MWCO % 10K ~ 5K & 1K) $#7& 55 # 5 2t K1 £ 39808 50% -
B e AREBI A~ R BEAEREFE KB POEMETRSE R UG
Fey R EFLE - FRSER MWCO i ked UF B A% EFRMEEDHF R EHRER - &
48 NFi@E 4% (MWCO 5 05K & 03K) Hi 247 MWCO 4 03K gyiE it - &
T4 DOC 2% 2 EH 60% » ) THMFP & &% i 45% < 248 MWCO & 03K &
LT AL MM R RERSE T0%E - DOC i &R % 4 30% » UV, 1M % 4
73% » THMFP & &2 £ 4 71% » AOXFP #9215 % 7] % 85% -«

LEBABREACHOEEREARATEAREAL  THH KT HEENBIELE
BMERETAATEMEERE  MHEHNFREERAKE  ERER MWCO & 05K &
NF B8 % S8 T8 R K F 49 298 H 5 £ PR R 425 E 70% 80 E (Fig. 10) -

[—+—DOC (mg/L} —o—UV254 (Abs) —a—THMFP {ug/l) —> - AOXFP {ug cuLy|
100
BO e ereoooooooeee-ioog ¢
&£ - A
B0 b e STl
g s
B 40 e e e e T e T T e e
o
=
20 oo T i
0 I i 1 J.
MWCO=10K MWCO=5K  MWCO=1K MWCD=0.5K MWCO=03K

Fig. 9 Removal of DOC, UV, AOXFP and THMFP from sand-filter effluent
by various MWCO membranes

—+—DOC (mg/l) —5—UV254 {Abs) —&—— THMFP (ugll) =" = AOXFP (ug CIL)
100

Removal (%)

HEREE  MWCO=I0K MWCO=5K MWCO=1K MWCO0=0.5K MWCO=0.3K

Fig. 10 Removal of DOC, UV, AOXFP, THMFP in raw water by conventional
treatment process combined with various MWCO membranes

&

& R F KR K B8 A #% # DOC ~ UV, ~ THMFP &2 AOXFP £ 4% A 7+ B MWCO
ERLBIES  HAMBEKZSWELMA  EEER MWCO g/ i BR A a g
& o Bk DOC ffgd MWCO % OSK #yiE il - H5m & 88%  UVy,»
THMFP #2 AOXFP % =g 4 # 43 d MWCO % 05K #yiE @4 1 2m 2R

~ 180~



65~69% - H R IFARFE AR E » ZER MWCO & 10K~0.5K #ig B2 +T %V CHC,
%1 CHCLBr ¢ 4 g8 45 » ¥ CHCIBr, 2 CHBr, R € 3w B 4 R EMefl - (28 m T Ak
AER MWCO i/ ayiERiBiE% THMFP 1544 Ff F1K « BRIESF R4 R BR AT RURIE
BEHWBEREEBRMEOEZRAETHNBE > TR ELSRABNIEEMAM A B
BEALHEREERMY > BATEMBNASTHARBERLRAE o Foh#4 -
R AN RRARBRIEHN SR RS Er -

EAR- ¥

A RALRAA i £ £45 (NSC 87-2218-E-029-002) - 4% phikf -

<~ AR
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