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1 B RABEOYKEE (Verm NPs), hR L % (DA). FELEHEE KH550 K = (3 H 2E) 35 H b £h IR £ 4 28
N (PVDF) gt A R miott, @it 5 Fiys Yo i st 1 g L' f94- MiE 8 IR (BSA) M 26 1A R 0 SE PR g /K
PHATPUG Yo . G5 R R ORI RAE pH=7.2~7.3 WIAMT, ZEMS KH550 A5G 30 g1 72 kb 2 i AU lic (o2
1 AT S [RDKE 1 9K R RS FH P e T, I e IR T A e 4 ] DA 3R 2 B e DR e R L A TR R
el B MBI Trade-off RN A S B R B MR M2 o SRR BSA 15 uliis, 5 Fhikys S aifl &
HiZk Y R* M BCHERTAY 0.90~0.94 F&ZE 0.75~0.79, HIES YL R R B & AR AR uERI . R FH SR -2 38 13 R /K ) s
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1 #RERE
1.1 KHER

PVDF # & i (SINAP-10, 100 kDa, 200 pm, I V30 49 35 B84 B b4 A7 BR 2 )5 ek e 11 K55
(KH550, 99%). #hiRZ R (98%). — (FRHI L) W e kR L (Tris-HCL, = 99%) K i i g 44
(K,S,04, 99.99%) ¥y Fhrfi T . A-IMiEEH (BSA, Zvitk); $hik (HC1, FEZbARFIaRAR); S8
b8 (NaOH, = 98%, Sigma-Aldrich 2A7]); #EAK (200 H, WHALES F=5NT) ) S8 A RSERRE K
(iR R AN o
1.2 LWKRE

ABIEFR (8 400~400 mL, Millipore); 227N (Purkinje, TU-1810DPC); EREEHL (QM3SP2,
FUITRHY & FEAFRA ) ; FHEE (SEM) KAt (EDS) ¥ MEERIUAHIIR (Zeiss Gemini 300, f&[H);
filifA LA (POWEREACH, i RECFHARRSAMRAT), Bilifed 2058 5 AR LAMRIIE
G/ ET

SEBSR P A SER T RO R, T () R KT e AR A R — 2 114 B ) [ P A i 22 P
fi, S EEE AR TS RN GE . IR SO IR IR, 40.7 em’,
1.3 e

WA AR LT EREE LR 5, RIS BRI A A K ITURL (Verm NPs), FHEIBIEHE 1:5:5 ¥4z
CYKER . FHERZ B N KH550 % T 200 mL Tris 28 A, @A IHET pH 2 7.2~7.3. BB TK
HZZE /> 12 h LU PVDF 898 5 T ) b 6150 78 1 00 el b o aeeetEmi A 58.1 em?), F
60 °C HEADKE R T K WML T, Z 5B A 40~60 min (IR BCE T RO B b, 16 300~350
rmin” 5 T SRR T AL 24 h, ZJERBEEUE, AZRE TR E T REFKRPRE, R, B
TRERVE R pH RS0 T Z RIS,
1.4 SthEE

1) EKaE = A, SR Millipore #E @
PHEATHEREI, B WA 1 PR, BIRIUERR e

(NE ST ST e e S E s R R (—
RO, SRS RS S BT s L . o AL
HOSEIHCSE. ZEMIRAT, B 0.15 MPa FHIE < 1L|w
/0> 30 min 1 FE R, FOGER. R i e R
1 gL Y BSA WG4 BRI, Aschr @ %
SEATHEIL, WUGEARIRI B 7k B AR B UK ) W
0. AR IO TR R S AR — TR |
AR BSA WG RE TR B /K & (J,) Sk B 1 BEREE
Zf: B, ,ﬂ\:ﬁ%lﬁﬁjﬁﬁ (1) At 2) 1+%:o Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of ultrafiltration system
m
= 1)

Xfre g, WGEE, L-(m*h) s m AHUKEUE, kg; p W, kgm™, IKEVEELAN 10%kgm™; A4, MK
AR, m?s ¢ g HUKIE]L, he

C
R=(1-=22)x100% )
Ce

Xt G, COMBEIEHKAMEUKIIHEE, e L™, R FR BSA RUBER, %, hBOtERIEITH.

2) NS YA LA G o ARG R T 50h . SeebEIE . g IE | FhialE e KB DR ER
eI ISR TR AN EB R ZIEZE, RO AR LR DREE SRR S e X AL
AR, AEFLINIRARIR D s rh S SRR RS S Y n] LASE 3R 28 AL s DB DREAALRRIRTS YW AW bff
&, UBUEREDER . Fop T D bR E ZE0EA T 1 SR 028, ARGl 28 3 EiA U
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B, SRR PR S YL o0, AR REREZE 1 BELRITE RS ER
PR PR B SR b, i TS Y e Table 1 Membrane fouling models under constant dead-end
MR gl s Gl i gk (3). filtration
d’t dr\" 5 ey RN, n
avz” (W) @) A Jd=AV (&) >
At VRHARRL, oty K WREREG 04 IR BV T s
FHIFFEA, SRR (3), 5 Ay VI VT === )
Hﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁizn% ! F{f% ‘ R A —ore 25
KH BSA 15K BFri5 4t etk mim st 0
IS YRS, FeE 1 gL' ) BSA W, 7EtF L InJ-InJ =DV (7) I
S S SIS LT i R L WO o DA S =) e 1J-11J, = EV (8) 0
0.13~0.15 MPa fHfSRItREEL AR, ISR 7K e JHLI NBER RAIGE S, cms ' AL B, C. D, EX

Jo ok B I 5] AR A 0 o AR RS e A L WA

BSA XPERi G PVDF RS9 TR, PEALIEYERE.

K HVE B B SR S R K A TS gL, oK pH 4 6.38, COD 2 295~349 mg-L',
TOC 4 51.77~57.48 mg-L™", A& 2.57~3.52 mg-L™'. HTF/RKFEENMRRI BORCE AR, Hoih—2eAg LAY
YUMMAR St — AR, — BRI T EAS T, $30 COD 45k A28k A e e i e i e e AR
(=15 cm) XK A LTI S A RO ) A AL B, PRI /0 500 mL A& /K I AR g
BeE TN, PRSI ZE 0.12~0.15 MPa RS iRIm SAHIR], ARYEFMRIC SR /K B AR TR 5 Y
BRI, PR S Jetkfe.

2 #R5ir

2.1 FEMEENRLER DT

16 pH=7.2~7.3 I&MT, RAEA . ZEMH KH550 2otk PVDF MR, 7Emite &0 T, 200t
(ERA IR ES A AL NI, 255 FINIMEE— I s e A M R ey, il 25 7 S el S et
AR AT e /RS & A S AR HE . [RIRs,  Fp ] = i S 22 B R KIS 50 HR i e ] e R A
RZ O (PDA) PIRY), KHS50 nIfEsERA AR, Fie o QR Bk Fh e R, eoh, hFieass
FFFAEE T R A . T F-HFE Bl M s A A A AP TG PR 0, TR RR H, ORI 1Y, FERTHIE
BAER—OH!" 2 Ptk W54 240G PEA 55 PDA AL N KH550 HiRER R 8] & LE R AR,
2 T A eI T (e -

XA F5 A B T4 K8 el BSA #REAMINK, A TR Z AR, TR IR s B PERE
ff, RER% 50 mL BSA U8 H KN — R GBI TR LA %2 (2 250 mL, 20 59%), FFXT 300 mL ik
(0~300 mL) AT S ZIE , 45 2 FoR. etk S Verm-PVDF 7K@ 1 556.37 L-(m*h) ' |-
JHE 1 608.01 L-(m*h)™", #FIAIRSEE T4 51.64 L-(m*h) ', FEE HAKARFRISI, JRIAHE% BSA U
R TSNS 1T, SRR R B K T BSA (ORREE Rk 97% L E (K 2(a)), KA
AR 99.08%, 1= TIRARREAY 83.72% . MLAL, MCPEREXTHT 50 mL Hi7K BSA MU &Ik 97.66%,
VLIAEUR B E 2% BSA PR KRR EE . ZJ5 2 FIIAY BSA (OB KBt H K ARG e 1
T+, P BSA AETALZHHEZEREL, JERUEYHZE, JEMPHAT T BSA flal, Hit, #ERa s, it
Ah, B A 69.59° R 45.01°, BEAYSE/KMHAR KIS (K 2(b)).

WFoE F G A TR e, A BB IE KB A T PR, T RIRE S — e R g e
FL, HEIESERE, e PR AR R, ZEE AR AR pH=8.5, A FrlREEuER#E
o TASZK Verm-PVDF FESSIPESRE T il e, Wi J84% pH nliig 2 My A R AHR. [, iga
R K SR AE PR AR R TP X B TS W ok 2 il R SR T AL AR AR R, RS 2 KR BT, M AR
pH=7.2~7.3 B PMEEAE, JERENR trade-off 240 A B B E S A MChE 2 . LI AE Z TR rh 453
TESEN R 3 AT, e R LR N o] 0L, FLARSME AT, R, AKATIRE A AL . stk
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Fig. 2 Membrane performance
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Fig.3 SEM images of PVDF membranes

[ SEM i (AT EDS M, RIKE Si. Fe. Al 2 Mg IUICE g, S Blisf gk mvkic
T FhIFHE R
2.2 PVDF #BEER%t BSA BUiSRERNE

SRR ) PVDF BE IR 1 g L7 A9 BSA IR THU5 4, Sedrh R SR /KA 20 mL
ZJaileEArsg, Hik, LA 20 mL RASHTEYA T, S YR A LS R I 4. JRARIEXT 5 Fi5 YRR
UGB E, XFHT 20 mL 7K, SletERE R S8 iR ZERIR R® A JEUIRARAY 0.926 1 FFEZ 0.789 7, 1hiH]
BSA XTREALAY R ZIEZE TS YL i . AnifERE 2 (PGl M2 )R 435N 0.945 8 i1 0.926 2 [FZE 0.784 2 FlI
0.793 8, U5 V5 YWyt AL PR PO BE ) I [ 2 SE B 5 B WA B0 s o X PP RsE gE, MR IR
PVDF JET5YLhR R* 20510 0.917 0 #10.776 9, BCMEARLGES % BSA T SHIZEWMN5YL. XHIEDHEE T
A, MEERIA L R H 0.904 9 FEZE 0.756 9, UdBHRCrEI Idige 1T A BE D ZT5 el ok, Jeig
BRI, JEDHZALA LR R AHXT HA LR S Yt 2 LA BEX MG, WP LAS SE AP RER BT T H R
FIERBETG G A R o B HKRTREGHE N (>20 mL), BICPERTRS RS BRI R® BIRARE 0.6 244,
ULIABLET BSA XEFLAIEZE H B RUEVHE O AT K. AR5 YA TS, (HHT Verm-PDA Hti/2
(IAFFE, 15 Yt AL S FL P A R S ZE | 5 Yl B s 28 KB G DEZ 55 Y s %, Ase il
o, S YR G

TR ARG . R FEEROK, AR AEHERLS WS K FIHE S—OH!" ", Verm
NPs Hrd g beg i AR TR bR T 2 Sk FIE A . IR K s, B/ INRK TR D)
W R AE BT, A3 TA5HI BB BSA 22 B 7K 531 14 5 4 BELAS 1000 AH X A8 MEZ JfF o 140, 1 gL' BSA ()
Zeta I N—12.25 mV (pH=6.3~6.4), MCMEIEAEIANFE PR Zeta HLf7 (=33.64 mV) K TFEHARE (—21.46 mV),
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= A 0~20 mL = JRURHK 0~20 mL A 0~20 mL
45 o JFUIAME 20~50 mL 6.5 o JFUAMEE 20~50 mL 30 o JEIA R 20~50 mL
a0l + Verm-PVDF 0~20mL 6ol » Verm-PVDF 0~20mL + Verm-PVDF 0~20 mL
‘ » Verm-PVDF 20~50 mL 2~ * » Verm-PVDF 20~50 mL =~ 2.3 * Verm-PVDF 20~50 mL
» 3.5 * w55 X 7
£ N R,=0.7897 = e R, -06443 £ 20F 2. =0.9262
5 3.0 A w1 R =0.6357 S 50}, o Ay 2 G o
7 Fam 1050 » R2_=0.945 8 = " z sl * . R,=06519
S 2.5 R =0.926 I\ w s *mihtiy & =) Ut B : L , e
~ Moo * ky L S 45 < 7 z Ry =0.793 8\ * ™ S S
=20 * et g R?,=0.7842 = > Lof *Vaa? Fr
Z,M Sdo0p M R R =06401 ° @ -
1.5 ) Rz};;fol‘633 5 ) ° ) ) Rlzm_0'6.57 0 ) ) 05F ¥ . .o .
10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
Viem? Viem? Viem?
(a) SE4IHIE (b) ZbRAETEE (c) HEAhRUERE 2E
* LR 0~20 mL 8 = JAIAAK0~20 mL
® U 20~50 mL o JiUfif1iE20~50 mL R =0.592 3
« Verm-PVDF 0~20 mL 7t .Verm-PVDF 0~20mL  *
~ #Verm-PVDF 20~50mL [ « Verm-PVDF 20~50 md
[ * r @
i . R2,=0.6335 by ° =
g < » 5l o
S 46 R =07769 \* * Rtk = oy wk TEE
2 1 S > > S 4RI, e o
-47} R =09170 \&l&* ) o R, =0.622 5
° ] 3t * il ’
-4.8 R =0.6159 = ) R, =09049 .
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
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Fig. 4 Membrane fouling models of BSA
P, sk S BSA Z IR HE R, s i,
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Fig. 5 Membrane fouling models of protein-containing wastewater
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B KSR 2%, SRR RTs GRS M), HOKAERT 50 mL R 5 BRFE, (K, XTH
50 mL S5 YLE ATV 00T TR, TR K AT Gtk XTS5 S R A R
4 R*, UEALERITEI Y, RALARIRBEEZE, LRI, RASETSRYIRDIBUEMIETHZ . Sths,
HRAGTS AU IR R? AR, JUHGRSE IR EERBREREZE , USRI ] LAZRART 5 QX L S fL I I
WREZE . X TARMEEIE, DCPERTRIEAO DGR REZE R? Py T8, SRS TIX 2 R, AL BERIFLIE
Pre st ] R B I R, ERUBRS S Y A, IR HIRZ DU SRR NI S Y U T2
JEN o BRI IR T RS SR DRI R B, (HAHELISRIE, R SIPrA IR, fe—Erei bsiZe
THEGY TSR OK, 05 ko1, HABSOKIS Y T T KA 5ok o158
Sl AN, SRR S KA AU EE, HETE R, B & — sk 5],
bR, WorRKIERRZAEst, NI, BTG ORAE . teoh, ARYEIRRmEAIE TR, SRS IR Zeta B
PEAESE N, BRAY SRR, WS RIRZ N AT, i, FR AR, S RARmEE .

5 Hi— BSA {5 WAL, Verm-PVDF JEXFSEPREK ARG R® B, ST e ghriish
FE (P HEBEFERIEDHZEEL, T BSA MUAIXT> 5Bt 60~70 kDa, MSERREK 551 R/ A
—, NI TUIE R G RS, LN ZE, P, 5 BSA ML, SERRTHKAARERE ZERRIY
JERGR . A, M T SRR EAR, oy ZZE RV DR, I, 2 RS PRTS K ]
SRSEFE RIS BE A BSA o

HIE 4 FIE 5 A5, -2 CUEUR R Al —E R e AL S P LR RS | 398 S Rmiioe
HRZIUIIEIHZ , IMTAR TG 5L .

3 #ig

1) 7€ pH=7.2~7.3 BT, IR RIS il Ve M 2 B A R G BRI BB A, TR iRk
trade-off RV HERBENE . Fi#kEH Verm-PVDF #BIEHE,

2) XA MG, IS YRl A 25 S R iR 2 mT DA sl i Gy, 1A - Z2 LR R 2 AT
PIsZE BSA 7 X ESL AL RS ZE . W S g DEE AT il

3) X EEPR SRR, B YA S A5 R S BRI BEs s, HTSebrigk
WoTESR, /NI YIN LN W R BT e E BRI 2 ) 2 U TR RS D2 R 5 G i) =2

2 F x W
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Exploration on fouling behavior of vermiculite modified PVDF ultrafiltration
membrane by membrane fouling models
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Abstract In this investigation, commercial polyvinylidene fluoride ultrafiltration membrane was modified by
vermiculite nanoparticles, dopamine and KH550. The anti-fouling performance had been further explored
according to 5 kinds of membrane fouling models by using 1 g-L™' bovine serum albumin (BSA) solution and
actual protein-containing wastewater. At pH 7.2~7.3, the polymerization and cross-linking of dopamine and
KH550 and the coordination of vermiculite hydroxylated surface jointly stabilized the adhesion of Verm NPs to
the membrane surface. Under this condition, the scouring effect of vermiculite on membrane surface exactly
coordinated with the formation of polydopamine network, which led to an excellent modified layer with high
permeability and rejection rate without trade-off effect. For fouling model fitting, the corresponding R* of
pristine and modified membrane for BSA was decreased from 0.90~0.94 to 0.75~0.79, indicating the obvious
fouling alleviation after modification, and membrane fouling mainly occurred at the early stage of filtration.
Additionally, the R* of actual wastewater all decreased to a certain extent after modification, showing the
significant effect on fouling mitigation. Notably, the unavoidable adsorption and blockage on membrane pores
and inner channels by foulants as well as the formation of cake layer became the main factor of membrane
fouling due to the complexity of actual wastewater.

Keywords vermiculite; ultrafiltration membrane; surface modification; membrane fouling; fouling models
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