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UNANED

miﬁmsnmﬁ’egm&fuﬁuaqﬂizmumﬁna%aaaa‘lu%ﬁLmJLusu (Reverse Osmosis Membrane, RO
Membrane) TngiU3suiiisuiusaegraiisiuau 2 da 18ud 1 (Brine) 91nnnstiiuszuy RO 1u
nsguumIndnthazondielflugramnssuiifindaduumdnihdu elutasFendiithussdn) uas
i1 (Brine) ¥n191AuszEUY RO Membrane vassognsihassuiinlusziuiesufifing uasAnwinanis
LAz eIAIUTUBANsIAR IUsE noUMEa  sazaeaskaLsTnisansazatelaaylansen s
(NaOH) 039U 0.1% AU @15azaie Ethylene Diamine Tetra-Acetic Acid (NaqEDTA) L W3UU 1.0 % Ay
AenIsaegansazatensatalasaassn (HCY Wudy 0.2 % 1nWanisAnwInuIdnaiuwes Cl de
DS dmfuitegrnitduivasssdniiduiniigaidefisuivlossusiindug Ao oglugas
14.24-28.36% wag 65.33-77.54% aua1du uaziiioyadograinuluiiunisiiussuudae RO
Membrane Wud1 aya1awas CU inulutinedion (Permeate) fidnunnninoyniaviindun wiail

ilesnannyTinnes CU Alnninleseuriinduq wazwia CU fiflvuia 0.000181 tm ewiuiius
U89 RO Membrane Afvunn 0.0001 pm ¥iil# CU anansnasariugnguvesiuausuls Wefiarsan
miazamaaaymmmLL%aﬁasmsfﬂﬁ (Total Dissolved Solids, TDS) UULNLUSY WUINTALENUDA
DS dmsutussunlunsiiussuuseuit 1 Sidwiiu 640 me/L AIAUAUYINUIILUTY 2.11x10% m
! uagsoud 2 fifn 810 me/L fIRudiun mauiusy 1.98x10% m! smudsu lurasiinisazauves
DS dmduimzalunisiiuszuusoudl 1 SAwindu 5,080 me/L firudiumuLiusy 4.11x101
m! wazseud 2 e 8,690 me/L AU IUNIWLILUTY 3.78x10% m ! anudasu Tuvasd % Flux
Recovery Meudinisvhauazemusiusussasaildmiunisaassiussu uastdmeiadanll
uAnssiy Ao 82.1% uaz 83.0% MmNy efinnsangunUUNTEAFIULILAIUTY NIEvDINTNAGeS
thsgdluseudl 1 wasseud 2 WUINANITRARUYBILNLUTULUY Complete Blocking Model lagiian
R Wity 0.8714 wag 0.9822 mUAIAY IuﬂiﬁmaqﬁfmzLaﬁﬁmsqmﬁmaqmemmwu Complete
Blocking Model tutfigndiu Ingilan R? i 0.9871 way 0.9704 muaisiu

Y

AEARY: N159AGY, SIIesARRAlUTANLLUTY, N15YINANLALIR, JULUUNITRARLYBILILUTY
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Abstract

This research was study in membrane fouling from Reverse Osmosis Membrane (RO
Membrane) system. Two types of samples were used is this study, hereafter mentioned to brine.
First sample was collected from the operation of RO water supply which fresh water feed as raw
water to the system, hereafter mentioned to tap water. The second sample was collected from
Desalination Plant which sea water feed as raw water, hereafter mentioned to sea water. In this
experiment, the RO Membrane Process was operated with two types of water sample in
laboratory scale. Study on membrane cleaning was investigated with alkali cleaning method of
0.1% NaOH mixed with 1.0% NasEDTA and acid cleaning method of 0.2% HCL. Results found that
Cl/ TDS ratio for both samples showed the highest value as compared to other ions. It was in
the range of 28.36-4.24% and77.54 -65.33 %, respectively. Chloride ion in permeate also showed
higher amount than the rest of ions. The reason was Cl had the highest amount in sample as
mentioned before. Furthermore, the diameter of Cl is only 0.000181um that CU could pass
through the pore size of RO Membrane at 0 0001.um. Accumulation of Total Dissolved Solids
(TDS) on RO Membrane impacted to RO membrane resistance. The first experiment of tap water
showed the accumulation of TDS at 640 mg/L with membrane resistance of 2.11x10** m™ while
the second experiment of tap water was 810mg/L with 1.98x10' m™, respectively. In terms of
sea water, the first experiment showed the accumulation of TDS at 5, 040mg/L with membrane
resistance of 4.11x10" m™ while the second experiment of sea water was 8, 690mg/L with
3.78x10" m™, respectively. There was no difference in terms of % flux recovery of both of
samples after RO membrane was cleaned. They were 82.1% and 83.0% of tap water and sea
water, respectively. The membrane fouling model was complete blocking model for all types of
sample. First and second experiments of tap water showed the linearity of graph with R value
of 0.8714 and 0.9822, respectively. While, first and second experiments of tap water showed the
linearity of graphs with R? value of 0.9871 and 0.9704, respectively.

Keywords: Fouling, Reverse Osmosis Membrane, Cleaning, Types of Membrane Fouling

unii

nsgulnauilaatareiadanudesniadiiuinnty iesminnsdiuturessiuulssnauas
nsveeiaegdeLiosainiagaaminssy shlsdesdinsrutunanantiazeinlusuuuusineg el
fipamasoninufeants nsvviunsinesasealudadunszuiunsuanihazoiaildléislusgdy
psr3ouluruisseAugaamnssuvialvg unaniduiitoudidnisuiumsinesaeealuda (Reverse
Osmosis, RO) 819uldInvateunas 1y d1uiana ihiafu divssun sdeinaiivauaau
avanamumginizengg fanunsntimsaulfifuumanidufetoudignssuiumanamidessuy
RO'LE @elunszuaunis RO WHunisléusedulfiisiubeiusiusy (Membrane) Insfiszuud
ANMuaINIsalunisnseseunialaazidunis 0.0001 Pm vilvaiuisanseslosauiazluianaves
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= [ g a gj v o W v dy 14 ! = a a LY 1 £24 e
asavaneieglull Snnsdamdnansanduasiielsaldegelivseansnm Tutagdunuiimsldssuus
nesavealudaiiowdsulmzaliduindsauisavitldedaunsnaievidluglsy awsng wasielde

oo = = = a A % % v A
nsglmelafiauaunIaInneai 1,000 a5 WeNIUN1INT09RI8TEUY RO wiagliindnussana 400
a | a & o o Y v = | a A ] H o
dns ddn 600 dns Tt meaniianuduturesnisuinniuniiiou 2 wih lnsdmeianiiaaig
Wuduranndeu1nnIUnAuudNaliuLlUTWANNITEAAUNE BN TALALTD0 YN IAUUNUNNINITNTBY
Yoauusy Fadudeddnveinislduszuu RO WHLUTY UT1nn15alfananiseniinisanasues
and (Flux Decline) uagdawaliinn1sgadiunienndds (Fouling) NM15AINADIAMINLUTUAINNTAMY
TnmgauiusiinvaaniseeduumuLusuaziiausaldnuuuusulaegdoiiossnuiu 353
s199 Pldludlaqiu wu nisldansiall msdauudnedeou Wudu nszuiunsvinauasa1muuusui
wingauaziiwsusuausaiuszuuldegadeilion e1um wazldusunaindaladuluaud
aanwuuld [1, 2]

Tuguideliasfiny1 Ui uun159ARUTRUNLUTUIINNTEUIUNITIROSAaaluauas Ainw
Adnwaizn1saadiulaenslduniy 91uau 2 wia laud Wivs (Brine) annmsiduszuy RO Ndnslei
Iofuunaaniv wazurfisannnmsiiuszuy RO Alnsldimsiaduwnaniifu Anwiussansnmaes
NN371ANUALDIMUNUTUMIEANTAT ANYIFULUUNITEARUULLLNUTUHI AN T JULUUNNTARUAIRY
4 qutkuuy

/NINAADY
AU lglunsAnen e
11914 (Brine) 9INM15LAUSEUU RO Membrane Tunszuiunisuaninazeiaiveldlugnainnssy

1%
=Y

P daduuvanihiuainuismusem Tnad waanu 91190 @) 9,580
11914 (Brine) 91nN154AUTEUU RO Membrane lunssuiunisnaniazeiniieldgulnauilnai

[%

a I3 % a 1Y a A = I |
LU UULARIUIAUIINLNIEATU f\].“daiﬁ NUNITLIDANNAINULYUYUAY 20 91

FZUUNISNARDY
5¥UU RO Membrane uanasiagu# 1 Insuidvaglvaniuldnses Pre-Treatment vunainwed

1%
[y o

Iwiidy (PP) a1 5, 1, 0.1 Hm aua1au wagiiiuad1uaudineUuunsanugs (High Presser Pump)

4

'
a A aa

wialviiidngldnses RO Membrane ¥u1A 0.0001 Pm JNWNHILNUTU (Ay) WU 0.315 m? Uagyin

o a

1nneaLelun (PA) %aa’mwmwﬂﬁﬂaamﬁu 2 @ Ao Uiwedien (Permeate) Wazi194 (Brine)

€
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A —

Permeate tank T

)
—

Il RO Membrane H
H 1

T Brine tank

Purmp

S=

Raw water tank

Pre filter

5UN 1 ¥AnAaeIszUU RO Membrane

N153LATIZANITIARUYDILUNLUTY
ANNENTNUNUITIIAIAUAUNIUVDUNLLUTY AD AWENTURIULNaTeN (Permeate flux)
Tnevlaanaunisa 1

R=— (1)

o Ry Ao AiAnudumulausy (m)
TMP Ao mnuduruanusunials (psi)
W, #e avumilnvesiunediion (Pa.s)
J fio Avldndvesiumediion (L/hr.m?)

N3ANYIFULUUNITEARUVBIUULUTY
FULUUNTRARUYBILUNILUTY annsonanafednvuzmsgafuvesmusuildlunismaaesle
TnegunuunmsgafuesLsuuildvhnsAnwissd
1) Complete Blocking Model L WaunsImszning V/A AU d(V/A)/dt
2) Intermediate Blocking Model 1@guns wsening 13a1 Au dt/d(V/A)
3) Standard Blocking Model WuunTIIEnINg an Ay t(V/A)
4) Cake Filtration Model WeunTMTEnINg VA AU t/(V/A)

HaN1MAABIAEINTA]

Audnwuzvasiegahitldlunuide
Turuddedlfinduain 2 wadldu

nsrurunskdniiazeraiieldlugpamnssui
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(WUU) 258894 LAy W19 (Brine) 31nA5LAUTEUU RO Membrane Auanwizvasiiag1siufay
YALANAFINT1 1

M1919% 1 ASNYEYRiIRg 1 TUAY

1Wdsedn 11Usedn YIneLa YIneLa
N150me35 Y 08199 1 Mg 2 AeEeN 1 feg1an 2
] < H mg/l—
Avasdsaragluin (TDS) 550 590 3,740 3,540
. Y ¥ me/L
ANAINUNTLAN9VBIUT (Hardness) 140 140 181 180
me/L
Arraslsalesau (CL) 156 84 2,900 2,450
me/L
Aupadedllonau (Ca*) 106 83 103 150
me/L
Auundideulosau (Mg”™) 22 27 27 35
. mg/L
Aan (Si0,) 67 61 29 28
me/L
Avwdntessu (Fe*) 1 1 1 1
AN pH 8.10 7.97 7.89 8.12

NaN13LAUIZUU RO Membrane

NAN1IAUTZUU RO Membrane ﬁﬁmﬁmmmmé’umumuLusu (Transmembrane Pressure)
wazAnidndinadiion (Flux Permeate) W 2 Falus Idnantsmaaesdsil

ANNAUNIULLLLUSY (Transmembrane Pressure, TMP)

Lﬁ@ﬁSUU RO Membrane ﬁﬂ"liﬂ%/Uﬂ’J"liJﬁu&huLllllLUﬁusﬂJé]JUGL‘Uﬂ%\?LLiﬂ"U@\‘iLL(ﬂlagﬂ’ﬁV}ﬂa@ﬂ

waztuinaufur UL 2 Yl efiansanAnufusi s sunNszsznaInsuszu Ul
AETTUSRagUR 2

203U 2 arwdushususuluraefiinnfussuunsesesiussudedned 1 ogluta
26 94 30 psig é’hasmﬁ 2 agfluyaa 32 89 34 psig Fmumsvnassimziasietned 1 aglure 56 fia
59 psig mumamm 2 asfluézm 56 fi9 59 psig WU LU U TUYBINTVIAR DU UnTiAn
foyinismnaesng.a LLﬁ”WU’J’Iﬂ’]iVIGlﬁ@QU’]U‘ﬁ”ﬂ’ImEJEJ’]Wl 2 fANUFUHNUILILUTUNINATINNT
ynosUszUoged 1 fesninisgnfureasniusundinInnsinaTuar e ILUTY warding
Jfuanudududuresnaifussuniinnninivssuniedied 1 lasanuduBuduresnimaas
thuszunsoudl 2 agjﬁ 32 psig Turnefiaudududuraamvasonissdiseud 1 agjﬁ 26 psig
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——ysgU1 1l =O—Usgl12 —B9nzal —®—unNua?2

60 @ ® °®
55 —1h 2 2

I
S O

TMP (psig)

W W
S U»
O

I L .

0 2 q 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
time (h)

NN
[@2NE;]

FUN 2 ANAUAURNULIILUTUANNTEELIAN

Alandineiian (Permeate Flux)

ilesuu RO Membrane finsdufingmsinisinavesinnedion wiewwimen Wdndweiion
yn 2 2lus dlefinnsanenuduihussnusunassesnanmMaAusEUUTaNETusagUR 3

AvldndimefiienianisvaassinyszUnazimeiaialdunnsaiuann Tnoanadndsewesnis
yaansiUszUniioged 1 eglutag 3.97 f1 8.16 L/hm? faegnaft 2 agluta 512 f 5.60 L/hm?
dmdunismaassimylafieded 1 ag/lure 4.07 89 5.69 L/h.m? Frognefl 2 ag/lure 4.66 9 5.55

L/h.m? uilunisnaassdinziadesuSuanusiuiiuusiusuligaindinimeassiiusedn el
andmetienilalnalAssiuiiiosaindlegismgaiinnuiduduinnninfegsinussUlaedanala
| 3 - ' Y - N ' v & a
NNANVBILIAEA18UT (TDS) WaEAIAINNTEAI9BIUN (Hardness) 9101571991 1 Tnaanandinedlion
HwnliuanamasnszeLIaIN1INAR0Y L10IINNITOARUYRY LWILUTUNWNNINTY uidnandmediie
nanadliunnaeanpuiniin Wesandulimsaranveseuniauuuusuisonelugnsuaniesuwas

geaunsaiusyuuaelula
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——ysgU1 1 -O—dUsgu 2 ngla 1 —o—nzia 2

Permeate Flux (L/h.m"®)
O, NWPAOUIONN 0 OO

0 2 q 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
time (h)

5UN 3 Avldndinedionaussezioa

N153ATIENAINTRARUYDIIILUTY

Tunsneaaslavinnisnaasuadngvasinmeiiiond1nsu RO Membrane Tusidigalainunisly
NUTSUAUAINENFUBIUNNDTLDNANNS ULLILUSUTNRIUNTHNIANUAL DIAN8EN5ATINAINIT I 1ag
< v 1 [ 4 g a <4 1Y) ) a € 1 Y Ly 4 v A
Wudeyarmdndvesininediendunial 1 FiluuazduninsizvAiosazveandndnaudu (% Flux
Recovery) ASaNN1TY 2 NANTTATUILEAIAINITINT 2 [3]

J2
% Flux Recovery = — x 100 (2)
)
-~ P | a v € |
W ) Awatianianguaauuiusull
Jy h) ANNBILONNANTUDIUULUTUNEIUNNT I ULAZYINANUEL DAL

A15197 2 ANENTVRILNETLENNDUBLAL NS LAUTE UULBLAIAI LA TUNIULLLUTY

mMIneaes  WaNTvemweden (J/h.m?) % Flix AUATUNIULLLUTY (M)
WILUSY  NLUTUREINIAIL Recovery WHLUSY LU UKEINANL
Tl avennIgasLadl Tl Ave1nmgaIsLAadl
¥uszn 8.05 6.61 82.1 1.04x10™ 1.18x10™
dimzia 810 6.73 83.0 9.58x10" 1.15x10"

Avldndueatmedionveaususull lunsvaassindssUuazimeaiidnyifu 8.05 uas
8.10 J/h.m? MIUBIHU LALWAINAIUELBIALUNLUSUABEISLANTA WA 6.61 LAy 6.73 J/h.m?
AUaIRU taaiial % Flux Recovery Wiy 82.1 wag 83.0 % muddu dunaldnAndnduestimwed
LEVTDINLLUTUNE W AEEATE 2 n1snRasdiiianas osanuuusuiidunsldnundeliu
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szuudeiiisanii 2 unasdinisgadureseynavesudaidomsetunidaeg 1wy aaslsdloseu (CU)
Sedawalsfituiinalunisnseswes RO Membrane fidnanas Tnammusuildlunisaaesiniussuiuas
imzaiiSovazvemidndnduiuannndt 80% muauuRguiinels

Hlofa15an3 0 AUAUE LN LN S UYDAULLUT UNUFIA LS U UL U S U DU
TnsieensnaasstinUszsUiuazimeiaianyitfu 1.0ax10% uag 9.58x101 m™ auddu @runiny
AU UL TUVDUUILUT U ANNELDIAAWYINAY 1.18x10M ay 1.15x10 m ™! auansu wang
Thfuiaudumuusuvesuuusulmifdnfisgunussoznansido

ﬂ’]iﬁﬂ‘lﬁﬁ?ﬂLLUUﬂ’]iQﬂﬁU‘U@QLNQJLUiu

MTAeTgRsULUUNMTgARuYe Uy [4] fhouuudiassingg Tneteyaildainnismaas
WIndennsANduRuSYesannN1siuduroslaatnneglunisnaaes winnswlaian R? (Linear
Regression Coefficient) 141nd 1 1nfian munsauinsmusuiidnwarnsgadudulunmsuuuy
fuq Tnguansnsmanuduiusvssaunadadudeguil 4 waesud 5

0.020 -

500

y = 0.2355x + 0.001 400 |

3 0015 - o 2 P . y =-16.443x + 318.41

£ Rz = 0.8714 . > 300

5 0010 2 R?2 =0.725

< < 200 A

B b

© 0.005 ©

100 4 .
0.000 T T T T 1 0 T T T T T T T T T 1
000 001 002 003 004 005 006 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
V/A (m*/m?) time (h)
a) Complete Blocking b) Intermediate Blocking

500 - 500 -

400 | 400
€300 * E-”OO a
é g 200
S200 - y = 14.45x + 128.1 < ) y = 5526x + 92.727

100 | R2 = 0.7075 100 4 R2 = 0.7219

O T T T T T T T T O * I ‘ ‘ I ‘ ‘
o 2 4 s 5 10 12 16 16 18 20 000 001 002 003 004 005 006
time (h) V/A (M*/m?)

c) Standard Blocking

d) Cake Filtration

5UN 4 5UlUUN59RiuremIUTUYRINT SYAaaniUseUn

31NN1INARANTINANFURUSTO 1NN T TUFUNINFULUUNITEARUAINT NUTINTSNAABY

Wsgdwazimeia I3Usuunisaadiulu wuyu Complete Blocking Model lagiianuain1sanfiuvas
sunaavaueguuRImtvetuuusuludlng wandiiuireunialudiednadivg 2 unas Ngasu
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vunusudlngivunneunalrgnIgnguvesuNusy nedia R? voansmeaasiszdidiosng
Wi 0.8714 wazen R vesnisneassimziadiesna whifu 0.9871

Fofinnsanvunneyniavesleseusneg Suumeyniadel CU Svunalessuwiniu 0.000181
Hm Ca®* dyu1m 0.000099 Km Mg™ fyuaa 0.000065 m d@u@anidvuineuyniaviaiy 0.2 pm
dmsuouniranstinin wu a%a wuailile wieansuviuassu N1 du ¥3easBunsy 1wy 1Ushu
sty e 3 Uszanﬁﬁmmﬂlmjﬂ’ngmwﬂaq RO Membrane [4, 5] .

0.020 500
__ 0015 . 003 .
g E
£ 2300 1 y = -13.711x + 305.66
B 0010 2
< < 200 R 2 —
S y = 0.2433x + 0.0009 3 R* = 0.7834
0.005 |
100 |
Rz = 0.9871
OOOO T T T T T T 1 0 T T T T T T T T T T T
000 001 002 003 004 005 006 007 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24
V/A (m?/m?) time (h)
a) Complete Blocking b) Intermediate Blocking
500 500 -
a00 400
—_ —_— .
£ 300 £ 300 -
:é < 200
2 %0 1 y = 11.047x + 159.12 < 1 y = 4298.3x + 133.33
100
1001 R? = 0.6374 Rz = 0.6507
0 -« T T T T T T T T l 0 * T T T T !
0 2 4 6 8§ 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 000 001 002 003 004 005 006 007
time (h) V/A (m*/m?)
¢) Standard Blocking d) Cake Filtration

JUN 5 JULUUNTEARUYDUNLUTUYRBINTNARBINEZIAMBENS

d5u RO Membrane #l#lunisnaassiivuingngusindy 0.0001 hm wuiilessusiieq i
YUIALENNTIFNTUVBRUUUTY anunTalnanugniuvadumusuls dmsuddni (Si0,) a13Tnw ans
Wenuaey uarasduvadfiivuinluginignuveauusy Wefiansanguiuunsgasuluy Complete
Blocking Model 819duiig1uladn RO Membrane ﬁmiqmﬁmﬁaqmﬂ FANT @130 @1TUVIUABY
wazansBunId

fafu MansuamTeIIgatuLarsULuUMIgafuayhlansadeniimehmiuaren
wusukazviavesansialiivanzausely feavdaarinliansoldausmuldessoiless
wazdnwUnanhinasldlndidestumaiuszuuaniusll
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A9UNANIINAADY

KAMINAREINITAUTFUL RO Membrane fedoe 2 siialduanisnaaosial

1. Auudnwairresiiegneii 2 widt nuhawesdaiazansluth (TDS) veshegnenszu
SR 550 waz 590 me/L Fsletiosnindn TDS vesiegsimzadiidnviniy 3,740 way 3,540
mg/L Tnenuinduiaeaslsflessu (C1) inflgniassfiagnatt Tasdadaumes CU o TDS w9
fograiussUnfianyiniu 28.36 uay 14.24 % uazdndiutes Cl de TDS vasiegwimeiadian
WU 77.50 Wag 65.33 % dnSUAANLNTEAI9YBI (Hardness) vaamsnaasstintszdrdiausiniy
140 me/L Vaden1snaas Faiintesnin Hardness fhegesimeziafiddnyiniy 181 uay 180 me/L

2. AMUAUKIULNILUTY (Transmembrane Pressure, TMP) VDIV 2 UEs WU
TMP vessheeeiUussdndneed 1 agluY39 26 84 30 psig Fregil 2 ag/luy39 32 84 34 psig Faflen
foundidn TMP wasiretnaimsianasosnadl 1 uasdiegnedl 2 fifleegluras 56 89 59 psig
e 2 afsnmasnaaes Tuvasfidndndinediion (Permeate Flux) vassesnstiii 2 ¥l &
AmidndineiiionlndiAssiu Insnsmaaesirszdiiegne 1 eglutag 3.97 1 8.16 L/h.m? dhegned
2 agluts 5.12 1 5.60 L/h.m? dmsunismaaesimeiadiogned 1 oglutag 4.07 83 5.69 L/hm? was
fhegnafl 2 aglurag 4.66 713 5.55 L/h.m?

3. gULLUUﬂ’]iQ@ﬁUﬂJENLllllLUiuleaﬂﬁlﬂmiﬁ/lﬂaaﬂﬁ’lﬂizﬂ’lLLazﬁ’mzLaﬁgﬂLLUU N39ARUYDILY
wsuiiaudiudiBaduinniign fe wuu Complete Blocking lnefidn R winfu 0.8714 uag 0.9822
suaiu Tunsdivesimzianiinisaaiuvesuuusuwuy Complete Blocking Model wuifeniu Tnedl
A1 R? WU 0.9871 wag 0.9704 MuEsiU
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