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Table 1. Feed composition
Chemical Materials Concentration (mg/L)

CaC12.2H20 5.125
NaHCO3 2.3
KH,PO, 6

ZnCl, 0.0625

FeSO,4.7H,0 0.052

MnCl,.4H,0 0.012

NiS0O,.7H,0 0.02075

Ammonia-Nitrogen 3.8125
Ammonium Phosphate 43375
Urea 20.0375
COD 188
! Plexiglass

I#97 JLu T aglods PA agga

S, w3 Lt sla o Llse tan 35
Oy g0as 9555 50 (Sl godd Cuaglie sl 58] s S5 405 Lis
sLie g 5lad il 8l ol Slsd glaunl s JLs el
56855 B ran e 5o 58 e sanlie Sl LS slaan] 8 s
a3 5 DT g 558l 6l 5 Slles slaay s
s 5l(Judd 2003 , 2011) soly oo 2alS L S5
g 2 sLad 5050 Dl 4 015 n (S5 slaensilSa
Ly lion lagle s gad 0,81 SIS Y LS5 5 S
S5 SIS 5 JLeb pd aiile Ut a5 5551,
SS9 sa sl alsn Lol ot o5 (o815 S Julis
Lt 515 eac olyT Lo, San S e b s 45 aits Jslo
Sl sias iy 90 40 Sl le )i sl 0 201 sk
e SMP Jslons 2 Seo Sl 5 S EPS il 35 6l
Lol s i bos g G5 S35l 500 slo S onl Wsd e
Jobt Sai (K S ol 4 55 S e et Slhes
53 38 B e plsiey Fom S S e i
33 a8 il () s gl a gyt e sl oLt K558 ey
Gl s oIS oot 51 2L (K8 8 6587 0 51 S s
3 yh e aiS 55 (S 5 o Slles o) Slles 4 5 bl o
lols s elis K58 8 ol Sy, 5 s lalllas s wiz a
(Le-clech et al. 2003) ol sai sanliw = S sl S
ados), S (a8 sn (il 158 o0 i 15 55 Sos Bk S L
= 33 (Bp) SLid Szl 5 (o 51 28 slie 5o 5L g
ol sl OF lm o ol bl o 5 ol a3 sl
o O ime e o ot g ol a3 daly o) 45 (x50 (0
{(Tiranuntakul & Jegatheesan 2011) cs 2lls ol &)
o ikl o 55 S ol sl oo | of (ol IS 5 sbas
Ol 5558 o ool (o3 o 5l else s Ap 5 L
.(Jefferson et al. 2004; Le-clech wlis o il oo 2ol 58!
; 2003)
S5l i Sl e g, S U o Gl L
o35 o) Bae . Slles sl pine 5 o (glo prne Ll
Slyad s S 5 g cble lis g Ap wsle ol s
s e (S Dl 5 5 sl 25 ey slse 555525
s oslaze Sl S usle Slkes glosine 5l 5 5L

ulsliguladaa A



dx.doi.org/10.22093/ww;j.2017.45889

ey #U88 S5 e Jolpe

S Bt sae i Jals b e 2T o8 ST
g s pie O S 5 Sl ny

Fig. 2. Propylyne membrane used in the system
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Fig. 1. A view of the feeding system: 1) Feed tank, 2)
flow equalizer, 3) membrane bioreactor
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Fig. 3. Stepwise flux test
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