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Comparison of Sudge Filtration Characteristics Bet ween a Membrane Bioreactor

and a Conventional Activated Sudge Process
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Abstract :According to thefiltration characteristicsof dudge ,a comparison between a membrane bioreactor (MBR) and a conventional
activated dudge process(CAS) was carried out under smilar conditions. -Experiment results show that thefiltration resstancein MBR
was2 3timesof that in CAS. The contribution of sypernatant red stance to filtration res stance was about 90 % bothin CASandin
MBR. The test on resstance distribution showed the cake regstance made p 87..30 % and 94. 18 % of tota redstance in CAS and
MBR, repectively.
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