www.rifst.ac.ir/jrifst.aspx E——
@ 2132 lia 5 asle oo sosls 5 Ghas3y s JRIFST

dragprndn 380-365 wlxio & o loss 2 al> 1392 Lo
DOI: 10.22101/JRIFST.2014.03.01.246

b axdly ol AoVl wiuTyd jo Sies o5 S0 sla allbb Si
Sl e Jlad Jole 31 08l

4 . 3 2 *1 .
GP8) Sledoodam & (Ggmgo dgaodw ¢ (]l dozmo ¢ 00l S a>g
Npdion oy 8 olEld ¢(55,9laS 0aSiiils ¢ 3 molio 5 pale 09,5 (6 iSs aisgel iils -1
(vahid_hakimzadeh@yah00.€0.nz) Jgiums odinms g3 *
Ageen (owgd y8 olBils o cwaige 00D ¢ couds (gwdige 05,5 Sliul -3

oS
92/04/31 2L o 0,6 aulp 55 20 oy Seet b Jl Jole 5 solinul (s ol s
92007121 : 2 by 26 o alsl pals jglhite 4y (MEUF) b Jleb ole L axdly <lis,) zVUl s

oo Sy5e 4lis 5 (TDS) s > oole JS o5, ays0S i Sins als S

s ooy s 53) Lod sl ol )b 80 s (o) 5 09l L Sl iz o8 123513

20 ey 5535 2 pmhaw v ,3) slié ppe o Lid (o],F 2ile 4,550 540 30 mlaws

b Jlb Lol (RSM) gty el g 31 eolitsl L (gelams aw p9) (el Jlsb ol ke 5

ALas @S 85 B (o) 2 y90 Kb g5 S8 50 5550 laLalBl falS (e

asly sl YL SolS @ jomie > o i 5020 oy e Jlb ele 5l ool aS ols yLas

30 Shygd o s 2oy 12 398 94 e 0 i 5 @ aulis g &,y908 oS,

5 ol (o35 Cuibe TDS 2als o Lol i Gjlae (2L1,8 anl3 b alie

orals (s Jlb Jole Clle Gl b 5 egly jLE am; aoy0 34 4 Ll

(D)9aS oS5y Gl 0 g)bse sk GBS nl ) Slaise slayally il

sy I35 56 anales s TDS

I R T R Aoddo
.(Hakimzadeh et al., 2006) kel Gaa p S8 sbalbasar o

Soge & glid gyl 5l eoliul Jb cnl b Logase gudpé Ol 5 5 balbl silulus

s pgepe anlE o (Six b L Sile pomye Sosby, aliubie il Sy SlaSy

Lg ,ld rals wlid (S35 wiile go)lpe Sl Sro pikins geliland 5 Ggeuly)S -5 Sal

se log 5 Joile S5 Sl 5 silulazr pae 5y ol 5l el s ae Sosll o YU (g5

S ahai o ) grehae g JolS 05 il 4 plad slag,gl B wiile woax glaan] ) adlla

claslie Jle  olee a4 Sl b sialS caias anld s 5 25 alidl jslace

oilil 4y azg b YL 5 (gelilids S 3 Cany bazme (Sogll alS 5 (6550 laan e



366

4o jlasti 2 wla 1392 Jlw ( 313é palis g pgle ja (5,9755 9 Gha g5

Sl g e Jlb ele Slogas 4 fesls
b sl jo acdl aY) o) s ool J> ools
sl s 5l oS slail Gsl 5 Cesaal o
590 Jele died a8 ol sud adly JsSLe
(Puasa et al., 2011) (oL o

w3 2L dgme Galz nl 5l Bas g ol
St 9 Lo ealBl iy az p» Gials o VLIS
il oo dhal 0] B b S Sleogas

g, g lge
i lo3T (gl 3L 0590 lge
5l g o g98 UF slis Sliolesl cpl yo weliné
Kool s o555 cobe il (b iz
sl 1 Joam jo clie ol lasin ob oolatul
J ke 51 i ) o s Jleb Jule
5 as w3 eolasul 20 Omy Pt sxaw
SEL eS8 by Shls S pls S
33,5 dgi "VHP CoiS az o b o]

Ol s
S i Gl il i ol
o9l 5L 0l ol ©etS n g (o250 (L b (Sobl
Sy ee odd 1 JSs jo o) Sl a5 o olazal
5 10 Sga> cud,b L SSU slls el (ol
45 09 fegay Qg (e & e Seidly iz
Sles by o5en SIS IS5 & T8 JUl ol
Glp el snoF aiss slie G @ A 050
L oels 5 o 605500 bz 4 5 SThes Jla!
5 28y 563 (8 Jlad ey S5l p3Y Slee
o > 0 oolawl g oL 2-3 a8 b sS
Ko lih Jpe oo 4 S ol J
A Syee sl Sy lp sy S S
o ad, 54 glad Jeow .cwl ) IS 4y ST
S ot e i | 5 S g5 5 Skl
2 ylid g0 aibiee 95 em ge Hhad olls

4- Tween 20
5- Very High Pol

Fr S 50 gsllhe QLS wdlgs oo La i
Lol sl Snbs gy dex 5l OloS
seolasl sl asly o5 JoSle 59
Silolazr 6lp meSas el by gl 2350
JLadabuly a gs o5 (sl 5 b olaS S
3 i 0 4 (9)de 9 00 G Vb (Slles
a5 ol g b V12 anl )l olie ()b
Ol sl 4 S (65 ol Sles jLis s
loasy ]9 cnl b agliie j0 W80 )5 ugSias ol
.(Huang et al., 2009) <l i

Shestinl (olad (5,518 S50 slais, 5l S
GRS L pgat 4 s b oSS O
Caio y0 398 sl i als o Wil ge a5 ol
sghy, oiml bl s SA 4w
VLRSS @ (e oS5 L e
MEUF aiyTs b b s Jleb Lelge U asdly 5|
Jub Jele o538l L ST opl 0 05 ol
oS g )hie 4y ol cdile (il 5 Jslme 4 (e
s ol CMCY fgle LS5l cllile
ol gxle ;uSs @ (s Jld ele sl jegise
JSis Janle plpie con (IS 695 slaosy
g, dauly a4 b ol o ks e
J5is slodunle 5 SlaS 5 o (Sl Sl
Lo jogin 0o b (22999000 (S w2y Sl 0 b g osd
b slo b cilies glo ol o fgls dies 4o
S,p ooplal abwly 4 S pl g ead LA
A3 sooyax Sl jgee ay 0B Koo bdasle
Sl 5 pge Bl podle coi i (ul 4 g Wi
ol 5 slid (el (KT e (S5l
Kim et al., 2006; Aguirre et al., 2009; ) wb oo
(Myers, 2006; Jansen, 2010

SlaS 5 g bagygs! g loyeslS MEUF ol )3 o
Wb b b oo b ole Cagis] oo U o,k
sy Gk 5l Il olse Ll aniS e )13 5 iy
Jsle 3550 09,5 b 5 Pdly ¥ 9, (ol ol
Sy ol 5 gad Jo e 0,5 e 18

1- Micelle Enhanced Ultrafiltration
2- Critical Micelle Concentration (CMC)
3- Palisade



367

S ) GRS Wl 8y jSaiad Al Suk sla wallAl Sia

SrSoslul gl dBws ol i &jgaS
olKiws opl 28,5 1,8 solatul 050 ladigel < ygaS
il oo el y5iS el 5 (938 g5

oBiws ()1 S Sl colan (6,8 ojlasl ol
&ly g aib oo IS el 98 3l s EC 400 g4 5
20,5 00laiul TDS g S oSl colas (6,570 51l

a5 2l 8 oglil gl g 83959 Sl )
Q0,5 oolaiul G 00 Sllee JLid i ol
.(Cheryan, 1986)

3 Sy e Sl sl ety S
S5 )‘ 09‘)3 QL)} 9O O9>ge awlis )b.ﬁ.n
RER PR SO P IEIC e
40,5 oolatl

sLid Slasive -1 Jous

ol byl G MWCO 6 s LB slos aols JBpH wwls
(livm?h) aits & o o BB e (CC)os Jas
45 S amic  ossesl L BKPEG 0L 4z, 60 1/5-10/5
' I Y
ogly b2
Towilod
\\
P o st =)
O
Jhd 5931 ¥
. —
S yo5 SiG og] 6 ol >

MEUF g, 4 pls 55 anhual (gl o Vllyd olid @oally Sl -1 IS

Sllee Glp g o bglse aids 10 Guw a4 aids
20,5 oolel el

bgyg03
e b gl ol L sl ol s
Sloslical b g slaids 1 ol Jolsd o () o)z
L ol ke (s 5 05 Gl oz 5515 S
Gl LM Gl Copd a4 azg
NTU aly ool 2 0555 oy 9080, 505
A (S o3l s & ygaS oo b g
dadb o 1) ol cds Sy (6 Sl 1,
oolitul 15osSal Lol 5 1 o5, 5,503l (sl
7201« cops pH ol a5 (s 3 cny o8
e SS9y Sl jslate (ul (sl oS ol el

Wigod 6 jlwodlel

3550 Olie @ shaie o il ooy 4 Gl
5 550 sled 42 Sl e e ool 5 5L
J> Ol 090 PSS e g ddse oaile,
aS el S a4y 05 A 35 oo palbas s
Sty =1 30,5 QS ol 30 3 15550 S
-2 dg>g0 slid Slisgas wlel p cwwlie Lo &
Syt Llis Gl 6550 eSS ye

A e Hlade 4 5 xhe JW8 Lle
Sl b oll o g ol (CMC=0/06mM)
S 28,8 ole (punbline (5o SH L g Sl
J> 5 belse 095 4 aids 0 550 300 L LI
JUL) (Lol (350 Copd 9y0 4 G g 005
39 599 110 s & Sreo b > ol 50 g o eals



368

4o jlasti 2 wla 1392 Jlw ( 313é palis g pgle ja (5,9755 9 Gha g5

299> 4 ag)] ples o> b o 8 adlal lagll &
IS e alse ool 5l am ey 2L 10
Sl sl = IS pds” s Lo 15 Lo
JBe ples 0 aids 15 wow 4 g w5 adlsl
N WS-W] JVOV 0 0% 15 jog38l Lo ools &) >
Kl yd Lo 05 § KIO; ;o Jo 5 (Y90 0/033
iz Ol 5 ad oailey e 4 Lapl (Gl e
R g W3S 6, Sosluil iesil 700 ol eyl
Card s pls S anilas ol 00 )s] Sy ol
23> Sl g 008 Jos i red 4 5
aolad cdale o bl gove jo ols 3 ol

(ICUMSA, 2009) axl cows 4

obol Jloni g 49 25
Pl g Sllee el aw 36 Gdod cnl 5o
g0 las ol 5 sl ax o 50 440 30 b 4
clile 9 L5 535 2 maw aw yo clae oy
5 1OMC o gl a5 (xba JUsb Jele
Slio Slis 208t ~,SL b s 2CMC
Joe o9 (3RSM) Gl gl () 4 (o) 99
85 b el ol 4 alaly o a5 elS aupe
1285 518 (w2 9590 16 5355 i (e
(4) al,
f =1l + byT + b, T* + byP + byP® + bsC + bC?
+ b7 TP + bgTC + bgCP
Aol P les il Sl T Jas ool o o
Jud bele clale il C g oslas (o) o jLad
oo (ol
sbles ok ‘S@.uj sleoldes sloss
sy 4 45 6,5 lacllas 5 T 4 ends Ll
odal 2 Jgaz )0 285 )18 )y 8)90 Gl mhaws

2- Box-bhenken
3- Response Surface Method (RSM)

L slxe o) 51 a0, eolinl jod 5 Jse 01
g ad Blo yieg,5ue 0/45 dslis ojlasl b blo dels
g &b aisy; yatle 1 ks a4 jas Ju )0
SxSoihl yesil 420 zge Jsb o T i
SFegS1 R, sl dlge (e (ul poodle a0 S
5 w3, (5Sol 35 Jybwe sles 5 (RDS)
Sk 5l ol idls eSB g cpl abewg
5 olone 5, Loles 5w paseie pogasee Johiz
100 dnale ) 9o )8 sk
ICUMSA Color = 14 (1) aba,
dolz olge oy bl 4 axg b iz oo
L Olgs 3 n5 @28 bl 5l aiedls 5 (RDS)
18l Cawd awsls
p = (0.0055 x RDS) + 09714  (2) aka,
(3) al,

5
ICUMSAColor = 10 x4
b xRDS %[(0.0055 XRDS)+0.9714]

420 50 Jsb 5 Jsls 155 ior lyeo A &S
ao,0 RDS 5 Jelore aicwils P e us Jobo b ¢ ogils
Copd wSop plea b (5we818, sul> ool
(ICUMSA, 2011) sl s
oboa L oud > sul> slge JS e TDS
s g e Sole olStus I Lesitew TDS

R R
ol ol aalts (e (e gl sl
a sl jelaie (pl (gl 00,8 ags o luilinl o
p,5 36 plas o 5 syd e 100 L sae i
b e 00,8 adls] jalls g atulis e 5,50
10,864 20 ao sy a o jlooladl
L a5 180 mg/lit o ,lasbiw] awlis Jelxe yid oo
Aol aBlol oud Al duejoew oalls alulis
@ ol 5l Sy e e wulss cdile s )l
500 4 400 300 200 100 S0 0 « sy
N S (Plas) e5kS 0 ek
jhie o e e 2.4 6 8 910 i

1- Refractometric Dry Solid



369

S ) GRS Wl 8y jSaiad Al Suk sla wallAl Sia

N5 g sl ol g (SalojT b Oldoe slaxi -2 Jgua

15 14 13 12 11 10 9 8 7

40 40 40 40 40 40 40 50 30

3 35 3 5 2 5 2 35 35
1 1 1 2 2 0 O 2 2

5 4 3 2 1 bl o)l
30 50 30 50 30 (o5 be ey beo
/B 5 5 2 2 L) e

0 1 1 1 1  (CMCycuL

w18 5 paf i bz sly 2005) S
oaaline oliol Glidsy jo .a6s,S eolaiwl MEUF
bor L e Slles jLid bl L oaS as
Ogeli M Y g 28l (ldl (ot 9o 4 09l
ol slad maw (o 50 b ule clale § clale
OB 5l HLad Gl Lol L alidl o) lay
1S oo Coxd owylo
Flux = L, x AP (5) 4,
ool s Lp g slae (oye po jlad i AP oS
dlyoe it g3y
oo o kamble Sliass bl sxes
by Lo olie Lo iol381 L as ols oLas (2005)

edboee cpl CBL ol e Ogo a0 0gl S
Sonte Jole 1) Lo iolidl alauly a4y (59,0,5 ol
0,5 By 5L

Sl Jow b 5 2010y o, ¢ Drews

2Ty s Jlab el (g5l Jylone 5 i

S Oliee gy Lo g jlad 56 5 VLIS
A0S aSt

Lo
b oogdiee o 2 JSo o a5 b oles
oy Gl adle iy, b L oliee Lo il
Sy ;56 slas (e o jlad Gl Ll oS
JS2) ZeBls ogl s by LS liee 2 Les 4y s
b b el cale (il b peiman .(2-2
o5l Ol LW Ole lad 5 Les zshaw plos o
b Jub el e il L 2l s
o 5o Wl pezs g il il by fuole olows
Ol Y 500 Sjle 4 0gd o ylin slis
oeals Ll g ool Saeto slié mhaw o clale
slie mhw 0 Juole 4l ez ¥ b oo
Sl o slid miy Caglie Liglidl e [(MAL)
Rahmanian et al,. 2012; ) 59 0 slic (5,0353485
9 2-b slaJsiz) (Ghosh & Bhattacharya, 2006

(2-c
L Oliee dgse Ule @l e b Gillas
s 5o 1) Lo g jLad (Al alauly < o9l 5 b =
5 Kamble .s5gai comlice pddze 51 (gl

1- Micelle Aggregation Layer



370

4o jlasti 2 wla 1392 Jlw ( 313é palis g pgle ja (5,9755 9 Gha g5

25

Flux 20
15

3

40
Temperatu re

Surface Plot of Flux vs TMP, Temperature

Hold Values
c1

3 TMP

30

Flux 20

10

30 40

Temperature

Surface Plot of Flux vs C, Temperature

Hold Values
TMP 3.5

30
Flux

Surface Plot of Flux vs C, TMP

Hold Values
Temperature 40

o3l by )b ol 1 oxbaw Jlad Jole e 5 5L dos 5T -2 st

beSis b e Jlb Jole clale 2yl
09 b e Bl LSy i Glejeale
Gl 1) D008 i Gal g 00,5 DA 09
Loas oly glad 5 oo 31 g b gl ol
LS 3 @85 do s oxbas Jlab Jole clale zol3l
Ahmadetal., ) wb oo iol38l J1 e g JT calise
.(2006; kamble et al., 2005; Jadhav et al., 2001

U)j\.\:

ol b @jgaS A ws le e 3 Js o
)mjuocwfw)d@bukjbé&n&&ﬁlﬁ
L L (3-c 9 3-b cl JSo) cdl (6 pKoiz juals
b oygaS ol slie o,e jo jlid o Lo islsdl
(3-a Jsa) o5 o iol38l soga



371

S 5 YL S aial 8 o pSuiad ald (Suk sla wallAl Sia

99 &80 ol <l rolisl L as b les slug
)5l 2alS 398 (S5 S 5

TDS

& Cond ) TDS Sl plgiee O S5 50
3,5 caslie alize Slles slo il )by yoss

Wil e Cupd 50 S9xge slagm 5l gl
Syzg Mo aisS Pl s | akar anls
&5 Sl anl sl el (Ses a5 0dS glags
Slgw, o Alg oo ol oaile SL oyl o
9 o diile (olagg b g Wgd ygilnll o (5w
OlPl o &5 aten of5 e slagg pesly
BUNE N SV | PR FC R L S DI K9
Gl I S oo xSl o] Ogelilbi S
Y ool abal o> s SIS0 g )
S5l

g oo L8l b aS ol cvmlice Budow cpl o
ol ool Lz 0 TDS wlid pye o jlad
b b ele cdale gl s Bra JS) cdly
S s TDS o 6pfeinr 28l o
“C 9 97b lo JS2) ass (b Jlb Jule 50
G5 e by Gliiee 1) el e O
sladuale b lojl Joloo lagyg Sosbiuly sSUl
4 ddlgis a8 Condle aiiee L ea a5 g
slad Bkl wisd Qi badle 65, 2 25>
3 aog 5l Al 55,5 oluil aauly 4y bl gl
DS o et Fige o] B

4 (2007) o), Ke2 5 JUNg s cpl slivl, ,o
45 i1y CPC 5 onlicad by e o3l i
doys b b Jole cdale ldl Lo e
Wy 525 Ok b e S 0 &l g (59, B3>
S ol b gt 5 Ll il 6 Ly
208 e o gl @80 do o i

Si> sy w0 (2009) o, 5es 4 Camarillo
238,5 03lizl CTAB s Jlab Lsle 5l colind
SLad ol boas ol sage pdione opl il (o
Jole cbale (3L g mals @ds wojs Slilee
Bl Sgups (6999 U ads wopo xhaw Jlad

5 oS el b Yl s L gl

as L il el a5 jsb les slad Ll
o8l ogl Gl 5o 1y sy Sl Blee OIS
ol (pl &5 00 )8 b allbl ads als o g 0l
Ahmad et al., ) cwl Jge &y9a8 iol38l j0 04>
L .(2006; Jadhav et al., 2001; Drews et al., 2010
D995 Olee sl (Bye 0 LA Jlade il
Aol o g0 4y Wilgi po el (pl a5 L olial
o uslo slid e o lid ull b aS opl Jsl
Cod,b amal 0 g oad 00,8 slid mhaw o
S5 5o alanly &3 o Juals 5o 5l 5 s S
O YL glaylis o as pl pes g Wb e oS
o > olgs oJslme oz yide JUl alaus

Luoetal, ) 5,5 oo 1,8 05l by> ,o (g i
(2010; Purkait et al., 2005
)

SLad g Lo i)l aS 0gl oo cualive 4 S o
5 oIB ] egly Gl SOy wan slas e 0
Sl S5, Bad e Jleb Jule il il
el 00ls ralS |y ol

Sleien Loo alidl 510 S5, lidl LYs
o Lol (595 AalS g (JoShe 3985 o I8l @
JLE O5ne b olya 5 Joloe () DlaS 5 a8 08
JS8) w85 18 ool ol e e e 4
LoaS ab owsod wlisle;l cpl jo i oo (-2
Los gyl plos 43 ombaws Jleb ole clale iyl33l
4-b cla JS) o awlS ogl 5 K5, o ) jLad 4
S, oS5 S ods Yl dec
Jodo wlgioo Jlb oole alowgy pl SO )3 0920
b el ol

98 Bdo> oy 4 (2000) )l Sen 9 Alahmad
Jole 5l eolaxwl L Orange 16 4 Black 5 .55, oolo
w3, MEUF aild b CPC b b
ol a8 deye S ol las gaddse (pl @l
b JUsb Jele il 3l L 5, oS
Sl L 5 aslys ol S s 5 2L Sl
Bl 5 Geizan 0 o e Jlab Jole cile
e o kb il b a8 el sal oy oy



372

4o jlasti 2 wla 1392 Jlw ( 313é palis g pgle ja (5,9755 9 Gha g5

Surface Plot of Turbidity vs TMP, Temperature

Hold Values
C 1

Turbidity 4

Temperature

Surface Plot of Turbidity vs C, Temperature

Hold Values
TMP 3.5

12
Turbidity 8
4
0

Temperature

Surface Plot of Turbidity vs C, TMP

Hold Values
Temperature 40

12

Turbidity 8 ) W W W N N W L L

“3‘:‘:““‘

———~_S S\
—_————
4

og|)3QLLR0)5JSO|}*o)gtﬁJa~JbéJoLc¢«BJ.ég)bﬁ‘Loo)§U—3JS.(Z:



373

S 5 YL S aial 8 o pSuiad ald (Suk sla wallAl Sia

Surface Plot of Colour vs TMP, Temperature
Hold Values
C1
280
2!
Color 60 a
240
220
Temperature
Surface Plot of Colour vs C, Temperature
Hold Values
TMP 3.5
500
400
Color b
300
2
200
C
30 40 0
Temperature
Surface Plot of Colour vs C, TMP
Hold Values
Temperature 40
500
400 C
Color AN
300 o
200

095 by Ky olime ook Jlad Jole cdilé 5 ,Lid Lod 5l —4 S



374

4o jlasti 2 wla 1392 Jlw ( 313é palis g pgle ja (5,9755 9 Gha g5

Temperature

Surface Plot of TDS vs TMP, Temperature

Hold Values
C1

250

2
TDS 00

150

100

Temperature

Surface Plot of TDS vs C, Temperature

Hold Values
TMP 3.5

250

TDS 200
150

100

Surface Plot of TDS vs C, TMP

Hold Values
Temperature 40

oglyi b y> TDS y (oxbauw Jlad Jole cdile ¢ ,Lid bos ;36— 5 JsCi

G Gde 4 6ok bles 5skeel JSb @ anlas
ay ple gl 5o 285 518 5 Sa slaJbu S
e B ple 5l ol g ails Jl S
auli s WS 8 S8 bl S
sledoslse pls Ko ada (b eebleS
Sy peedS Slo S la b S ol en ailas

50 alds jlake Olps Wy, 293 4 6 S
Fllos iz glayially 4 cond |y o5l ol
A0 oo oyl
50 a5 aibige b ooy Bl oailis
sl JsSle 51y 09y i olS ps 5 65y el



375

S 5 YL S aial 8 o pSuiad ald (Suk sla wallAl Sia

L sSde JIoleS 3 Bl wops (ulidl I S
g SThgm o ombaes Jlad Jole clale a8l

Jub bole 250 omyp Gl Send onl o

eSiis S ks o als Spuge 5o xb
CMC 2 31 (jan slacdale o abns Slaw polie
sanlice 7 JS& o 1) o Ol e &5 W5 aulie

Dges

S5 Al
ol oddlice jui Jd Cwond 0 a5 job les
Jud Jele 5l oslawl aS 0g o1 5 S mls
o S el s s el gy e s
9 DS o5, wile plaatll VLIS ) 4
TDS uals jo Ll awo g |, atulis lode
GRSy pas bl 4 aS e ool cuise
9 S pb e Jud Jale G (Slivly Sl
556 5T Glgioe 3 Jgaz o 05 29250 slagys:
By SeSy e So e Glles oyl
Oezred S5l odalie uly mhae (o) 4 ) LU
Pl o @l ofibe ST T S 4 axg L
o b Jub Lle ) jao clile b olale]
P S ek a5 Blate ol anld e
sl slge 4 2CMC 4 ICMC slacdale
L1y b b e b il sy lid
nalie STyg5 lgie it ol S Slogas
Jui bele jga> ;0 a5 9pd e csmlie S
Lopls S5 adad 0 g B s (b
0 A (gyeb 4 el sl obul ioYLIS aslys
s Jlb Jale ) esliial by aales] o
G2alS 150581 wly 196 sg0 b Lles S5 (g et
PYRPE IR 0/825 dgdx 4y DyedS Gl 0,5 oy
Sals ol o 2 20075 jlaie b s aswlis g o,

OEN

Colls 2alS e Jos ol 45 0iS e
(Donovan et al., 1993) 55,5 oo ygum! yilid

S aghal anld )0 anlis oS w5 4
55 Ogeol S b pgebilind slahg, o pl>
Slhsan 085 Gosb & 0T o 13 U cos
00,5 cdslin i o> sla Bl gleals asas
o il YL e b pls A adar oS
00l Arhal Cupl ) Hhed (liee 5 D908 Sl
[(Jansen, 2010) 50,5 o

Cesgl poo LIS Gt b JUb felse
3 ey (s Jd Jelge cpl asies b g0
Jus Jelse ST siige ibs, slaeallsl Bis
s Nge i oS slacdile 5 Sg né
Sy ol 3 mizmad el 5l L] CMC e
@9 &) 03 A g adle (g9 Colgle 5
MEUF wlj3 5o ol salinul Boss oS oo Lyl
oled ol canlis T sla Fogll i g,y boas
bl 4y (2l Ser SluS 5 ol o, Lal 3 a5 el
f Gl b L s e Jeb olse b L
95l 5l el Slivlg Sl piSpa  alauly
St v Jd olge b (G LS 5 B
aibe g OloS 5 Bde Lol il b sl
Jbs lge ol byt JT 0lS 5 Loguase anulis
(Puasa et al., 2011) ol conlio xlaw

e Jd ele 5l eslatll gass ol o
3,5 ol dgage atwlis Bd> 1020 ug Sgo
olas 55 20 sgs b Jlab Juls e ol
ol oglys 5 o anulas jlade jlid 5 Les Zolaw
i3l s Los stal3l Lol (B-C o 6-b IS3) by
9 oL SRl aauly 4 ool Ly alis e
20 lad Gl g w0 )S Sahl cops Sl
—a SE) cailo gl 5 8 0 aulis Jlade p gzl
(6

o) ol B> 4 2001) ol l8n 4 Jadhav
o Josle S plsie @ S5t 5 (389, S oole
oliyl clwlis wmsls, MEUFaLTS alws



80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

376

4o jlasti 2 wla 1392 Jlw ( 313é palis g pgle ja (5,9755 9 Gha g5

Surface Plot of starch(ppm) vs TMP, Temperature
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Abstract

In this research, the use of Tween 20 nonionic surfactant in MEUF process was investigated
in order to observe how should reduce the raw sugar impurities such as turbidity, color, total
dissolved solids (TDS) and starch. Also, variations of the permeate flux were studied. The
effect of parameters of temperature (in three levels of 30, 40 and 50 °C), transmembrane
pressure (in three levels of 2, 3.5 and 5 bars) and surfactant concentration (in three levels of 0, 1
CMC and 2 CMC) on removal value of the mentioned impurities in raw sugar was investigated
by the Response Surface Methodology (RSM). The results showed that the use of Tween 20
surfactant leads to a better removal of color, turbidity and starch in raw sugar in comparison
with conventional ultrafiltration process. However, it had not a great success on reducing the
TDS. Also the permeate flux was decreased by increasing the surfactant concentration. The
operational parameters in this research were effective on the variations of color, turbidity, TDS
and starch with appropriate R%
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