(&)

o® S
2] WGVJ/}J" S arry
Y

@liE glio 5 psle ;5 (555155 5 gy 4yt

DOI: 10.22101/JRIFST.2019.04.30.816

www.journals.rifst.ac.ir

JRIFST
78-67 olxiw 1 o)loss 8 ul> 1398 L.

g Jo JolS dJléo

2 SDS Gl xbaw Jlad 3olo cdalé g pH (i p,e 50 jLad 5Tl dnllla
Sl dxiuai 10 (MEUF) Juunlo b asl gty ¢ gummo! yidadl sl gf wis 58 0 ,Sos

Tl b v9y 4 (o

3 . *2 : Logss a1
00y g ¢ T Hlg S g 0098 awlyl e

Ol el g8 o codll ol3T olKzils o)l g8 alg o conds it 09,5 o jLuils =1
Olpl ol gd (oDl SI5T oKzl ¢yl g8 alg ¢ conds (ot 09,5 ¢, boliwl -2
(susankhosroyar @yah00.COM) Jgius saiwwgs #

el ol gd e cdlul ol3T olKizils (olag3 axly ( lié glio g psle 05,3 Lokl -3

1396/09/26 -l 5 2 s
1397/06/01 = 5, g,

odS
S D318 g o JT LS 5 pslailploas jo LUy cdeds xbaws Jlad Jolge
SBa olad sbanld segs o lo s jgba seie sbboley daa o

sols slaoily ) Sl ddai ;0 gl ALl By d9ete S 4 Geod (pl 50 g0
wdbogag Hgaml il gl 3l3e {COD) JT 2S5 (aloond (ygemliomsST (sl p3¥ (5msST 1S jslaion;
ot ol sl Sl (39, 5 Lae LS Sgige 5 0908 (TDS) S Jslomels il

Gy Jole clale Sllee [556 aw coonl .oi ooliiwl (MEUF) Juole b aislsgey

o Jls Lol o9, 5l ookl b LT line oIt g PH 4 ,Lad Dl (SDS) Sl oxbaw Jlsd

Jrle sl plas bagialejl gl 28,5 S8 )l y0e oS- Sb (b 5 gl ety

oSl o 3 8 3l 51 (S plsieay Gigsil (b Jb Jale il jgiS6 oS

oglyi JLE p e Sl funle olaws (aldl g (IS (ygnnl i )Ny &Y JoSis Jdoay

slaylad o oman ol dgue 1) (Sooll slaasls ads Kiosem) bl atsls

il mals Sogll slaasls a8 lime b fusle yabios ;2d o YU Slles

30,5 5,538 5 TDS LCOD #85 (yl5ae ial3dl el PH 2ol 381 T sogdle

sla Pl 5l gyl olaJeSIgey Sle (55lulax doudo

LY oo ya> o)l 08 1 ol (JeSge e L
5 009 (xhaw LY Gl 555 o jsbay Lad ol
sladiss Wb by e g P &5 Ll
slagolze wnlp o aisS e olml Gl e

285 ol glagis, 5 S lie (sl 3l
Doy S84 sl 5l bt LS5 gilulas
o UF Lee 5l sl gl p3¥ 85 e g5 Al
clolae o)l 5Ls b 2-10 S o (g lud Bl
039 &l a5 aiee LS5 gilela> 4 0B UF
3l g 00 yglle 300-500000 bagasme 4o (JeSUge
PSS 10-1000 &wls 4o Laé glao o 55ladl
43 Ube, ol {(Crites & Tchobanoglous, 1998) awil

1 Ultrafiltration


https://dx.doi.org/10.22101/jrifst.2019.04.30.816
mailto:susankhosroyar@yahoo.com

68

1 o Lol 8 al> 1398 Ju “s.ﬂfé.é é’L"" 9 'aglc I 6}5T9'.’ 9 MR

aS cwl cpl ol pl o glulas Lol sucld
& (Fnnt b G (Geih) b Jld s
Sl yagige igdgo a3l (Cluy) @l 80V o>
Sz cdile jo g 00 Sl g (o Jlb Jole
St wimse JS5 SkoS (CMC) ks
A8 80V slaJoslge 831l (aalidl s oSLeS
slid oy 3 5l 555 Jaale (Seolindgyuee
Ol d9dse Slis )3 S9zge (Sunl (gl 2L31 1l
Qilosldl o yegin 5 b Jusls plo jo a5 1,3 5 0lS 5
30 0,5 walgss jeae o] 5l g cadanile;l Lad lawgs
4 aly ol Lo 5 0an¥T (gilulax eajl anl ol
Lalyd Geimen g ooVl Lad clasie 5 b Thy
MEUF a5l,8 0,84 pamie Sy -0yl alidee Slles
> 50 2V ilelaz 033l lojer Gl g0 oS sl )]
Al a0 (VL Byl L g gSae jewl aiyl)
Landaburu-Aguirre, ) sges sbol |, ¢yguul kil ol
Fpe b olge o 3 yShes a5 ool (2012
ol anlp s Loy MEUF wulp b omb
Wlgi oo anld ol W el (gl ildgils 5 wgSas
sl SIS slacusgazme p adé pglaieds (W5 lyicas
3,5 ogerme Ggelildgl g wsSae e
[(Landaburu-Aguirre, 2012; Puasa et al., 2011)

delse 5l laas ol b Jlb Lele
sy JsSse oohid Caand a5 Wl edans oS Jled
bl Wil o 098 (e JSAS (5]
(i) Jliils s & 0B cplply ool it
Slay 5l @3B Glagy ale cote b L pleeanY]
slawl SEOLE L oL bSa ois
Sl 9 S Heilam sl (6l oSt (SlSs S
& Ol Wl et 5l s wlaws cnl 5 S yans
P Sy o3 ST 5 Sl Jesdgd e
(Puasa et al., 2011) g5 oLl

P ‘Sﬂ ool gilulax ;0 MEUF awlyb oo3b
AW caloz )l Jolie Sldas slo,giS1 4 Joss

® Critical Micelle Concentration
7 Sodium n-Dodecyl Sulphate (SDS)
8 Linear Alkylbenzene Sulfonate (LAS)

At d ol peitie wieslied «gppiydei aile Lid Sy
Cak o L (] clale g Slie3 g aiile
Bogume .0)lo (Sws Les g Lid gl (59, by
Somdgel Wl LS 5 ddal o by, ol @l
Ll g (Sigdem sladsNges Sl Llss i
S gmilwg 3o Dyl 4 wlas Glages s
Crites & Tchobanoglous, ) <ol et aile glde
(1998

S (MEUFY) sl U asibisguty 5l
a0 Slee a5 il plie gilulas anls
Jui - belse 5l bodale LS5 b gl 28120
Puasa, Ruzitah, & Sharifah, ) wb oo 84 oxbaw
Dol o oy cdeay o Jd Jolge (2011
Jolse oz Garmen (sulio o oo S jsbas Lao )
SylS oy g WbooisS ypedgal 0AiiS s g |y
Ol 5 mlalplods oUlss ol pogdle dlge () .aiyls
@l 1y Ll ) eolind a5 wils 1y ol g ows T
5 &l slaoa ¥l &bl (ymen (jlame glas )l
ok Wl se gycnlil el ools I8 Az g5 90 (S
B gl laanlp vse Glp P
s 2 b Jele s, 5% (ppmnd 2Ll
Ll o (GpSel 5 Gpoh) alSss coosas
G Sy Jeld &S eSS aniliee ol JeSlse
(508 Il 09,5) Pl (g5t hns 230> b JSse
05,5) P> gt $98 L3> b JoSse e ST
Sy e Ysans 50T po aies (oga s
S oy sl Sl Kl | iy S0
el (§98 Sl (a8 b Il 09,8 Sy Canmga] s
Jud Jelse ccugool 0,8 (ol 5 Cunnl 4y a
0L (G955 ((sike JI0,L) (Sl slaog S 4y elaws
9N Sis 5 (ke 5 Ste Il ool (ke
Landaburu-) wigs oo (gobpmmds (T Sg b
(Aguirre, 2012

! Micellar Enhanced Ultrafiltration
2 Surfactants

% Lyophobic group

4 Lyophilic group

5 Zwitterionic



69 e i Jlad Bolo cdalé g PH (Lié (pye 0 jLid 15T dnllae

o en g oo giaal )

9 Fier (295b hlo gl Zldgl by, b anslie
Luo, Ding, Qi, Jaffrin, & ) aabl o Lié 8 S8,5
(Wan, 2011; Luo et al., 2012

fbal alie opl jo (uudze (pl HI5 JeeSS 0
ol 5 copml bl acd 51 oslisal U i ol
5 S5 Soge ol Batmsss (lsiear sl (e
S gy 5 MEUF 5 Slae 350 (sla el ly 3G

L gy 9 olge
adgl lgo

Olrgd JLb (ol eS8l 5l eolaul 0)50 (o) Ol
oael (1) Usaz yo o1 &gl Sleogas o5 WS 4

MEUF uigl 8 53 soliswl 3 )90 by lasive =1 Jgaz

TDS Cob

oS dee) (il S ko) (NTUy <505 pH

-10/40

7000-7
000-7500 9/30

1800-2100  2800-3200

S 15 51 SDS ¥ sl oo Jleb 50l paizen
B 48 WS as w99 egls b Ll S i
Lol (2) Jsuz 5o ol (olrerdsSosd Sliogas |l

PH (oxbaw Jlb Jole cdile 5 goi i (0,0 )0 jLad
5 0l laoyi sll 5 Lad g5i dda gogidl jpa o Joloe
b JLd blse jpazpae Loy jea> Colys
Rahmanian, Pakizeh, & ) ol aily Sei g Sgamé
(Maskooki, 2010
5 e slole Lhal cou Coeal gl
e glas glaanld 5l g8l eolital (e
Oliize bawgi 6l Sl Ol 5 Ol &b
9 bl ol gz e slaghy, Bl ln i
Col ond plool Lié plyd nidudeny Cyeizad
Huang, Zeng, Fang, Qu, & Li, 2009; Landaburu-)

Aguirre, Pongracz, Peramaki, & Keiski, 2010;
Ngang, Ahmad, Low, & Ooi, 2012; Rahmanian,
Pakizeh, Esfandyari, Heshmatnezhad, & Maskooki,
2011a; Samper, Rodriguez, De la Rubia, & Prats,

S slole Liai o g, opl ) eoliwl (2009
oy b (2012) Jaffrin 3 Wan Ding [Luo lawgs
Lol el 5 S6F Sppe s Gl byl
ol Hlas paiisme ol ald Lol anglie yguwl mlagil
Gey 4 akal lpy Shes PHO e &S
wibioe 8L 7 5z (Sews Jsoe 5 Ol ilidsly
2! (Luo & Ding, 2011; Luo et al., 2012)
S Alsgas 1) e (Sl Clay Grizman o King)y
Ol 36l g gmml 231l (lal> e g0 anld

w‘ AW . . .
3 hgy el a5 adle g wob L8 aslesl 040
(SDS) (Gigwl (b Jlad 0lo (o Lo gSs b sl S 329 -2 Jgur
oS S S adls  CMC : L
R pr) damsls . . Sy £z o
a LD Lot ; (K
df)é), (e ol (saeo 7700 S5 s N T "
(C gy
207-204 1/01 818 1288 NaCyHpSO; bl 28837  swl  SDS  ewogs

o Sy

"okl s (PES) “osilsu il ok (NMP)
o S5 5 5 g Skt olSis 55, (Pan)
93] Sgte sl el Gl (oS olge Sl L
elad ol 5l gdss ! o ol eolanwl
(Olp! cobo gi 55ld ol jlity &5 10) o glarenis

30,5 oolazul 3) Jgaz 4o eauio, il Slasie b

% poly Ether Sulfones
4 Ployethersulfone
® Polyaniine

s gl

2 PH (e Jele cdile las 1 om)n e
iz 3l epeed lié Sy 5 MEUF o Skee
Pl 5l eolaial L as 0o )3 oolatwl ygalgm sl L
2 1 .

O3sm Jetess 5 (DMF) “asslep Jotaso

! Dimethyl formamide
2 Dimethyl Pyrrolidone



70

1 o Lol 8 al> 1398 Ju “s.ﬂfé.é é’L"" 9 'aglc I ‘5)5T93 9 MR

L ©sbly (28 lasin -3 Ju

, L . Sz 20 Joe g5 &y o>
e gl Jess BB Lad Lsé e VeSO © j s £80 -
She> <> Jpole oy
2/50
61/40 L 12 O9il g il b 3l Slamis Sy Slamao 2] 43

 OleS s a8 e diloe 51 e o lCawads
Loy drnlme gl 3505 caalin B) Jguz ;0 oy
ol 5l Albire Slles Lull o Lid Lawgs Slge a8o
Huang, Zeng, Qu, & Zhang, ) s oo oolawl (1)
(2007
(D) i,

R(%) = (1-2) x 100

Cp 5 STysm 5o boany¥T clale Cr (L) ik, 4o

o5l 5 Ql?.)?)é)lg,]ﬁra;‘}tn > L&bog_;_iYT - Ll

il e

&l 5T
3 jLlad M maw 3 was gl Gubss ol sloiole;]
Sidle s 5l eoliiwl L pH law 3 § SDS cdalé mlan
59 9 gewl mlaw (g, 4 7 d5es Desing expert s ,Lol
psbe @) Uiz b b oSh o oSk Sl
slegilol (L Q) Jsuz 5 eadand Sl
W oo olas 1y eadoly Sldle s ey 48,5800

0ddyy9 (o Jlad sole ol ¢ olej] yo bl cg
Loaids 15 wow 4 haiecs] ;o) e 100 o550
o bglse aids o 490 300 [0 L bloe (a0
S 4y g ad Lol Olay 72 8 4y Jalowo ol g
o> a ol pH Haile, b colg,s o 03jpR 4d8o 15
2L D s ) olBs ShsS (35 (9,0 ¢ lais g0
2T 9 8399 S b lesliial b s Las bye
e b 5 5 s s sl S s Jpas
S aSST 5 ey o oolaiwl Leo J piuS olftws 4 joxe

b (S diges o9l Gb > 5o, L Sl o,

ase3l b,

Lld 5 Giolesl o 5l e sadbasial Oluy sladiges
50 O3eS| s (Sogll slogasls ) plaS e oo
Sy (COD) ¥ pliass S8 5 (ysmlignST (s 5

.. 2 .

B byl 590 y9u8 5 (TDS) “ S Jelonal sl
3 . N . .. s @

Joe) TiegaS D908 ns slatet 288
@l i oslizal (Lol caly S lssT AL250T
Juw) zeTDS olSws 51 JS Jolowal vl olgo pnes
et Gl g (S csle Ll oS 5 BLIB33

05t = S (15 53 595516 50 3 Lt po zobans 3 19356 -4 Jgaz

- C’J‘g’ - >l sl JRYE

2 5 8 Voo Lo A SDS oo Jlsb sole il
2 3 4 L B Les

2 7 12 C pH

! Chemical Oxygen Demand
2 Total Dissolved Solids
® Turbidity meter


https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=15&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwiX34ae7O_XAhVHJOwKHb6ED9wQFgh_MA4&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.tadjhizyaran.org%2FFa%2FProductCategory.aspx%3FPID%3De904d0bb-e457-4097-a102-8c6d3dc3c44e&usg=AOvVaw2UqhGqAcZdGjhThdXQR2em

71

e 2l Jlad Bolo cdale g PH (Lid (pye 5o )Lid 5Tl Anlliane

o en g oo giaal )

Gl o 5yl (215 58 dwly Gl puiio 442 L L SiulojT (21 =5 Jgua

<095 DS COD ool pH A SDS cile o)l
(NTU) (LMH) 6L

98/95 44/11 63/80 38/58 3 5 1
98/49 33/53 50/48 45/31 3 2 2
99/24 50/82 71/01 35/08 2 8 3
99/29 50/88 72/87 33/79 12 4 5 4
98/66 38/00 56/36 43/08 2 2 5
98/62 36/74 54/95 42/36 4 5 6
98/75 39/75 57/18 42134 2 5 7
99/01 45/25 65/95 37176 12 3 2 8
98/84 40/78 60/07 40/00 7 4 2 9
99/42 54/69 77111 31/84 12 3 8 10
98/90 44/19 63/85 38/48 3 5 11
98/95 44/11 63/80 38/58 3 5 12
99/07 46/83 67/74 36/15 4 8 13
98/89 44121 63/72 38/18 3 5 14
99/14 49/07 70/19 35/81 12 2 5 15
98/97 4410 63/79 38/50 3 5 16
98/89 42/96 61/65 39/39 3 8 17

Al s @l (2) Ay yo eabatl)l Jas ol

TDS COD a5 o5 3, PH 5 ,lié SDS wlalé
5 B dlly US4 (5y5dzmegs Aolas (90 5 D908
X3 5 X2 X1 o yiie ol 50 o5 ol oids 43,5 L
bl os PH 5 L2 SDS cbile s iy

(3 1,

Y = D0+ D1. X1+ D2. X2+ D3. X3+ D11. X12+ D22.
X22+ D33. X32+ D12. X1. X2+ D13. X1. X3+ D23. X2.
X3

ilal, calpe slagile] Sl easlonssay @mls gl
55l 25) 6) Jsoz 3 Ll 5l s 2 ol B)
SaS 4y 00l e Como el 0dds @l (0o
oibyly BT L8 S 18 ey ey5e uil)ly 5IUT
Sade g eogeaioll Jawe ogyls pxe SOl
5 lo,gxSe as ols cpl p <d¥s 005 5 o8 P-value
Jooar b Blisl jgboas 5 005 I8 ool Jaw

P Al (O sre g bl el OS5 eyl

sl stalyly 8l 85w 28l 5 Jae gl el sliten;
Py onl b eslatal mhaw muly g, 5l ki
St > o8 Sl bl GlaSiSS 5l lasgors
Bezerra, Santelli, Oliveira, ) oy, o ,54 loawl,
Villar, &  Escaleira, 2008;  Talebpour,
! (Ghassempour, Abbaci, & Aboul-Enein, 2009
69y ol 28l g Lol 31 ol Syl (QUlss 3,
Switzar, Giera, Lingeman, Irth, &) ol 1, Kasy
wiwly jiie ;o slp Ubg, ool ,e (Niessen, 2011
sloeiie lie 5 ol BT o5 39000 hopad Jon
Joe dsiien ol alflar &jgon 1) ol 3, 5,50
abloe @) Aaly & jgots el ondichy 5
(2)
Yn=Do+}, Dixi+Y. Y. DijXiXj+.Dii X2+¢

Hlae ol 31 Dij g (ye ol Dii o o> ol 31 DI

NI



72

1 o Lol 8 ul> 1398 Jlo (21ad 2 buo g pgle jo ‘_5)5T95 9P

Rahmanian, ) ssé ools mudgs Jow dlwgas wilys oo
[(Pakizeh, Mansoori, & Abedini, 2011b

oads al) o p 2l b 5o Lack-of-fit) il
Cowsts doys 99 (YU sladslas sl R jlaie .ol

gl yo Sl 5o, 99 51 iy Ssolod sl

COD 5 TDS ()L csygus susaS (yly sl Juw 5o Joliie 9 (o po o b Ol 5T 4 by yo ol =6 Jou

R D3 D13 D1, D33 D2, D11 Ds D, D, Do o)
0/96 -0/25 0 -0/58 0 0 0 0/81 1/30 3/61 39176 COoD
0197 -0/24 0 -0/56 0 0 0 -0/45 0/183 -3127 25/54 TDS
0/98 -0/10 0 +0/35 0 0 0 -0/45 -1/51 -2/03 53133 LI
0/97 +0/01 0 -0/03 0 0 0 -0/05 0/01 0/16 98/08 S yg0S

S (i p3 05 Ghaedr ol ) e plple
s, (2017) Razavi 4 Elahi Mousavi Hakimzadeh
bl raw Jlad slge S8 @ St pls St &bl
Sllee @YU gla,lid o 45w aols Gl o ol
GialS 5 Ll S 5i 5 baJule (adionid Lloey

L3l a3 55308 oS Lo pallS 5 ag s b

O ygas 20
b slbanld 5l colanl L booley &8 ’3}9,@\
sanlin (1) JS 0 a5 jsblen iy oo 2alS 554y
&8s p b Loy I3l b ke a2 g
ool T eslges otz Gialidl ol (Jg o)ls &)9a8
SS S duoys 1 osgas o wilgs e daid ds wuo o

Al. .
2 R
L o I via. e
J ~ P F
(TR TI ulﬂ],—u J.:.ué,é

(L P=3 G oo IS 9 PHET el y o JS5) 15908 283 Fituno (g i Jiliio 53l 10905 =1 JSCi

5I5 5 pH Lial3l L a5 sntionnlive jui o5 0,5 ooy
Sl ol il oo il Sew)] s5lelas e 8
slapH o 1(5391"3]60 Jeszs Jdoay Vgl (g5Lulaz 4o
518 Jedoa by GlapH o o gslalar eVl
Bade & Lee, 2011; Sikder, ) coul? S5s <l o

(2003

! Di-anionic
2 Mono-ionic

TDS géo
L TDS gés ao s 45 5 zo oanline (2) JSii a3l
PH 5 oo Jlad ol cile 5 Led plisl il
52 5 pH Jlade Ll L TDS Gio asbge Liulidl
(o PH 5o 1 g sl oo a8l as o 25 YL 4, 12
Sl sl slapn 9 TH slagn ol jo 2,
5588, al ogdis ol Gasl sladunle mhaws (s,
bogge anld 0 pH Jl a5 (65 G
) CPC Ses8 (rbaw U Julo b (gl sl 4l



73 e 2w Jlas 50l cdalé g PH Lié (e 0 HLid 5l dnllae

o en g oogiaal )

IS5 Jskro sal Slge

Yoo Y/e-

J5 Jolxo sl olge

V/\/ sl
H g \3 Yo o e
B Olga Joawdgs

YI0. “F1-
. e Bt sl
Hlid o Yio-. VB iy JuiSys

Yl o

(L P=3 e o JSb 9 PH=T ol y oo J5) TDS 285 (ylime (595 ilicko (gl o Jiliio yuili jlog05 -2 S

O Sl 1 YL Y Gl s b b Jole il
El-Abbassi, Khayet, & ) cool ol Jslxe 8355 50
Jcelb (Hafidi, 2011; Rahmanian et al., 2010
Serte onl YL lacdile )o a5 098 o0 (St
b Jlasl blas slaws a8 ol o] jol ol s 0gd eSS
ssbar clile LI L T bS5 Pl sle e
Samper et al., 2009; Zeng et ) wb ooi ial33l 6550

(al., 2011

3 3L )30 o 3amST ol e
2l Ggalins|

pH :z ? VIO w93 a w1l

Ow,‘u

&1y 30390 (35S &5l 3o

COD #és
US5 50 COD gds (see 59, Wyt &l pnis ol
& olime wols (lis gl .ol oad ools lis 3)
US| a0 xbas Jbb Jole clale 2131 L COD
o cesl Jdoopla 3, ol s Giall ol
Jodoas Lae o o055 Y 50 le LS5 Jlozo!
s (pn abge Gl ChlE gmln M B
@ oo haw JW Jele laesige ool b
ey 00,8 chald ol Dy &Y o Jeole (isle

O
BRI VR P PR R |
I i g

(L P=38 Gz o Yt 9 PHET ol o J5i) COD 285 (ol mo (595 s o Jilike T jlogai -3 St

15 COD 885 (5o (rtyinios 45 31 (Lt gl i
Jld Jele 5l Vga oo 8 cilile 5 L 12 Lid (i3lis
Ji ele el ml¥ b ows S ol s
5 bl bl sl LS5 Jlazsl o odaus
O s bdels GaieSlie Jlisl eimes

Jele VL glackile o @) JSb b oizes

Sl L COD s duo s Lal3dl s o omlans JUad
U gl Las S 5 15l o pals Lad M
15 booan VT (5 iy PDlosil b s 5 sdbes b o Luwle
(Purkait, DasGupta, & De, 2004) sl oo  zals Lyl



74

1 o Lol 8 o> 1398 Ju ‘@J&é évl.uo 9 ,a,l.c 30 6)5T9§ 9 MR

3 ol L e stals sgd e caslie a5 sbiles
s Jleb ole alé Gl 1) olibos sl olas
B s 990 ol eitld S99 (Lo lsd B ples o
chle Gl b gaad (S5 o5 cl s ol
Ol Bl i il oo d5zgar (e Jlb sl
ogly Lo e xbans Jlad Jole clale iol8l L oS ais S
ole &Y S5 5 (el Jub Jelge gozs Jloa,
G2l e izer e il did gl s,
23 e Jkd Jele ol sladale o ogly Lo
obe 35 5 oxbaw Gdz Bayay Jdoas (CMC ik
oo Sl wimed el @la L L La I sl
o i Sl Jele cdale )58l as el
Js¥ge (> iz )3 05d0s G umle JSS
L 9,5 sladsge &5 Jl>y0 oS oo ygee Las 5l o
Bade & ) wigi oo gds Lid bawgi oluSy (J5SUse 02

(Lee, 2011

cedb bl el i YL lejlad
e mals boan¥T ald ey olig iy ol
(Lad BN 5o & e (g9, Gl L S0,k
&30 do s el san¥T &y sl rolidl Jdoa
[(Huang et al., 2010; Luo et al., 2010) wb o _ials
w050 Gl e Jolome Gad o ll8 9 PH (a1

oIl a8 cal ade Gl ) 00,5 0 COD rdo
slatsSly 4 (K oauSadiaie 3l (59, ahol
bl Ll By s s PH Gl ayl o 4o ool
RN VPSS EFTIN S IAPOR
ol VL Ba> leaily o] Ao g wlse dega

[(Malakootian, Mansoorian, & Moosazadeh, 2010)

o9l HLb ol
Sflee bl 5o zwly nieee S S esls LS
Slais oy 51 @) JSs cosl MEUF slaginaw
Ao oo slas MEUF ol 3 5o o9l com JLs o |

Ol ™ B b o
uw,‘w Jew398 o9 o & Moo Yle-

(L P=3 G oo IS 9 PHET ol y o JS2) 0915 5L g2 b pusicio Jlie 15Tl goi -4 JSCi

b Jub Jele 6l regige ol lear ol o
U"‘JJL“’ &)-Ms‘f ‘d..u é.o.?u rv..{b ng) 9 OMUMM.:AJ ‘Lm.c
polie &y g adly goli8l S Y pl o dlge opl clale
‘&‘}é\ L’}.g.‘ Sy 50 qu.Le J.Aiw.: (53‘).99 cdale YL
o Lae c.‘a.w ;_i:é): gS)L»i_»Y )Q J.M.ALQ LS.M..) Wi o
ORI NIV PE | PR U PRSP JU R R U WA L

Slge Gl cdale oy polie ;o ol jlo rals

51 sl sl Jds a5l ab wilg e oxbaw Jled
2 d9zse v Jld Lele pia g ek e
g g 03,5 mexs Lié mhaw (59, &5 wolay
rhw g5, S5 AY LSS izen g boyas S35
Shle el M gy sl e Seb e Lid
Lid mho g9, o Jud Jole posd cdeas a5



75 e 2l Jled Solo cdale g PH (Lid (pye 5o Lid 5Tl Anlliae

o en g oogiaral )

5 s Moo Sl Sl il L aizpe 5,508
il b ele 4w o g wilise aoye 1 sgus
5B COD s lae 55; (oo Jale iy o>
GelS s IR L b ol et Jg 2l ol
3979 w3 TDS @ ol sl lameit iz ibioe
51 egly i g, PH 5 o Jole clale sl
Calegys s il b s bl Jy sals
Syl Cgllae SUlg 5o sanliwsd mls aasgl
Ayl )8 gaiedgw 4 olg oo ¢ gid ol 51 TDS 4 COD
wargil Ll oy oadol, oluy daas 5 MEUF
2 sleylad o NF anl)é a4 cons anl)d cpl Y0 L
aplp a8 sl sl plgiee Somb slas bye
RO 5 NF siile slisse, cloosld o5l MEUF

.oo;

oz 3| siliee Jalge )““‘L‘U"’ Y opl eSS jlade
s b Lole clale o llee clos o Lid 3Dk
Hakimzadeh et al., ) wib oo opmé 5 2b3L ole

(2017

& S s
Ok - WS by a4 el mhe bl £yb S o,
) Sy dhas AT sl Ceal A2y
gl 4 55, (BH 5 SDS (b Jole il Lsd)
9 «,93S 285 )l COD 285 150 TDS 280 50
90 doles & &g MEUF 01,8 50 06l 5 ,Li ol
o SESE s 9)0e (5 edone
Ll Gl (samits o i )50 loalolas e Ll
S9) c5>"|4‘“’ J"Lc clale )"’L sl uL“-’ C"L"’ S [Cadby

&bw
Bade, R., & Lee, S. H. (2011). A review of studies on micellar enhanced ultrafiltration for heavy metals removal
from wastewater. Journal of Water Sustainability, 1(1), 85-102.

Bezerra, M. A., Santelli, R. E., Oliveira, E. P., Villar, L. S., & Escaleira, L. A. (2008). Response surface
methodology (RSM) as a tool for optimization in analytical chemistry. Talanta, 76(5), 965-977.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2008.05.019

Crites, R. W., & Tchobanoglous, G. (1998). Small and decentralized wastewater management systems:
WCB/McGraw-Hill.

El-Abbassi, A., Khayet, M., & Hafidi, A. (2011). Micellar enhanced ultrafiltration process for the treatment of
olive mill wastewater. Water Research, 45(15), 4522-4530. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2011.05.044

Hakimzadeh, V., Mousavi, S. M., Elahi, M., & Razavi, S. M. A. (2017). Purification of Raw Cane Sugar by
Micellar-Enhanced Ultrafiltration Process Using Linear Alkylbenzene Sulphonate. Journal of Food
Processing and Preservation, 41(3), €12953. doi:https://doi.org/10.1111/jfpp.12953

Huang, J.-h., Zeng, G.-m., Fang, Y.-y., Qu, Y.-h., & Li, X. (2009). Removal of cadmium ions using micellar-
enhanced ultrafiltration with mixed anionic-nonionic surfactants. Journal of Membrane Science, 326(2), 303-
309. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2008.10.013

Huang, J.-h., Zeng, G.-m., Qu, Y.-h., & Zhang, Z. (2007). Adsorption characteristics of zinc ions on sodium
dodecyl sulfate in process of micellar-enhanced ultrafiltration. Transactions of Nonferrous Metals Society of
China, 17(5), 1112-1117. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/S1003-6326(07)60234-9

Huang, J.-H., Zhou, C.-F., Zeng, G.-M., Li, X., Niu, J., Huang, H.-J., . . . He, S.-B. (2010). Micellar-enhanced
ultrafiltration of methylene blue from dye wastewater via a polysulfone hollow fiber membrane. Journal of
Membrane Science, 365(1-2), 138-144. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2010.08.052

Landaburu-Aguirre, J. (2012). Micellar-enhanced ultrafiltration for the removal of heavy metals from
phosphorous-rich wastewaters. (Doctoral dissertation), University of Oulu, Finland, Retrieved from
http://jultika.oulu.fi/files/isbn9789514299117.pdf


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2008.05.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2011.05.044
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfpp.12953
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2008.10.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1003-6326(07)60234-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2010.08.052
http://jultika.oulu.fi/files/isbn9789514299117.pdf

76 1 oslouis 8 ad> 1398 Jlw « 1lié galuo g pole 10 55979 9 Lidg}e

Landaburu-Aguirre, J., Pongracz, E., Perdmaéki, P., & Keiski, R. L. (2010). Micellar-enhanced ultrafiltration for
the removal of cadmium and zinc: use of response surface methodology to improve understanding of process
performance  and  optimisation. Journal of Hazardous Materials, 180(1-3), 524-534.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2010.04.066

Luo, F., Zeng, G.-M., Huang, J.-H., Zhang, C., Fang, Y.-Y., Qu, Y.-H., . .. Zhou, C.-F. (2010). Effect of groups
difference in surfactant on solubilization of aqueous phenol using MEUF. Journal of Hazardous Materials,
173(1-3), 455-461. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2009.08.106

Luo, J., & Ding, L. (2011). Influence of pH on treatment of dairy wastewater by nanofiltration using shear-
enhanced filtration system. Desalination, 278(1-3), 150-156. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2011.05.025

Luo, J., Ding, L., Qi, B., Jaffrin, M. Y., & Wan, Y. (2011). A two-stage ultrafiltration and nanofiltration process
for recycling dairy wastewater. Bioresource Technology, 102(16), 7437-7442.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2011.05.012

Luo, J., Ding, L., Wan, Y., & Jaffrin, M. Y. (2012). Threshold flux for shear-enhanced nanofiltration:
experimental observation in dairy wastewater treatment. Journal of Membrane Science, 409, 276-284.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2012.03.065

Malakootian, M., Mansoorian, H., & Moosazadeh, M. (2010). Performance evaluation of electrocoagulation
process using iron-rod electrodes for removing hardness from drinking water. Desalination, 255(1-3), 67-71.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2010.01.015

Ngang, H., Ahmad, A., Low, S., & Ooi, B. (2012). Preparation of mixed-matrix membranes for micellar
enhanced ultrafiltration based on response surface methodology. Desalination, 293, 7-20.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2012.02.018

Puasa, S. W., Ruzitah, M. S., & Sharifah, A. S. A. K. (2011, June). An overview of micellar-enhanced
ultrafiltration in wastewater treatment process. Paper presented at the Proceedings of international
conference on environment and industrial innovation (ICEII 2011), Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia.

Purkait, M., DasGupta, S., & De, S. (2004). Resistance in series model for micellar enhanced ultrafiltration of
eosin dye. Journal of Colloid and Interface Science, 270(2), 496-506.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2003.10.030

Rahmanian, B., Pakizeh, M., Esfandyari, M., Heshmatnezhad, F., & Maskooki, A. (2011a). Fuzzy modeling and
simulation for lead removal using micellar-enhanced ultrafiltration (MEUF). Journal of Hazardous
Materials, 192(2), 585-592. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2011.05.051

Rahmanian, B., Pakizeh, M., Mansoori, S. A. A., & Abedini, R. (2011b). Application of experimental design
approach and artificial neural network (ANN) for the determination of potential micellar-enhanced
ultrafiltration process. Journal of Hazardous Materials, 187(1-3), 67-74.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2010.11.135

Rahmanian, B., Pakizeh, M., & Maskooki, A. (2010). Micellar-enhanced ultrafiltration of zinc in synthetic
wastewater using spiral-wound membrane. Journal of Hazardous Materials, 184(1-3), 261-267.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2010.08.031

Samper, E., Rodriguez, M., De la Rubia, M., & Prats, D. (2009). Removal of metal ions at low concentration by
micellar-enhanced ultrafiltration (MEUF) using sodium dodecyl sulfate (SDS) and linear alkylbenzene
sulfonate (LAS). Separation and Purification Technology, 65(3), 337-342.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.seppur.2008.11.013

Sikder, S. K. (2003). Application of sodium deoxycholate for separation of heavy metals. (Doctoral dissertation),
Massey University, Palmerston North, New Zealand, Retrieved from
https://mro.massey.ac.nz/bitstream/handle/10179/1789/02_whole.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y

Switzar, L., Giera, M., Lingeman, H., Irth, H., & Niessen, W. M. (2011). Protein digestion optimization for
characterization of drug—protein adducts using response surface modeling. Journal of Chromatography A,
1218(13), 1715-1723. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2010.12.043


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2010.04.066
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2009.08.106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2011.05.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2011.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2012.03.065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2010.01.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2012.02.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2003.10.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2011.05.051
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2010.11.135
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2010.08.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.seppur.2008.11.013
https://mro.massey.ac.nz/bitstream/handle/10179/1789/02_whole.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2010.12.043

77 e 2l Jlad Bolo cdale g PH (Lid (pye 5o )Lid 5Tl Anlliane S Sen g oo )1

Talebpour, Z., Ghassempour, A., Abbaci, M., & Aboul-Enein, H. Y. (2009). Optimization of microwave-assisted
extraction for the determination of glycyrrhizin in menthazin herbal drug by experimental design
methodology. Chromatographia, 70(1-2), 191-197. doi:https://doi.org/10.1365/s10337-009-1146-4

Zeng, G.-M., Li, X., Huang, J.-H., Zhang, C., Zhou, C.-F., Niu, J., . . . Li, F. (2011). Micellar-enhanced
ultrafiltration of cadmium and methylene blue in synthetic wastewater using SDS. Journal of Hazardous
Materials, 185(2-3), 1304-1310. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2010.10.046


https://doi.org/10.1365/s10337-009-1146-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2010.10.046

78 1 oslouis 8 ad> 1398 Jlw « 1lié galuo g pole 10 55979 9 Lidg}e

Studying Transmembrane Pressure, pH and Anionic Surfactant (SDS)
Concentration Effects on MEUF Process Performance in Dairy Waste
Water Treatment Using Response Surface Methodology Design

Ali Arasteh Nodeh', Susan Khosroyar?”, Vahid Hakimzadeh?®

1- Assoicated Professor, Department of Chemical Engineering, Quchn Branch, Islamic Azad
University, Quchan, Iran

2- Assistant Professor, Department of Chemical Engineering, Quchn Branch, Islamic Azad University,
Quchan, Iran

* Corresponding author (susankhosroyar@yahoo.com)

3- Assistant Professor, Department of Food Science and Technology, Quchn Branch, Islamic Azad
University, Quchan, Iran

Abstract

Surfactants are widely used to improve membrane processes due to their ability to trap toxic, organic
compounds and heavy metals in industrial wastewater treatment. In this study, the micellar-enhanced
ultrafiltration process (MEUF) was used to improve the efficiency of ultrafiltration process to reduce
COD, TDS, and turbidity and promote membrane permeate flux in dairy wastewater treatment. The
influence of three operating parameters: SDS concentration, transmembrane pressure and pH with
their interactions effects were evaluated using surface response methodology (RSM) in box-behnken
design. The results showed that the concentration of anionic surface active agent as one of the most
influential factors due to the formation of concentration polarization layer and increase in the number
of micelles had a negative effect on flux, but had a positive effect on the elimination of the
contamination indexes. Also, due to the compression of micelles, the amount of pollutant removal was
reduced at high operational pressures. In addition, increasing pH improved the removal of COD, TDS,
and turbidity.

Keywords: Dairy waste water, Enhnaced Ultrafiltrasion, Micelle, Response Surface Methodology,
Surface Active Agents
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