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Research Progress of Membrane Concentration Technology for Treatment of Husbandry Wastewater or Biogas
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Z0OU Meng-yuan / ( Institute of Environment and Sustainable Development in Agriculture, Chinese Academy of
Agriculture Sciences; The Key Laboratory of Energy Conservation and Waste Treatment of Agricultural Struc—
tures, Ministry of Agriculture, Beijing 100081, China )
Abstract: This paper summarized the membrane concentration process used in treating animal husbandry wastewater or bio—
gas slurry. A complete membrane concentration system includes three treatment units: membrane pretreatment, feedstock
concentration, membrane fouling control. Their functions, technical selections and operation parameters were analyzed and

discussed in this paper. In addition, the future development trends and the emphasis for membrane concentration process

were prospected.
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=K E 98% + 3% . Pedersen 53] ZEWTF Y Superfloc—

C492( CD 10) . Superfloc-C496 ( CD 35) W Fj 5 = [
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