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Comparison test of technological characteristics of ultrafiltration and
sand filtration for drinking water treatment

ZU Liang, MA Jinbao, ZHANG Zonglei, ZHOU Bin
(GD Loongwater Mem-Technology Co. , Lid. , Nanjing 210098 , China)

Abstract; Experiments were conducted to study the performance of ultrafiltration technology and its efficiency in
removing turbidity, COD,, , and UV,,. The results show that, with the use of ultrafiltration technology, the
removal rate of turbidity reached 97% to 99% , and the average removal rates of COD,;, and UV, were 10. 36%
and 9.06% , respectively. Compared with sand filtration technology, ultrafiltration technology is more efficient in
removing pollutants, has better technical performance of flux and transmembrane pressure, and can provide higher-

quality water production and better stability.
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