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BRI (BSA+SA) NWFFER G, XL T 458 7 (Ca®") #7175 T AN R G KA IS A 5 Jerh i 22 5%, B 4%
T EPS-Ca'Fll BSA+SA-Ca” fERife 0 M . B ReH . MR MBS AT A E M ES . &R RW . Ca HRH
WRLAEAR A, H EPS-Ca® [ F- ¥k 12 KT BSA+SA-Ca* 1 F-#ki 425 A[EE RS Ca¥ & AAE I 5 234 /MG
FRIEVE R AR ; BSATSA-Ca” /K R 1A R &5 M B Ra E , Ff AR I 3G R, MR 25 R i e 3 1 A A s 7Rk
AR, MFEEERMET, BSAHSA-Ca®' WIS ML o K™ &, ¥ —2 R Hermia i JEM A& L B, EPS-
Ca” Tl BSA+SA-Ca 43 il X} o [1] 3¢ ZEAFL AU TN 38 DF 2l JE A RV A0 0L A R B Fe o L iR &5 SR W o Y5 e o 2 o il 41 2R
B B HL S Y ML BRI S $R (S %
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AR, BEEARC T Z W TR . SR 15K R AL BRAE U, RS Je AT 9K 02
il 24 Rk — 2 KR BB R 2 — . IR SR ( E i ALY, 8T E SRR TR
IBAT AR, ORI AT G e, TR0 B 1 o BB 2 b MR B M BT R L
A LS TR AR R AN R DR RRUER 5 R (™0, A o R P A5 B 7 P B Y o AT D — o
FE R S Y, (HIES & M 03 RO A R,

A W A 5 6 W) (extracellular polymeric substances, EPS) #% A 4 J2& 1 AR A= 9 [ I 2 Bk 15 G
OCHEY ™, EPS AHRUAR R 2%, FEM R FAIIHR, MR EAEMERS, H
T HA K GG Re MK X, EA R r W B A S Re ) . FERETS et fE b, EPS 23
55 JH Al 52 R 0 o A B T AR R8BSR =, BRI, EPS R 45 A8 R R M 25 i 3 R ) R G
FIFEEE o FeWIFFE N D1 38 i S S PR EPS SRANSY EPS 19 =224 /0 X i i5 YL i sg i, {H i T3 EPS
FERTH | ORI H AR A RA G —, B, B EPS W (A . 208 . S G R ak
H2H ) R TF e s G AL A5 J7 I B 98 TAE . SEPR EPS FSL4LL EPS W Wk 1Y) 22 55 Bl 5 W 98 9 IR A B
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WOT IR R R 6, HETAFARGEE D . JIANG 25U BESE T EPS 5 i 9 R A0 76 e A v iR b (i 22
S, HESEPR EPS 5 ot B Z AR BIE W Z R 2Z R WA E R, KL, #5850k EPS A
EPS ¥ ¥ 22 [8] i X 51 B A5 2 L

AR R, M T 5 EPS B UM G, FHE F S8k EPS il A 9 B REAT, M
1M 3470 EPS FETF WKL ] A 91 i e B, A B FRIEMBBE A REY ., FEURMKEMERS YR 1
fn, HohEE WA BHES 7o Ca¥'s CA RS R, Ca™ MY AFLE AT 0 3 15 0 A ZE AT 1 . S
B VbR IR R I R A% TG 4 B A 4R IR EPS B L BERE 1, R Ca AR AE SN BB R
SR, DT S ) B S AR . HOAT, EF X M BHES L REIJE Ca¥EAE T SEBR EPS AL
EPS MBS )iz, (HOC T XX W 7E Ca® fA1E T ) 22 R A0 B A il . A9 R 2R 1096 A
1 (bovine serum albumin, BSA) F17 % R £ (sodium alginate, SA) YL SA1E MARIIAR , 5 3EPR$z
HUIY EPS 78 Ca® fE T M A5 0 T HEAT He A, SR A Z Rl ik o0 0 F BL LU B & B2 o0 A . B REM .
VA DA R TS Yo AT, DUIR AN IR SEBR EPS 5454 EPS (25 5, S 7EIRFTHL EPS RETS &L
IERARSEPR EPS, DT Sk A58 A ) S5 07 4 15 G 40 Jo A A5 UL RFF 5 4 (4 B AR 4R, R AT G i R v g b
RoY B LI T S %

1 MR5ER%
1.1 FSNERAYI EPS RN SN E

S50 BT P UK V5 106 B e K A B TR A, SR I BH S 3SR 12 (CER) i HCSE B i 41 2%
A EPS. K 30 mL V5 U7 4 °C Lk 6 000 rmin' &5.0> 15 min, K UUIE MY T5 I BT B 77 7F 30 mL %A
2 mmol-L' Na,PO,, 4 mmol-L™"' NaH,PO,. 9 mmol-L ' NaCl il 1 mmol-L™" KC1 F}ZZ ¥ (pH=7.0) H11'%,
SN BH B 722 i g (Dowex® Na®, Sigma-Aldrich), 74 °C F LA 200 rrmin™' #ii4f: 1 h, R/5iHEL&E S
Sy BB CER, #5164 °C F LA 10 000 rmin' 8.0 15 min, 2 RA 75 U8 M1 CER, 53] b1
22 0.45 pm JEL T UE S5 RIS EPS, DAASSCHR A .

B E R B IE )G 19 Lowry %, AR LTS AR FIVE AR ME ;. 2080 00 0 SR FH 2 19 B R 725
DL /K A M VR D Rt i S M 2 B S VRO EPS I SN, BT A AN 48 A 0 O
TEABETE T, SEPRE AN R G E B & & (116£2.28) mgg ', W& &0 (16+1.86) mg-g ',
W ML A0 3R A W 1) SE PR 4 BURIE 4 EPS.

1.2 #&4l EPS iA KB EC 5

SEI R A ILVE F & (BSA) BN 1, W EEER AN (SA) B2 HE, Bl B 5 PR EEELE) EPS 41
A3 A TR] B A0 ROV SE 86 R, 30 BSA+SAL T A A IR ) 4 i |1 it B T3
FMrai g, S KA MilliQ B4l .

1.3 [BEEIIEELE

16 B 9 #RVE 55428 (0.1 pm PVDF, T=25 °C, pH=7.0, TMP=0.2 MPa) T, %455 PR EPS %
T AN L1 W BSA+SA HEAT 18 FR 2k 8 90 e 530 S o bsf ] ) sl i 4 0 5236 R AL AR 0.1 pm
i) °F-# PVDF i (Millipore, 35 [E), SCHGHET, A BE7E M 4K TR 6~10 h, DLEBRFERWARTY
B fEEG R E R 40 LR AR . R . Z o . 50 mL (9 Millipore # JE #F (8050,
Amicon, FEHE), HF KV (JA21002, U8R A BRA A Mt LA K. #AEE Tl
FER DO AL, 980U R T T R A s 2l TR 1k R 05 K R B IR AR T i
AL WG B WA KR LBt RO SRV R A iz, SER DRI AR L,
WP RO, B R R (1) TR
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A JHBGEE, L-m>h) ' AV Rt JEIEWRARFI 22, om’; A R IEHE A, om’; A RFIF

HEE 2, s

A U8 A FE — BT LA 4 SR SR AT A . SE b SRR | EVHE L IE B AL | bRk ZE A
RUFN v (] 3 ZERLARUUS S 4 o iof SRR RT3 490 8 8 S Bes e =8, sk () i .

d*t av)”
& k{a} @

Kb dodv AW AR T 0B E], sem™®; kM HEG n=0. 1. 1.5, 2, 35X R 8 DFE
PR | v Rl EE FERIAY | AR SR FERL AR 58 A b FERIAY R U8 B FEARC A (1) 43 Bt {f FH Origin 4K
LA 3RS
14 MR S5FRIESE

fii F Zetasizer Nano ZS(J% [ T /R SC/A ] ) M SR A8 K Ho oA o R S e 0 & w5 FHFLAE 8 0.22 pm 1Y
TR REHE AT 1 08 5 >R H Nicolet 6700(3 E 8 3R ® A &) i BL 21 S0 G35 A0 20 it A7 434, I
UK RE S AT LS Ve R T SRR AR S SURAL IR & BB JS HEAT R R, XPRE S EE T A, A
SPHERE N 4em™, DE PEECH 400~4 000 em ' SR S-3400N Y4 L B (H A H a2 A w)) 3R
TERE R R EA, MR AL BE RS & L, A TR &R FEMRE, RS )5
RE S A A3 B B LB S AR 1T 9 7E Haake Mar T Y3 A8 X (36 R ZE 2R AR BIE, Wi
G B 7K P RN E (25+1) ¢, MR AR R, SE AT B A 7 39 4 R0 3 4 DA 5 U AR R
2 #HR5iTE
2.1 0 Ca®Hijg EPS 5 BSA+SA KIZHIER

Bl 1 #1155 1 435104 EPS F1 BSA+SA JilA Ca* 3 BSALSA
HI 5 B R AR o0 A B A ok (8 . AEL 1R
FUATAEL, N Ca’'ET EPS R AR B TE
90~200 nm, “F-37Ki12 K (146£7) nm; BSA+SA
HRIARI3 AT 30~200 nm, SEEPRIAR N (131£16) nm,
Lt EPS WY RLAR 43 A1 U B RS 96, W& RLAR T,
B RSP A A E S,

™ Ca®¥J5 , EPS-Ca®™ki 12 4 #ii i 300~
900 nm, “FHIRiARHE K E (498+21) nm; i BSA+
SA-Ca*' | 3= %1 4 b 7E 200~800 nm, - ¥ ki £2
J (384x11)nm, MWFERBEEZEREHE, H
EPS-Ca® () F- ¥ ki 12 K T BSA+SA-Ca® [ F- 4 ki

M 137 548 /9%

BSA+SA-Ca*

\
.\‘/

7

~ ~

4(I)0 6(;0 800 1 E)OO
KAz /mm
El 1 EPS. BSA+SA 7N Ca™BIGHIKIZ S
(Ca> 7K E 73 10 mmol-L™)
Fig. 1 Particle size distribution of EPS and BSA+SA

2o A Ca®'Ji5, EPS HIFEHRiEE M (146+£7) nm in the absence and presence of Ca*
BN F] (498+21) nm, Tii BSA+SA (1 ¥ ki 7241 (Ca’ concentration is 10 mmol-L™)

FEIN T 253 nm, 3K AT AE S HY TR UL IR R T 5 T B4 A I A R S TR B A O A A
PR, TP UKL TS U8 T B EUR) EPS 3 1 M 222 3 M B 2 2%

M Ca USMBNR WS, WA EPRAR IR, RAR M AIE R 5L, XIEH T Ca¥ S BRI
(1 B Sk 45 M AH B AR T, T8 T JEE 2 U 1 45 R AR O A 08 30T ) T e R 0 2 1 L 7 AR R AR, i
JE TG B — > S W BE RS R 25 R AU, BRI, 4 Ca™ FEAERT , W I 24 S Ca¥ D RDE ke e
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ek, SECEYRAIE B A, R HE £ 1 EPS #1 BSA+SA /N Ca¥ BB R E D7

? Ca2+ 5'] 5 {g {@z ;11 % ﬁzl EB, E"J E ﬁg g:é':% , }J\ﬁﬁ Table 1 Particle size distribution of EPS and BSA+SA in the
2+
WAHETRE S, SEEY AT TRA, absence and presence of Ca
PR TR B RR . CA RS & e Fffom  BHE G
B WA CIF L R4 TR T A R o e -2
1 PV UBURL A TR, RLARRE R, X S AR BSA¥SA 131416 30-200
E g EPS-Ca** 498+21 300~900
BSA+SA-Ca** 384+11 200~800

2.2 RhNCa¥gifg EPS 5 BSA+SA BEEFINESR

512 BSA+SA . EPS S HNA CaJ5 1B iU /K AR R L1 50 o A& 2 frois, Z0805t 38 v 42 H B
THEAR. Z2H5% 2 RY 0 WE O—H it 4 4k 2 I Wik (3 300~3 500 cm ™), Z 87+ C—H fii
9 4% 3 WU (2 900~3 000 em'). ¥R I J& 11 R 9 C=0 KA fih 4 4% 2 W iU (1 400 em ™), i i F
1650, 1540, 1250 em " BRI 4% 2 by SLRY A IERG 47 (BEME T . TUAITD), 1.000~1 100 em™ FYARFAE
Wz W5 e D) X 7R e C—O—C RO REMHIR Bl o AT S AR A AR5 AE 1 RE AT 94 05 i g 5 DA B 5 )
W25, KW EPS (MH REMI 4L 5 R Z B ARML, L2 I £ 3 1 BRI 20

BSA+SA

AL

VbR TLID
500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500

PeH/om™!
(a) BSA+SAFIBSA+SA-Ca>*

1423 ‘ ‘ R
500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500
WeEk/em™!

(b) EPSFHIEPS-Ca?*

2 N Ca™Rifg EPS 5 BSA+SA BY4L 5 H i [
Fig. 2 FT-IR spectra of BSA+SA and EPS in the absence and presence of Ca**

t T EPS Fll BSA+SA W ¥R 5L . #3L | WS 0T 5 Ca¥ kAR BL A AE B sl R e AR [
I, ZEAMEE R E BRI B0 B & AR AN L . BSA+SA T C=0 ik shW el T 1400 cm
A Ca® JG m 47 w8 2 1440 em™', AW WAL LI K T 4 em™ B4 HF4E, 5 SARTORI 52 4t i
FRIF 8 45 R — B0, MEANL T 3298 em ™' (1) O—H W el ) 45 i B2 22 3 394 em ™', AR T Ca¥ A
FARME M O—H E PS5 2L AR, S8 Ca' S RE AR A/EM; seikh, dmA R
T, Ca S5V P Na™k A B 738 e th ol S B8ORS FS o T SE PR 42 BUA EPS, 1406 cm™
S C=0 M4k sh Wi, A Ca*'J5, X @A 17 em™, X 5 EPS f R BN Ca> Y Hr
BeAE A P, REMRE, AN T 1512 cm™ B9 N—H WU 0 1 m 8w A2 2 1522 em ™', £
EPS LR A5 Ca® &4 THEAE M . k20 4ME I T %0, EPS Al BSA+SA 3 % (1) B AE A Fl 2 A1
L, (RSN Ca¥Jaq, £UAMGIE AL R AT 68 A R4k 1 XS i 22 53K, = A £00Mm % 19 E BE AN
A, UL Ca™ R AAEH M B R A A
2.3 RN Ca™RBifG EPS 5 BSA+SA SR TITAMER

&l 3(a) /& EPS-Ca® il BSA+SA-Ca” 7K Jist 1A 2 it P A5 i il 0 A8 A 28 .t &l 3(a) 1T UL, BSA+
SA-Ca” iy s PE AR e G, ZEMERLH G Fb EPS-Ca®' (A & 5 HLAH 2% 2 B 90, % B BSA+SA-
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Ca> 7K R BLAT 8503 1) K AR 25 4 . 24 A8 7E 0.01%~1% 2546, G'FI G TR 48, Lk pEghmn
X FERMRHIX, 2 FKEIEN G>G", UL K IR (s 7 32 S b, < 44 T A o B
BE# N AR E IR, G5 GBI/, H GREIE B E ST GURRIE, G G HXTR/IMh G >G,
AP ZEZW /N, HRBIEF A, RIDKBARGE L L T S AR 4k . EPS-Ca™ iy Il 7
N AE 2 50%, 1 BSA+SA-Ca 1 1Ifi 5t 1 A AL K 25%, iX Je: H T BSA+SA-Ca® 7K i 1A 5 45 # # Fa
S, BN, ARG PR AR B A . SRt S, GOR GURRSE R R, (AR SR A R
FAXTR/NE I G<G”, ULHIILE O 528 R FvE 5

[ 3(b) 24 EPS-Ca® il BSA+SA-Ca™ 2 sl PE B s M= A it 2. Hh BT 3(b) AT L, FE A3 38 0 4 3 [l
W G >G", FRWIHE S BEIE MUK AR S5 1 o 788 N, BSA+SA-Ca™ 7K IR B B 1 G/l
G X AR A AR AR . Bl AR 135, B G GUR I AR IR A H G GE AR
15, BEBA SR 0 K/ K S PR 45 F S ACAS 7= A 52 ), BSA+SA-Ca> HL A # U i fase o (HL7E A
X, BEEMAMIE I, EPS-Ca>'f) G'. G"il BLBRIS ARG, K W] EPS-Ca® Y 25 M 1K R 5 5 B W IR
X5 # 3(a) AR —3K

100 ¢ 50
LICH BSA+SA-Ca:*; .o
” + i -+ [ ]
EEEmEEE g :g,EIS)é%_CSaéCa 10-.0"““““
10k "a,  AG"(EPS-Ca* o oo
ODoooooaoao - c00000000°
o 0ogg " . o ©
Q 1F
= 1 8., &
2 =0 R v
ED, AAAAAAA, " > yYyvyvyvvvyvyY?” ;;
O o1k A4, A, o 01 v v
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAA Vvvvvvvvvvvv
NN
0.01 2a 0.01F
eG' (BSA+SA-Ca*) v G’ (EPS-Ca®)
0 G"(BSA+SA-Ca>) v G (EPS-Ca®)
0.001 1 1 1 J 0.001 1 1
0.01 0.1 1 10 100 0.1 1 10 50
Y% w/(r-s™)
(a) AR S f R AR 4 2 (b) A i AR i 2%

B3 EPS-Ca™Fl BSA+SA-Ca” R34 15 2 Hh4k
Fig. 3 Viscoelastic modulus curves of EPS-Ca®" and BSA+SA-Ca**

2.4 PN Ca¥BifE EPS 5 BSA+SA XtPE 5 RITAMESR

X EPS 1 BSA+SA #4716 s B4 1% 552 56 >k WL EE B YL A7 R 22 7%, SR SEM X LU i 4 PVDF
. EPS 75 445 il BSA+SA 15 Y J5 M EIE 5, 25 R an1&l 4 Fin . mE 4(a) W W, JR4H PVDF JIE 16
BitsZFL, FL5FLZ A4 B B . EPS Al BSA+SA 15 44 J5 M I T B B4 88 Ti5 W)l , S80I
e, FLBRRIEML, 0K 4(b) MK 4(c) s . EPS AW AL 58 &0 6 0t HAEE R M % 1 15 ¢

- : e 7 L Mt gl ey el

1 S0k SE ik, W S S2agl 1 IE: -uhsIE_— L~ o '_
(b) EPSI5 YL )5 BT (c) BSA+SAY5 Y5 i
B4 BEHEEFENRRRA

Fig. 4 SEM images of membranes



1008 ok L OB ¥ M 145

JZ, 1 BSA+SA 15 4% J5 B B5E T {0 o AL Bk 35 %€, 5 EPS 15 Y )5 MR AH B, BSA+SAXT T i 1 (1
TSR R,

&l 5(a) i EPS 1 BSA+SA fH J& i 38 52 56 v 538 o B o & B ) p 22 fb it 26 . #h 1] 5(a) AT L,
BSA+SA £ H A A B[] 9 B3 i iR MR, RS UE TR Ss )R, O FEEERLAE (650 L-(m*h)™) 1Y
0.58 f5, Z &t T FH, 7£300s 2 )5, #EFEFE 250 L-(m>h) s 1 EPS 7£ 13 i #) 46 B B i
W RS, HREERFSE TR, EERES, @akh 90 L-(m>h)"'. EPS i H i JE 5 il & PR T
i 86%, 1M BSA+SA LN 61%, EPS XJJRETH 15 JeFe B2 20 = H, 5 SEM FRAF (1Y B 1w 15 Y 72 i
R —2, K 5(b) & A Ca™ 5 i B5 38 5t bifi 5 8] 19 A2 fb it 26 . 4nf&] 5(b) Fr7s, EPS-Ca® il BSA+SA-
Ca' 34 52 B 7 5 o (8] P DR T B A 3 i i i 3, FT-IR 45 RUF S P M E AR R & H £
P& A BRI, XEERRAMAAAETEREREA S Ca kR AEE T M S ERMGE T, 23
BRI MW T AR K& 0 KRR T5 e i), Bl V5 4P AW R BAE I R 1T, S 80
A8k Vi TR AR/, (A5 R R RS . H BSA+SA-Ca® 5| 2 114 3 5 22 8 Pt T EPS-Ca® it 5| 6 114 3
B, YA UERTE A E] 100 s BF, BSA+SA-Ca™ 5| 2 1938 1t 5 Il 15 3] 80.8%, W4 /& T EPS-Ca™ (1)
W 47.7%. PGB R TR, WRERELIEM TS Y2, 22900 S T 52115 Y 28
R o Y BEE R R AR T, EPS-Ca” (Y38 it W Ji ik ] T 87%, i BSA+SA-Ca’ (1) i it % I ik |
90%. #:7 Z, BSA+SA-Ca™ B 15 YLV BB % T EPS-Ca™ B V5 YL i B, X 3 %2 J2 K BSA+SA-
Ca® KRR RS BRE , ARG BREIR, 1 s e R 5T 5

700 700
A EPS-Ca*
600 k A EPS 600 fa m BSA+SA-Ca?'
o BSA+SA _
= s00f = .
= 500 N = 500 ™
. A o A
E 400 ‘AAA E 400fm 4
o) u"“uA,\ = . A
§’ 300 A% 054, . =300 A
I A . “O0Coooooaooao g '- A
=200 A 2 200 A
= A S " A
IV [ ] AL A
100 R NVAN 100 "'-----::::é:“
0 ) ) ) ) ) ) 0 \ \ \ ) ) )
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 0 100 200 300 400 500 600
TR [E]/s o ERE)/s
(a) EPSHIBSA+SA (b) EPS-Ca*>* fIBSA+SA-Ca*

Es5 REEMIIENERNEL

Fig. 5 Change of the membrane flux with filtration time

F R AN GE T AE S g b i 22 510, K HERMIAU® Bl 82 i 5ok ye A A0 A7 400 4, 4 R ) g
IR BRI T AT pe R B R 45 R UL 6., WNIR 6 fi R, EPS-Ca it vt [H] 5 SE R AL | i 1 ZE ALY
FEDF 2 35 FERIR AU B8 UF 5 1T BSA+SA-Ca® W X 8 1 J2 1 S A 150 11 v [i] 3 A% 70 5 PR M 4 B
ARG B, Ar i FER R RN 57 4 3 JE R AL BE AR B 2% . EPS-Ca® X i [a] 3¢ SE A AL (W 400 65 JiE i
I, UL KR S 53 EMAL, FEHBGIIE MBI IR, SRS Y™ T BSA+SA-Ca” AT &
UEFZ L YR AR X R T AL N R I TR, 5 R B A U A AT TR B
T, R T E ARG R O ORI R SL, BN BT, AT S EUCR R E A B e, R, PR—fYE
YL I A REAT RCME B Mo 15 R B Y5 YL B AN AR, RO AL S 2E | FLAR IS/ N RIS Y 2 A T B AR 1
FEAE TR AE e p8 R v, (H DA o il e SRR L4 T o] DL BH S SR 3], A Ca® " E 1Y 45
T, SZPr EPS MLl EPS (3% SEMRIATAE 5 2 5 .
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Fig. 6 Models fitting of constant-pressure filtration behaviors of EPS-Ca*" and BSA+SA-Ca*"
3 45

1) EPS-Ca®' iy V- B hi 42 K T BSA+SA-Ca® iy V- kife, fNA Ca®'J5, 2R EEME HI i R AR #0A fr

2) 6B BB RRAEIE X 38, 5 Ca> R A=A I B RE A AS 7] 5 SO I 1) SRR IR WA 0 & A= I A%

3) BSA+SA-Ca® /K I IR R 45/ 58 EPS-Ca™ R, ST RIS Y478, BSA+SA-Ca™ 21K
NGRR3R B YA

4) EPS-Ca> X v [B] 3 SEAR Y | s o 1 ZEAR U RN 8 F 2 3 ZE A 700 5 0 R 0 4 0 L5 885 T BSA+
SA-Ca? U Xif 3§ 2 38 FEA TR v 18] 3% FE 4R 016 B A e

5) kA= I3 FEE 1 (BSA) A SR 61 (SA) KBS bR EPS 2 A AR E A E M, RoRIETT &
X EPS Hr Z WA H i AR AT ik — 2D 5T

& F X #
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Abstract The scientific interests in membrane fouling of membrane bioreactors have increased drastically in
recent years. In order to investigate the feasibility of simulating substances to replace actual substances, the
present study compared the different performance of extracellular polymeric substances (EPS) and model EPS
solution (BSA+SA) in the presence of Ca’* on the membrane fouling. The differences in particle size
distribution, functional groups, rheological properties and membrane fouling behaviors of EPS-Ca** and
BSA+SA-Ca®" were investigated systematically. The results showed that Ca*" enlarged the particle size, and the
average particle size of EPS-Ca®" was larger than the that of BSA+SA-Ca’". Owing to the interactions between
different functional groups and Ca®’, the shift of the characteristic peaks in FT-IR spectrum occurred. By
comparison of the rheological properties with EPS-Ca*" hydrocolloid, the BSA+SA-Ca*" hydrocolloid exhibited
a more stable structure which presented a less destruction as the strain increased. In the microfiltration process,
the membrane fouling of BSA+SA-Ca®" was more serious under the same operating conditions. Through the
data fitting with Hermia ’s filtration model, it was found that EPS-Ca** and BSA+SA-Ca*" obeyed the
intermediate blocking model and the cake formation model, respectively. The results would provide basic data
for the research of EPS and its membrane fouling mechanism.

Keywords  extracellular polymeric substances; membrane fouling; calcium ion; bovine serum albumin;

sodium alginate; constant-pressure filtration
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