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Table 2 Recovery ratio of water flux of different membranes in different cleaning methods
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Purification of the nanosized ferric oxide hydrates prepared
by the liquid-phase precipitation
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Abstract: In this work the ultrafiltration (UF) membrane separation technology was applied to the purification
of the nanosized ferric oxide hydrates prepared by means of liquidphase precipitation. T he influence of mem
brane molecular weight cut off (M WCO) and the operational parameters on the UF membrane permeate flux and
the running stability was studied. T he membrane fouling and membrane cleaning were also studied. The charae
teristic of high flux and easy cleaning has led us to conclude that the UF separation technology is an efficient

method for the purification of the nanosized ferric oxide hydrates.
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