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Removal of Simulated Radionuclides and Concentration of Surfactant

by Micelle-Enhanced Ultrafiltration Technigue
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Abstract

MMEUF (MMicelle enhanced ultrafiltration) experiment was conducted to dewelop and evaluate
the RO/UF combination process for treating radicactive laundry waste was produced in
miclear energy facilities, The effect of parameter such as seolution pH, metal concentration,
Surfactant concentration on the remowval of radicnuclides and wolume reduction  resulted from
concentrating surfactant by the UF menbrane was examined, 41 the condition of pH 6, SDS
concentration 40mhv and Cg' and Co® concentration 1mb rejection of Cg' and Co® was
00924, 982, respectively, From the experimental result, it shoewed that adscrption and rejection

of radionuclides by micelle is wery efficient,
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