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Fig. 1 Experiment result of viscosity.

Fig. 2 Experiment result of filtration resistance.
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Fig. 3 Variation of EPS production rate, 3.
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Fig.4 Variation of EPS amount on membrane.
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Fig.5 Variation of EPS detachment rate,K.
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Fig.6 Variation of k,,
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Fig.7 Prediction of filtration resistance at 88days.
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