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Fig.1 Experimental Setup.
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Tablel Parameters in the simulation.

Y 0.5 L 1.5
o (m/ke) 5x10'°| K, (day )| 0.025
K, 0.25| K, 0.02
Ke V' [1x107"'R"Y[K 4 (day™)| 0.006
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Fig. 2 Variation of MLSS and EPS.
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Fig. 3 Variation of Viscosity.
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Fig. 4 Variation of Filtration Resistance.
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