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Fig.1 Experimental setup.



Tablel Hollow fiber membrane module specification.

Type of hollow fiber

Meterial of hollow fiber

Number of hollow fiber

Inner diameter

Outer diameter

Pore size

Length of hollow fiber
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Table2 Composition of substrate (g/Q).

MF A B
CH,COOH 12. 7 | 32. 5
Polyethylene Pepton 6. -
608 NH4C ¢ - 8. 63
KH.P O, 1. 25 1. 25
270um FeCl3-6H0] 0. 09 | 0. 09
410um CaCl: 0. 18 0. 18
0. 10uxm Mgs O, 0. 18 0. 18
KCo 0. 18 0. 18
40. 0Ocm NacCl 0. 18 0. 18
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,where Pepton was used as N source.
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