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Fig. 5 A Photo of CTA hollow fibre membrane obtained with SME micrography

(a) A cross section,magnifing power x 300

(b) Porous structure of membrane body, Magnifing power x 1200
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A RESEARCH FOR IMPROVING PROPERTIES OF CTA HOLLOW

FIBRE R, O, MEMBRANCES BY RADIATION GRAFTING

Zhao Yaojie Xia Yanchu Yue Wei
(The Insntute of Applied Technical Physics, Zheuang Province Academy )

ABSTRACT This is a work to improve reverse osmosis propertles of CTA hollow

fibre membrances by liquid mutual radiation grafting.

In this paper, the composition of monomer mixture, some parameters of grafting tec-

hnology, the effect of grafting on R. O. properties of CTA hollow fibre membrances, and
the solvent effect of grafting system on CTA hollow fibre membrances are described.

KEY WORDS Reverse osmosis; Hollow fibre membrances Radiation grafting; Cel- .

lulose triacetate; Solvent effect,



