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Magnification: 20,000) for top surface of neat MF PES
membrane (P1) used to filter 50 mg L' HA solution for 48
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Plate 4.10

Plate 4.11

hours (a) clear membrane and (b) fouled membrane.

FESEM micrographs (Accelerating Voltage: 5 kV and
Magnification: 20,000) for top surface of neat UF PES
membrane used to filter 50 mg L' HA solution for 48 hours
(a) clear membrane and (b) fouled membrane.

FESEM micrographs (Accelerating Voltage: 5 kV and
Magnification: 20,000) for top surface of magnetophoretic
actuation composite membrane (P5) used to filter 50 mg L™
HA solution for 48 hours (a) clear membrane and fouled
membrane operated (b) without and (c) with the oscillating
magnetic field.
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