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Membrane Area Required vs. Energy Consumption
I5682 ppm TDS, 10 C Seawater Feed
£600 pp TDS Product
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Test run at different feed water temperature
Voltage Drop per Cell Failr vs. Product Cenductivity
Data from ED AMX/ICMX Module,

Test solution: 3.8%NacCl, Current density: 88.6A/m2
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Comparison of energy consumption at different faedwater temperature
Energy Consumption vs. ppm TES in EQ Product
NaC! Solution as Feed, 88.68 Alm2 cupront density
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ED power cansumption versus feedwater temperature
Desalinate 3.5% NaCl to 5000ppm NaCi solution
Current Denslily 88.8 Aim2
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Flow rate (m“h)
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Flow Rate per Train vs. Energy Consumption
for Different Feed Water Temperatures
31600 ppm Feed, 35% Recovery
6 Cross-Flow ED Modules per Train
0.38 mm Inter-membrane Spacing
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Membrane Area Required per Unit Flow Rate vs. Energy Consumption

for Different Seawater Temperatures

Seawater TDS= 35000 ppm, Product TDS = 5000 ppm, Recovery = 40%
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