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Abstract The use of bubbles in water and wastewater treatment, including dissolved air flotation (DAF) and
electro-flotation (EF), is attracting much interest recently. These flotation processes are governed by
characteristics of the bubbles as well as the particles, and therefore it is necessary to investigate the size
distribution of the bubbles that are generated. In this research, a new method has been developed to
measure the bubble size, using commercially available batch-type and on-line particle counters. The results
are compared with the traditional image analysis method. Although there are some discrepancies, the results
show that an on-line particle counter can produce reasonably accurate size distributions conveniently and
efficiently. The bubble size measurement technique developed in this study will assist understanding and
improvement of the DAF and EF processes, from both theoretical and practical points of view.
Keywords Bubble size; dissolved air flotation (DAF); electro-flotation (EF); image analysis; 
particle counter

Introduction
The use of bubbles in water and wastewater treatment, including dissolved air flotation
(DAF) and electro-flotation (EF), has attracted much interest recently. Although the funda-
mental characteristics of the micro-bubble/particle/solution system should affect the
removal efficiency of the process, the effect of each governing physical–chemical parame-
ter has not been investigated fully, either experimentally or theoretically. According to
recent modeling of the DAF process, the most important parameters that affect the removal
efficiency are the size and zeta potential of both bubbles and particles (Han et al., 2001;
Han, 2002).

In DAF, bubbles are generated when air-saturated water is released into atmospheric
pressure. The size of bubbles is mostly affected by pressure difference across the injection
system and type of nozzle (AWWA, 1999). The size range is generally reported to be
10–100 µm, with the average being approximately 40 µm, under a pressure of 4–6 atmos-
pheres (Edzwald, 1995). In EF, hydrogen and oxygen bubbles are generated when current
is applied to the solution through metal electrodes. The average size range is reported to be
around 20–40 µm, which is a smaller range than that of DAF (Burns et al., 1997).

Several methods have been developed to measure the size of bubbles. The most straight-
forward method is image analysis. Because this method requires a complicated experi-
mental setup and is time-consuming, it is not easy to produce enough data to generate size
distributions under different conditions. Another method is to measure the rising velocity
of the bubbles and to calculate the sizes by Stokes’ Law. However, because the sizes of
bubbles are not uniform, and because the rising velocity of many bubbles is different from
that of a single bubble, no general equations are available to predict the size distribution of
bubbles from the rising velocities.

In this study, a new method to measure the size of bubbles, using particle counters, was
developed. The bubble counting results obtained from both image analysis and particle
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counters are compared by measuring the bubbles that are generated under the same
conditions in DAF and EF.

Methods
Bubble generation conditions

Dissolved-air-flotation. Air was pressurized and dissolved into water under 6 atm. To
reduce interference from particles of solids, distilled and deionized water was used.
Although particles smaller than 10 µm can be detected by the particle counter, only those
larger than 10 µm were regarded as bubbles. To avoid over-counting the larger bubbles
formed by bubble coalescence inside the tubing, the observations were made directly after
the valve. Only a small volume of bubbles was generated to avoid the possibility that a high
concentration might decrease the accuracy of the particle counters and increase bubble
coalescence.

Electro-flotation. To generate bubbles by EF, distilled and deionized water (as above) was
mixed with the same volume of tap water. Aluminium electrodes 5 cm square and of thick-
ness 0.5 mm were used, and a DC voltage of 12 V was applied. The method relies on gener-
ation of hydrogen bubbles from the cathode. When aluminium electrodes are used, Al3+

ions and oxygen bubbles are generated from the anode. The aluminium ions hydrolyze in
water, producing floc particles that interfere with the measurements of bubble size. To
avoid this, the anode was wrapped with GF/C filters (pore size: 0.45 µm) to prevent floc
particles and oxygen bubbles being introduced into the sampling tube.

Bubble size measurement

Image analysis. The image analysis system, which is illustrated in Figure 1, includes a
measuring cell, a microscope, a CCD camera, and a computer for image processing.

Bubbles were generated inside the measuring cell to prevent the change of bubble size
when bubbles are introduced into the cell through a tube in both DAF and EF. Images of
bubbles were taken using the CCD camera. Their sizes were measured using a micrometer.
The upper part of the cell was kept open because the pressure difference inside the cell can
affect the bubble size. The microscope was focused at the point directly after the valve in
DAF and directly above the cathode in EF.

Batch-type particle counters. A batch-type particle counter (Multisizer II, Coulter) was
used to measure the sizes of bubbles. Figure 2 shows the configuration of the measuring cell
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of the Multisizer II. Bubbles generated inside the cell were introduced through the opening
in the aperture. An aperture size of 200 µm was used in the experiment. In this method, a
constant electric current passes between the two electrodes through the electrolyte. When
particles (bubbles in this research) pass through the sensing zone, the electrolyte volume
decreases, which increases the resistance to the electric current. The amount of resistance is
exactly proportional to the volume of particles, and this volume is converted to the size of
equivalent spherical particles or bubbles. Although the result might be considered accurate
because of the narrowly divided channel (256 channels), the application is limited to
laboratory experiments because sampling and measuring is quite difficult. Furthermore,
bubbles generated by EF cannot be measured, because of the electrical disturbance to the
measuring system.

On-line particle counters. An on-line particle counter (Chemtrac Model PC2400 D, USA)
was used to measure the sizes of bubbles. In this method, a laser light shines through the
sensor onto the detector. When the sample passes through the sensor, the light is scattered
and obscured by the particles. This scattering and obscuring of the light causes a decrease in
the intensity of the light reaching the detector that is proportional to the particle size.
According to the decrease, a voltage pulse is generated. Here, the number of pulses repre-
sents the number of particles, and the height of the pulse the size of the particles. This
instrument can measure over the size range of 2–400 µm in seven user-definable size
ranges. In this research, two identical particle counters were used to record data for 14
channels. To minimize possible bubble coalescence inside the tube, a straight tube, which
was kept as short as possible, was used, and the sampling flow rate was kept at 100 ml/min
which is recommended by the manufacturer.
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Figure 2 Schematic of batch-type particle counter
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Results and discussions
Comparison of each method

Three different methods of measuring bubble sizes (image analysis, a batch-type particle
counter, and an on-line particle counter) were tested, and the characteristics of each method
are compared in Table 1. The batch-type particle counter is not suitable for bubbles gener-
ated by EF. Continuous size measurement is not possible using the image analysis method
and the batch-type particle counter.

However, the results are much more accurate than those from the on-line particle count-
er. The most useful feature of the on-line particle counters is the very rapid rate at which
data can be acquired. The time needed to measure 2,000 bubbles by each method was 3,000,
30, and 10 minutes, respectively.

Bubble size in DAF

The size and size distribution of bubbles generated from DAF were measured by image
analysis, batch and online particle counters, respectively. It is important to keep the pres-
sure constant (6 atm.) throughout the DAF experiments, because the size of the bubbles is
dependent on the pressure. The results from each method are comparable, as illustrated in
Figure 4 and listed in Table 2.

The average bubble size and modal bubble size recorded by each method was similar,
but the size range was not. The size range of bubbles from particle counting methods is
wider than from image analysis, which means that a small number of larger bubbles was
detected in the particle counting methods. One possible reason for this might be the coales-
cence of bubbles during transport to the sensor. Another reason, applicable to the on-line
particle counter, is possible overlapping of bubbles inside the sensor, which would result in
counting fewer but larger bubbles. This is an inherent shortcoming of the instrument.
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Figure 3 Schematic of on-line particle counter and details of the sensor

Table 1 Comparison of characteristics of bubble size measurement methods

Application On-line Size Measuring time

DAF EF measurement accuracy (min)*

Image analysis O O X Excellent 3000
Batch-type particle counter O X X Excellent 30
On-line particle counter O O O Good 10

* For measurement of approximately 2,000 bubbles
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Nevertheless, the fraction of bubbles smaller than 55 µm (d55) in all measurements is more
than 97%, so that the difference in size range is of little importance.

From this comparison, the accuracy of measuring bubbles generated from DAF by a par-
ticle counter is considered good enough to be used for process monitoring. The fast
response of the on-line particle counter is an especially good feature.

Bubble size in EF

Both the image analysis method and the on-line particle counting method were used to
measure the size of hydrogen bubbles generated from EF. The batch-type particle counting
method cannot be used for EF, as described previously. The size distribution and cumula-
tive distribution of bubbles are compared in Figure 5. The average size, modal size, and size
range of bubbles are compared in Table 3.

As the result of DAF experiments, a wider bubble size range was observed for the on-
line particle counter compared with image analysis. The reason for this is expected to be the
same as with DAF. The difference between the two methods for average bubble size and d35
is slightly larger than observed for DAF. This is because of disturbance by the floc particles
produced during electrolysis. Another error in the application of the new method in EF is
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Figure 4 Comparison of bubble size distribution of DAF

Table 2 Size characteristics of bubbles measured by each method

Size range Average size Modal size d55*

(µm) (µm) (µm)

Image analysis 14–56 32 25 99.0%
Batch-type particle counter 13–96 31 25 99.0%
On-line particle counter 15–85 28 25 97.6%

* Fraction of bubbles smaller than 55 µm

Figure 5 Comparison of bubble size distribution of EF

Downloaded from http://iwaponline.com/ws/article-pdf/2/2/77/408222/77.pdf
by jbeitz@fredlaw.com
on 05 October 2020

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


