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Pretreatment of Municipal Water with
Biocontact Filtration (BCF)
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Experimental tests applying BCF were conducted to remove odor substance (2-methylisobor
neol, MIB) and agricultural chemical (CAT) in the municipal source water. The test results
indicated the LV, SV, and the concentration of DOC and MIB in the raw water were main

factors for biodegradability of MIB. CAT was not found decomposable.
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