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Surface functionalized UiO-66/Pebax-based
ultrathin composite hollow fiber gas separation
membranes†

Putu Doddy Sutrisna,a Jingwei Hou, *ab Muhammad Yazid Zulkifli,a Hongyu Li,a

Yatao Zhang, c Weibin Liang,d Deanna M. D'Alessandrod and Vicki Chen a

Pebax-based composite hollow fibremembranes are promising candidates for industrial gas separation, but

their application is limited by the inherent separation performance of the polymeric materials and the poor

operational stability especially under elevated pressures. The incorporation of metal–organic frameworks

(MOFs) has been extensively investigated as a potential solution to these problems. However, the major

challenges are to control the microvoids in the interfacial region and to improve the effective MOF

loading within the selective layer. In this work, we applied a zirconium-based rigid MOF (UiO-66) to

fabricate a nanocomposite hollow fibre membrane, and (–COOH) and (–NH2) modified UiO-66 were

applied to investigate the effect of surface functionalization. Up to 80 wt% UiO-66 was incorporated into

the thin Pebax selective layer, and both improved CO2 permeance and selectivity were obtained

simultaneously with the (–NH) functionalized UiO-66. In addition, the presence of UiO-66 in Pebax

significantly improved the membrane's operational stability under high pressure.

1 Introduction
Membrane-based gas separation processes are exible, easy to
operate and scale up, and require smaller footprints. They have
therefore been the subject of considerable research attention,
especially for CO2 capture from ue gas and natural gas
sweetening.1–3 Polymeric membranes are considered as the
most promising candidate for industrial application, yet their
application is limited by the inherent performance of the
polymeric materials and poor operational stability, especially
under high pressure. To tackle these problems, different
nanollers have been incorporated into the polymeric matrix to
fabricate mixed matrix membranes (MMMs). Recently, metal–
organic frameworks (MOFs) have been extensively investigated
for gas adsorption and separation.4,5 MOFs are heralded for
their chemical and structural versatility in being able to
accommodate an enormous amount of functionalities: molec-
ular sieve pores can be effectively incorporated into polymeric
materials to promote the separation performance.4,6,7 Some

MMMs have their performance surpassing the Robeson upper
bound which depicts the gas permeability–selectivity trade-off
for pure polymeric materials.8–13

Currently, most MMMs are synthesized as dense at
sheets.14–20 These membranes, from the material's perspective,
can have superior permeability. Yet this does not necessarily
indicate that the membrane can readily achieve high perme-
ation ux (permeance), which is of higher practical importance.
For gas separation membranes, the thickness does matter.
Ideally, hollow ber composite membranes with large surface
areas and thin selective layers are preferred.21 However, the
behaviour of MOF–polymer membranes in their thin lm can
be different from that of their bulkier, thick counterparts. This
is due to the difficulty in achieving a homogeneous MOF
dispersion and a higher possibility of generating extra non-
selective defects. In addition, the polymer chain rigidication
effect caused by interfacial interaction can be more signi-
cant.22 Among different MOF materials, ZIF-8 has been exten-
sively investigated due to its small pore size (3.4 Å) and
reasonably good chemical stability.23,24 In one of our previous
studies, the introduction of in-house synthesized ZIF-8 into
a thin Pebax layer clearly generated extra defects due to the poor
compatibility in the interfacial region, and the loss of gas
selectivity wasmore signicant for the thin selective layer on the
hollow ber composite membranes compared with thick mixed
matrix membranes.25 To tackle this problem, polydopamine
modication has been carried out to ne-tune the interfacial
compatibility: compared with the pristine ZIF-8, the
membranes with modied ZIF-8 exhibited improved gas
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selectivity, which however were still lower than that of the
original pure polymer membrane.15

Recent studies have started to shed light on the mechanical
properties of MOFs.26 Among differentMOFmaterials, ZIF-8 has
a low elastic modulus and hardness, indicating its good elas-
ticity in the family of crystalline materials. We also rst
demonstrated that a thin, continuous ZIF-8 membrane can
maintain a certain degree of exibility: it can sustain bending
and elongation without compromising its molecular sieving
capability.5 The rotational and vibrational movement of the
imidazole linkers in the ZIF has also been experimentally
demonstrated by Terahertz FTIR with synchrotron beamlines.27

This interesting property, however, may compromise their
inherent molecular sieving capability based on their crystalline
framework structures.28 As a result, the incorporation of such
“so” MOFs into the thin composite membrane can potentially
lead to the formation of non-selective interfacial microvoids, or
its exible framework structure can allow the passage of gas
molecules which are larger than its pore aperture.29 This
problem can potentially be solved by blending more rigid MOFs
into the membrane. Another problem for the MOF-containing
membranes is their relatively low MOF loading, as aggrega-
tion of the particles at high concentration (over 30 wt%) can
create defects in membranes: for most existing nanocomposite
membranes, only up to 30 wt% of MOFs can be achieved
without signicant deterioration in the selectivity.17–19,30

In this study, we fabricate our composite membrane with
different types of MOFs, namely University of Oslo-66 (UiO-66)
and zeolitic imidazolate framework-7 (ZIF-7). UiO-66 ([Zr6O4(-
OH)4(bdc)6] where bdc ¼ 1,4-benzenedicarboxlate) is consid-
ered as one of the most rigid MOFs due to the high degree of
coordination of the Zr–O node to organic ligands.31 Its structure
is comprised of a central octahedral cage with 8 face-sharing
super-tetrahedra (ST). The four vertices of the ST are each
occupied by a Zr6-oxo cluster with edges formed by the bdc
ligands.32 Its satisfactory thermal and chemical stabilities over
a wide range of temperature and pH make it a suitable candi-
date for membrane application, both as a ller and a coherent
selective layer.33–35 In addition, by substituting the bdc ligand
with other linear dicarboxylate linkers, a series of isoreticular
frameworks with different cavity sizes and functionalities can
be obtained (Scheme 1). Enhancement in the gas separation

performance in the presence of functional groups such as amine
on UiO-66/Pebax at sheet mixed matrix membranes has also
been reported,30 but their effect on the composite membrane
performance has never been investigated. Another targeted MOF
is ZIF-7 ([Zn(BIm)2] where BIm ¼ 2-benzimidazolate) which has
an aperture size of "3.0 angstroms, smaller than that in ZIF-8
("3.4 angstroms). Although ZIF-7 possesses a similar structure
to ZIF-8, it has higher rigidity.26 Thus, ZIF-7 is considered to be an
appropriate candidate to investigate the effect of the structural
rigidity of a MOF on the membrane performance, and a direct
comparison can be made against ZIF-8.

In this work, UiO-66, UiO-66-NH2, UiO-66-(COOH)2 and ZIF-7
were incorporated into the thin Pebax selective layer of
composite hollow ber membranes. The copolymer Pebax,
which features a hard polyamide (PA) segment and a so
polyethylene oxide (PEO) segment, has shown good perfor-
mance for CO2 gas separation and has exhibited plasticization
resistance to CO2 gas. The interaction between the copolymer
and MOF additives can be complex and therefore warrants
detailed investigation. Membranes containing up to 80 wt% of
UiO-66 and 30 wt% of ZIF-7 were examined to understand their
effect on the CO2, N2 and CH4 permeances. Both pure gas and
mixed gases were investigated. In addition, a complete pres-
surization–depressurization cycle was applied to investigate the
effect of MOFs on the membrane plasticization and compaction
resistance.

2 Materials and methods
2.1 Materials

Hollow ber PVDF porous membranes were kindly supplied by
Beijing OriginWater Technology Co., Ltd. (China) with a diameter
of 1.0 mm, a wall thickness of 0.25 mm and a pore size of "0.05
mm. Poly[1-(trimethylsilyl)prop-1-yne] (PTMSP) utilized as the
gutter layer was provided by Gelest, Inc., PA, USA. Polyether oxide–
polyamide (PEO–PA) blocks (Pebax-1657) supplied by Arkema,
France were used as the polymermatrix for the selective layer. The
Pebax-1657 applied in this work contained 60% rubbery PEO
phase and 40% glassy PA phase. Chemicals for ZIF-7 and UiO-66
particle synthesis were supplied by Sigma-Aldrich, including
benzimidazole, zinc nitrate hexahydrate (for ZIF-7), ZrCl4
(>99.5%), and ligands (H2bdc (1,4-benzendicaroboxylic acid, 98%)

Scheme 1 Schematic diagram of the composite membrane and the chemical structure of UiO-66.
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for UiO-66, H2bdc-NH2 (2-amino-1,4-benzendicarboxylic acid,
99%) for UiO-66-NH2, and H2bdc-(COOH)2 (1,2,4,5-benzenete-
tracarboxylic acid, 96%) for UiO-66-(COOH)2). Hydrochloric acid
(HCl, 32%) and N,N0-dimethylformamide (DMF, > 98%) were ob-
tained fromMerck. CO2, CH4 and N2 pure gases and mixed gases
(CO2/N2, 20 : 80 v/v and CO2/CH4, 20 : 80 v/v) for the gas perme-
ation test were purchased from Coregas. All other chemicals were
used without further purication.

2.2 Synthesis of UiO-66 and ZIF-7 particles

ZIF-7 particles were synthesized at room temperature as
described elsewhere with slight modication.36,37 In a typical
procedure, a mixture of 0.453 g zinc nitrate hexahydrate,
1.154 g benzimidazole and 150 ml DMF was stirred for 24 h at
room temperature. The milky solution was subsequently
centrifuged for 15 min at 13 000 rpm. ZIF-7 particles were then
washed and centrifuged with DMF for another 2 cycles, before
being washed with methanol for another 24 h to remove DMF.
The nal product of the ZIF-7 particles was recovered by
centrifugation and mixed with an ethanol/water mixture
(70/30 w/w or 74.7/25.3 v/v) for membrane fabrication. For the
particle characterization, the particles were dried for 24 h
at 85 #C.

The UiO-66 and functionalized UiO-66 particles were synthe-
sized by microwave-assisted synthesis using an Anton Paar
Monowave 300 microwave oven.38,39 A 30 ml glass microwave vial
was lled with ZrCl4 and the appropriate ligand, H2bdc (1,4-
benzendicaroboxylic acid) for UiO-66, H2bdc-NH2 (2-amino-1,4-
benzendicarboxylic acid) for UiO-66-NH2, and H2bdc-(COOH)2
(1,2,4,5-benzene tetracarboxylic acid) for UiO-66-(COOH)2.
Thereaer, concentrated HCl, formic acid and DMF were intro-
duced into the vial. The mixture was heated with magnetic stir-
ring (600 rpm) to 160 #C within 30 min and held at this
temperature for 40 min before the nal cooling to 55 #C. The
precipitates were obtained by vacuum ltration and repeatedly
washed with DMF (3 $ 20 ml) and acetone (5 $ 20 ml). The
materials were subsequently solvent exchanged with methanol
using a Soxhlet washing procedure for 10 h. The resulting
powders were dried under vacuum. The yields for UiO-66 were as
follows: UiO-66: 88.9%, UiO-66-NH2: 91.0% and UiO-66-(COOH)2:
90.3%.

2.3 Fabrication of hollow ber nanocomposite membranes

In this work, supporting PVDF membranes with relatively large
pores were selected to ensure high mass transfer efficiency. To
mitigate the coating layer intrusion into the pores, the PVDF
membranes were rstly soaked overnight in deionized (DI)
water and then briey wiped with a paper tissue to remove the
water on the membrane surface, but leaving the membrane
pores occupied with water. Both ends of the bers were clamped
with longtail clips to prevent coating solution intrusion into the
lumen side during the dip coating process. The outer surface of
bers was rstly dip-coated with a highly permeable gutter layer
four times using 2 wt% PTMSP in n-hexane solution. The
smooth surface can facilitate the subsequent coating of a thin
and continuous selective layer. The selective layer of the

MOFs/Pebax-1657-based composite membrane was prepared by
dispersing nanoparticles in Pebax solution (3 wt% Pebax in
70/30 w/w ethanol/water). Two coating cycles were applied for
the selective layer. Finally, a pure Pebax-1657 layer was coated as
a protective layer to seal any possible defects.

To ensure good MOF dispersion, the particles were rst
primed with the Pebax-1657 solution. Then the mixture was
probe sonicated. For the dip-coating procedure, the bers were
turned upside down aer each coating cycle and dried in an
oven at 50 #C. More details of the dip-coating procedure can be
found in our previous publication.25 For the subsequent gas
permeation tests, three hollow bers were housed in a 1/4 inch
and 18 cm long stainless steel module with an effective
membrane area of 17 cm2.

2.4 Characterization of the nanoparticles and membranes

ZIF-7 and UiO-66 particles were analyzed using a Transmission
Electron Microscope (TEM), FEI Tecnai G2 20, for imaging
purposes. The particle size wasmonitored using a dynamic light
scattering (DLS) device (Malvern Nano DLS). For each test, at
least 13 cycles of reading were performed tominimize error. The
Brunauer–Emmett–Teller (BET) surface area, Barrett–Joyner–
Halenda (BJH) pore volume, and N2 and CO2 sorption isotherms
were recorded on an Accelerated Surface Area and Porosimetry
System, ASAP 2020 (Micromeritics Instruments Inc.). Approxi-
mately 80 mg of the powdered solid was loaded into a glass
analysis tube and dehumidied for 3 h under dynamic vacuum
at 150 #C. N2 adsorption and desorption isotherms were
measured at 77 K while CO2 adsorption and desorption
isotherms were measured at 298.15 K. The chemical structure of
the particles was analyzed using a Fourier Transform Infra-Red
(FTIR) Alpha spectrometer from 400 to 4000 cm% 1. The crys-
tallinity of the particles was examined using a PANalytical
Empyrean Thin-Film X-Ray Diffraction (XRD) instrument in the
2q range from 4 to 36# with a 0.026# step size.

Characterization of the composite membranes was con-
ducted using Scanning Electron Microscopy (SEM), Energy
Dispersive X-ray (EDX) analysis, Differential Scanning Calo-
rimetry (DSC), FTIR and XRD techniques. The surface and cross-
sectional areas of the membranes were examined under an FEI
Nova NanoSEM 450 FESEM aer the membrane sample was
coated with a layer of chromium. The presence of nanoparticles
and the quality of dispersion in the membrane matrix were
examined by EDX line scans (FEI Nova NanoSEM 450 FESEM).
The samples were coated with a layer of carbon prior to the EDX
tests. The degree of crystallinity of the membranes was deter-
mined by DSC analysis. The Pebax-based membranes were
tested with a Mettler Toledo DSC 823e analyzer from % 30 #C to
400 #C in two cycles. The crystallinity of the membranes was
analyzed using a PANalytical Empyrean Thin-Film XRD instru-
ment in the 2q range from 4 to 36# with a 0.026# step size. The
chemical structure of the membranes was analyzed using
a Fourier Transform Infra-Red (FTIR) Alpha spectrometer from
400 to 4000 cm% 1. Tensile strength tests were carried out with
a textural analyzer (TAXT2, Stable Micro Systems). The sample
length was 100 mm and the testing speed was 0.5 mm s% 1.

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2017 J. Mater. Chem. A
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2.5 Gas permeation testing

The gas permeation tests using pure gas and mixed gases to
measure the initial performance of the membrane were carried
out at room temperature (around 25 #C). The volumetric ow
rate of the permeate line was measured using a bubble ow
meter for low permeate ow rates (<1 ml min% 1), while ow
rates higher than 1 ml min% 1 were recorded using an Agilent
ADM1000 gas ow meter. The pure gas permeance was calcu-
lated using eqn (1):

P

l
¼ Q

ADp
(1)

where P/l is the gas permeance through the membrane, Q is the
volumetric ow rate of the permeate line (ml s% 1), Dp is the
pressure difference across the membrane (cm Hg), and A is the
membrane surface area (cm2).

The ideal selectivity of the membrane for a given gas pair was
calculated from the ratio of the permeance of fast gas (A) to that
of slow gas (B) based on eqn (2):

a ¼ ðP=lÞA
ðP=lÞB

(2)

The operational stability of the composite membranes was
studied under different feed pressures. The experiments were
conducted by exposing the membranes to different feed pres-
sures in a full pressurization–depressurization cycle from 2 to
15 bar. The feed gas pressure was increased and decreased
stepwise. Under each pressure, the membrane was exposed to
the feed gas for 1 hour for sufficient equilibration. The perme-
ability of CO2 was rstly tested, followed by a CH4 test to
understand the effect of the condensable gas on the permeation
behavior of the non-condensable gas.

To study the effect of competitive sorption during gas
permeation, mixed gas permeation tests were also carried out
using CO2/CH4 and CO2/N2 (20/80, v/v) gas mixtures as feeds.
The permeate composition was analyzed with a Shimadzu gas
chromatograph (Shimadzu GC-2014) using a TCD and the
mixed-gas permeability was calculated using eqn (3):

P

l
¼ QYA

A
!
pxXA % pyYA

" (3)

where px and py are the pressures of the feed and permeate, A is
the membrane area, and X and Y are the concentrations in the
feed and permeate sides. The selectivity of the membrane for
mixed gases was calculated using eqn (4):40,41

aA
B
¼ YA=YB!

pxXA % pyYA

"#!
pxXB % pyYB

" (4)

3 Results and discussion
3.1 Characterization of UiO-66 and ZIF-7 particles

The morphologies of UiO-66 and ZIF-7 nanoparticles were
examined by TEM (Fig. 1). Both UiO-66 and functionalized
UiO-66 showed rectangular shapes with particle sizes of around

100–200 nm, which aligns with the DLS results in Table 1. This
observation suggests that the different organic ligands did not
change the crystal structure or particle sizes of UiO-66. This is
preferable to help us understand the effect of the intrinsic MOF
properties, rather than the particle size and crystalline struc-
ture, on the nal composite membrane performance. In terms
of the ZIF-7 nanoparticles, the morphology of such particles
showed a rhombic dodecahedral shape with a particle size of
around 150 nm. Such an observation is consistent with previous
literature.37

The particles were analyzed for their BET surface area, BJH
pore volume and adsorption average pore diameter, with the
results presented in Table 1. The ZIF-7 synthesized in this
research had a BET surface area of around 469 m2 g% 1, which
is in agreement with a previous study.37 The surface area of
ZIF-7 was smaller than that of ZIF-8 reported previously,25

possibly due to the smaller accessible window apertures in
ZIF-7 ("3.0 angstroms) compared with ZIF-8 particles
("3.4 angstroms). The BET surface area of UiO-66 particles was
around 1800 m2 g% 1. The high surface area conrmed the
effectiveness of the solvent exchange process during particle
synthesis. The BET surface area, BJH pore volume and pore
diameter of the UiO-66 were higher than those of the func-
tionalized UiO-66. This is consistent with the presence of
functional groups on the organic ligands which partially block
the pores in UiO-66.42,43 Particles with the bulkier –(COOH)2
functional group showed the smallest BET surface area and BJH
pore volume among all the UiO-66 derivatives.

To further explore the effect of functional groups on the
UiO-66 gas adsorption process, the adsorption–desorption
isotherms were investigated for both N2 and CO2 (Fig. 2).
Functionalization of the organic ligands has two effects: on the

Fig. 1 TEM images of (a) UiO-66, (b) UiO-66-NH2, (c) UiO-66-
(COOH)2 and (d) ZIF-7. The scale bar is 100 nm.

J. Mater. Chem. A This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2017
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one hand, it could reduce the UiO-66 pore size and lead to
a reduced BET surface area as discussed above. For the –COOH
functionalized MOFs, each organic ligand contains two –COOH
groups, leading to signicant pore blockage and subsequently
low adsorption capacity. On the other hand, the presence of
polar moieties such as –NH2 can improve the adsorption
capacity for CO2, resulting in the highest CO2 adsorption for
UiO-66-(NH2), even though its surface area is smaller than that
of UiO-66.

The chemical properties of the MOFs synthesized in this
research were analyzed using FTIR analysis and the results are
presented in Fig. S1.† The FTIR spectra of UiO-66 and its
derivatives show a weak band at 1660 cm% 1, which was assigned
to the stretching vibrations of C]O in the carboxylic acid
present in the bdc ligand. The asymmetric stretching vibration
observed at around 1585 cm% 1 originated from O–C–O asym-
metric stretching in the bdc ligand. The vibration of C]C in the
benzene ring can be observed at 1506 cm% 1 and the O–C–O
symmetric stretching vibration in the carboxylate group of the
bdc ligand was observed as a small band at 1395 cm% 1.44,45 For
UiO-66-NH2, the presence of primary amino functional groups
(N–H) was conrmed by the small peaks at 3367 and
3475 cm% 1.46 The peak at 1710 cm% 1 for UiO-66-(COOH)2 is
consistent with a free carboxylic acid C]O stretching vibra-
tion.47 For ZIF-7 particles, signature peaks at 1455 and 750 cm% 1

were observed in Fig. S1c,†corresponding to the C]C and C–H
bonds in the benzene functional group of benzimidazole as the
organic ligand.48

XRD analysis was then carried out to investigate the crys-
tallinity of the UiO-66 and ZIF-7 particles as shown in Fig. S2.†
In terms of UiO-66 and its derivatives, the XRD pattern of UiO-
66 in Fig. S2a†shows signature peaks at 2q ¼ 7.28#, 8.42# and
25.63#. These were in accordance with the peak positions
observed in other studies on UiO-66 particle synthesis.49 Aer
the incorporation of the amine –(NH2) and –(COOH)2 func-
tionalities, the positions of the peaks were largely invariant.
This indicates the preservation of crystallinity of the UiO-66
particles despite the change in chemical moieties on the
organic ligands. The crystallinity of ZIF-7 was conrmed from
the powder X-ray diffraction patterns shown in Fig. S2b.†The
pattern aligned well with literature values.37

3.2 Characterization of UiO-66/Pebax-based hollow ber
composite membranes

The performance of the composite membrane is determined by
the intrinsic properties of the materials as well as the interfacial
interactions.50 In this work, the composite membranes con-
sisted of a PVDF porous support, a layer of PTMSP as a gutter
layer, a Pebax-1657-based selective layer (containing different
amounts of MOFs) and a top pure Pebax-1657 protective layer.
Each of these layers contributes to the overall gas separation
performance of the membranes.

3.2.1 Morphology of the composite membranes. Firstly, we
examined the membrane cross-sectional morphology. As shown
in Fig. 3, the thickness of the PTMSP gutter layer was approxi-
mately 6 to 7 mm. This is the optimum thickness that can ensure
even and uniform coverage of the PVDF support as has been
investigated in our previous study.25 Uniform and continuous
coverage of the porous support with PTMSP will prevent the
intrusion of the selective layer into the pores of the porous
support, ensuring an even and thin selective layer for higher
permeation ux.

The further deposition of a selective layer and a protective
layer increased the thickness of the membranes by around
1–1.5 mm. However, the distinct boundary between the gutter
and selective layers cannot be observed clearly under a SEM due
to the interfusion between these two layers. This has also been
observed in our previous study.25 It was difficult to obtain high-
resolution cross-sectional images of the nanocomposite hollow
ber membranes: due to the poor conductivity of the porous
substrates and their tubular shape, a signicant electron beam
driing can occur at high magnication. Based on the SEM
images presented here, the presence of UiO-66 (Fig. 3c–e) can be
observed in the top region of the composite membrane
(as highlighted in the images). When the UiO-66 loading was at
80 wt%, a signicant nanoparticle aggregation was observed on
the membrane surface (Fig. 3f). It should be noted that for
conventional mixed matrix and nanocomposite membranes,
the loading of the MOF ller is limited due to the difficulty in
maintaining a uniform and even distribution within the poly-
meric matrix. The MOF aggregation can potentially lead to non-
selective defects and particle loss during the fabrication
process. As a result, most previous work has only studied
a relatively low particle loading (<30 wt%).25,30 In this work, up to

Table 1 Average particle size, BET surface area and BJH pore volume
of various UiO-66 and ZIF-7 particles

Type of
particle

DLS
results
(nm)

BET surface
area (m2 g% 1)

BJH pore
volume
(cm3/g% 1)

Adsorption
average pore
diameter (nm)

UiO-66 130 ( 15 1800 ( 2.5 0.68 1.5
UiO-66-NH2 146 ( 15 1213 ( 6 0.48 1.45
UiO-66-(COOH)2 150 ( 10 400 ( 0.8 0.17 1.33
ZIF-7 171 ( 13 469 ( 2 0.39 1.12

Fig. 2 (a) N2 and (b) CO2 adsorption for UiO-66 derivatives and ZIF-7
particles. The filled symbols represent adsorption and the open
symbols represent desorption. N2 adsorption and desorption
isotherms were measured at 77 K while CO2 adsorption and desorp-
tion isotherms were measured at 298.15 K. Both measured pressures
were up to 1 bar.

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2017 J. Mater. Chem. A
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80 wt% of MOFs were blended into the Pebax dip-coating
solution. At low to moderate UiO-66 loadings (10–50 wt%), the
particles were evenly distributed without signicant aggrega-
tion, and clear UiO-66 aggregation was only observed at 80 wt%
MOF loading (Fig. S3†and 3). In addition, it should be noted
that compared with the composite membrane with a pure Pebax
layer, the composite membrane containing 80 wt% of UiO-66
had comparable tensile strength (elongation at break: 35%
and 37% and tensile strength at break: 3.1 and 2.9 MPa,
respectively), indicating a good compatibility between the MOF
and Pebax.

To conrm the presence of UiO-66 particles (or those of its
derivatives) inside the composite membranes, EDX scanning of
Zr was conducted. Typical results for UiO-66 are presented in
Fig. 4. The Zr content of UiO-66 particles can be observed near
the top surface of the composite membrane with a thickness of
around 1–1.5 mm for all samples. This conrms the observation
from SEM that the thickness beyond the PTMSP gutter layer was
around 1–1.5 mm. The Zr signal strength within the selective
layer increased with a higher particle loading (from 10 wt% to
80 wt%). The EDX scan can provide a rough indication of the
selective layer thickness. However, it must be noted that the
exact thickness of the selective layer and the top protective layer
was difficult to measure due to the interfusion of the PTMSP
and Pebax layers during the repeated coating process. In addi-
tion, for a membrane with high UiO-66 loading (80 wt%), it is
difficult to accurately determine its selective layer thickness due
to the nanoller aggregation. Based on the SEM image (Fig. 3),

the UiO-66 aggregates can be up to 10 mm on the membrane
surface.

3.2.2 The crystallinity of the composite membrane. XRD
analysis was performed to determine the crystal structure of the
membranes. Four common crystal phases (a, b, g, and d) have
been reported for PVDF.51 The crystallinity of PVDF is one of the
most important factors inuencing its mechanical properties.
The XRD patterns of the composite membranes are shown in

Fig. 3 Cross-sectional SEM images of composite membranes with different coating layers: (a) PTMSP, (b) PTMSP and pure Pebax, (c) PTMSP and
50 wt% UiO-66 in Pebax, (d) PTMSP and 50 wt% UiO-66-NH2 in Pebax, (e) PTMSP and 50 wt% UiO-66-(COOH)2 in Pebax and (f) PTMSP and
80 wt% UiO-66 in Pebax. Membranes (b–f) have an extra top Pebax protective layer.

Fig. 4 EDX linear scanning of the Zr content of the cross section of
membranes containing different UiO-66 loadings.

J. Mater. Chem. A This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2017
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Fig. S4,†and the observed characteristic peak at q ¼ 20.17# for
all membranes originated from the PVDF supporting
membrane (b phase).5 Aer the membrane coating with
a PTMSP gutter layer, a broad signature peak of the PTMSP
polymer at 10# was observed. The signature peak of Pebax-1657
at 24.1# for the crystalline polyamide phase and the broader
peak of the polyethylene oxide phase from 17.5# to 22.5# could
not be observed clearly from the XRD patterns of the composite
membranes.25 This can be mainly attributed to a thin Pebax
layer as well as their overlap with the peaks of PVDF. To better
highlight the preservation of UiO-66 crystallinity within Pebax,
we conducted XRD analysis with UiO-66/Pebax-1657 mixed
matrix lms (Fig. 5). It shows that aer the addition of UiO-66
nanoparticles, the signature peaks of UiO-66 (Fig. S2†) were
clearly observed, indicating the preservation of crystallinity of
particles inside the layer for the mixed matrix lms.

DSC analysis was also carried out to study the evolution of the
melting point (Tm) of the compositemembrane (Table 2). The pure
PVDF membrane had a Tm of around 157 #C and aer the coating
of PTMSP and Pebax layers, the Tm value increased to a slightly
higher value. Aer incorporation of the UiO-66, the melting point
further increased to around 165 #C, indicating a good interfacial
compatibility between UiO-66 and its surrounding Pebax matrix,
which could rigidify the polymer chains.

It is important to explore the effect of UiO-66 on the poly-
meric structure of the Pebax selective layer. However, it can be
challenging to characterize the thin selective layer within the
composite membrane. Therefore, we fabricated a series of thick
mixed matrix membranes with UiO-66 and Pebax. The degree of
crystallinity in both so and hard phases of Pebax was analysed
using DSC and estimated using eqn (5):

Xc ¼
DHm

DH0
m

(5)

where DHm is the tested melting enthalpy of a certain polymeric
section and DH0

m is the melting enthalpy of its fully crystalline

form. The melting enthalpy (DHm) was estimated from the area
of the melting peak in the DSC curves, while the melting
enthalpy of the pure crystalline phase (DH0

m) of PEO is
166.4 J g% 1 and PA is 230 J g% 1.52 The degrees of crystallinity of
the PA and PEO phases of pure Pebax and UiO-66/Pebax are
presented in Table 3. Aer the incorporation of UiO-66, espe-
cially the functionalized UiO-66 nanoparticles, both PA and PEO
phases showed enhancements in crystallinity. This indicates an
increase in the rigidity of the polymer matrix aer the incor-
poration of particles due to the potential formation of hydrogen
bonds between polymeric chains and UiO-66.

3.2.3 Chemical properties of the UiO-66/Pebax-1657
composite membranes. To examine the chemical structure of
pure PVDF and the composite membranes, FTIR analysis was
conducted. The FTIR spectra of pure PVDF and typical
composite membranes incorporating 50 wt% UiO-66 are
depicted in Fig. 6. The peak for pure PVDF at 1403 cm% 1 was
attributed to CH2 vibrations, and the C–C band of PVDF was
observed at 1185 cm% 1. The CF2 stretching vibration and
bending modes were observed as peaks at around 745–840
and 510 cm% 1, respectively. The bands located at around 3022
and 2980 cm% 1 corresponded to the CH2 asymmetric and
symmetric vibration of PVDF.51 Aer deposition of the Pebax-
1657 mixture, the stretching vibration of the C–O–C group in
the PEO segment of Pebax appeared as a distinct peak at around
1094 cm% 1. In addition, the PA segment in Pebax exhibited
additional peaks at 3297 cm% 1 for –N–H–, 1636 cm% 1 for H–N–
C]O and 1730 cm% 1 for O–C]O groups.52,53 Previous research
studies have demonstrated that MOFs can form hydrogen
bonds with the glassy section of Pebax.25,30 But the N–H– peak
shi for the PA segment is negligible in this work (Fig. 6b),
possibly due to the difficulty in characterizing the thin
composite layer.

3.3 The gas separation performance of various UiO-66-based
membranes

In the case of mixed matrix membranes, it is relatively difficult
to incorporate a large percentage of nanollers into the matrix
due to the difficulty in obtaining a homogeneous dispersion, as
well as the loss in mechanical strength. In the present work, we
incorporated up to 80 wt% of UiO-66 into the thin Pebax layer
and the gas separation performance was investigated with both
pure gases and mixed gases. Both PDMS and PTMSP were
applied as gutter layers and the results are summarized in Table
S1.†PTMSP clearly had higher CO2 permeance and selectivity.

Fig. 5 XRD patterns of the different UiO-66/Pebax-1657 mixed matrix
membranes.

Table 2 Melting point (Tm) of the UiO-66/Pebax-1657-based
composite membranes (typical error of Tm was around 0.5 #C)

Type of membrane Tm (#C)

Pure PVDF 157
PTMSP coated 159
PTMSP + Pebax coated 160
50 wt% UiO-66/Pebax coated 164
50 wt% UiO-66-NH2/Pebax coated 165
50 wt% UiO-66-(COOH)2/Pebax coated 164

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2017 J. Mater. Chem. A
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As a result, PTMSP was applied for membrane fabrication in the
subsequent tests. A smooth gutter layer can prevent the intru-
sion of Pebax into supportive membrane pores, ensuring a thin
and continuous selective layer. Fig. 7 presents the gas perme-
ation performance of UiO-66/Pebax-1657-based composite
membranes with various particle loadings. In terms of the
composite membrane containing pure Pebax as the selective
layer, the CO2 permeability was much higher than that of other

gases such as N2 and CH4, which could be attributed to the
rubbery PEO block in Pebax which has a strong affinity to polar
gas (CO2) over non-polar gases (N2 and CH4).54,55

Compared with the pure Pebax membrane, the incorpora-
tion of UiO-66 into the selective layer only slightly increased the
CO2 permeance, even for the membrane containing 80 wt% of
UiO-66. These results are unexpected considering the large BET
surface area of UiO-66 and its relatively wide BJH pore diameter
range compared with the target CO2molecules (Table 1). Within
the thin composite selective layer, the gas transport can be
affected by the polymeric sections, MOF structures and MOF–
polymer interfacial regions.25,33,55 The relatively unchanged CO2

permeance indicates a good interfacial compatibility; otherwise
rapid gas transport can occur via the non-selective defect voids
throughout the thin layer. As suggested in Table 3, the addition
of UiO-66 into Pebax can effectively increase the crystallinity
and thereby rigidify the polymer chains, which slows the gas
transport. As a result, the CO2 permeance only slightly
increased with the addition of UiO-66, even though its inherent
highly porous structure can facilitate rapid gas molecule
transport. In terms of the gas selectivity (Fig. 7b and c), for the
membrane with UiO-66, the highest selectivity was observed
with a nanoller loading of 50 wt% for both CO2/N2 and CO2/
CH4. It should be noted that the increased selectivity should
mainly originate from the increased polymer chain rigidity as
the pore size of UiO-66 (Table 1) is unlikely to provide effective
molecular sieving for CO2 against N2 and CH4.

The functionalization of UiO-66 can have a signicant effect
on the composite membrane performance. Compared with UiO-
66, much higher CO2 permeance results were obtained for all
membranes with different UiO-66-NH2 nanoller loadings.
Based on our previous gas adsorption results, the presence of
amine groups on the organic ligands appear to have improved
the selective CO2 uptake for UiO-66-NH2, leading to higher CO2

solubility within the thin selective layer.
On the other hand, for the UiO-66-(COOH)2 nanollers, the

MOF pore blockage by the carboxylate functional groups limited
its gas adsorption within the framework structure, such that its
incorporation into the Pebaxmatrix had a relatively minor effect
on CO2 permeance, similar to the case of the UiO-66. For both
functionalized MOFs, the highest selectivities were obtained at
50 wt% loading, suggesting good compatibility between nano-
llers and the polymeric matrix. Based on the gas permeation
results with the functionalized UiO-66, we can further conrm
that the composite membrane performance is dominated by the
interactions between nanollers and the polymer matrix: the

Table 3 The degree of crystallinity of PA and PEO phases in Pebax-based dense mixed matrix membranes

Type of membrane

Integral of melting peak (J g% 1)

XPEO (%) XPA (%) Xc (total) (%)PEO block PA block

Pure Pebax 14.72 21.1 14.74 22.93 18.02
50 wt% UiO-66/Pebax 18.10 22.43 18.13 24.38 20.63
50 wt% UiO-66-(COOH)2/Pebax 19.46 23.06 19.49 25.07 21.72
50 wt% UiO-66-NH2/Pebax 19.89 23.19 19.92 25.22 22.04

Fig. 6 (a) FTIR spectra of the different UiO-66/Pebax-1657 nano-
composite membranes and (b) the enlarged wavenumber range
between 3000 and 3400 cm% 1.

J. Mater. Chem. A This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2017
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highest gas permeance and selectivity were obtained with UiO-
66-HN2, the BET surface area of which was signicantly lower
than that of UiO-66. In addition, even though the COOH func-
tionalized UiO-66 had the smallest BJH pore size, the func-
tionalized MOF pore was still too large for effective molecular
sieving; therefore the shrinkage in pore size did not effectively
lead to an improved selectivity.56 In this work, we also con-
ducted the Maxwell model calculation for the composite
membranes. However, the model failed to accurately predict the
composite membrane performance, possibly because the effect

of interfacial region was not considered by the Maxwell model.
A more detailed discussion and Maxwell model results are
presented in the ESI (Fig. S5).†

3.4 The effects of operating pressure and plasticization on
gas separation performance

Membrane plasticization caused by polymer chain swelling is
a common phenomenon for gas separation membranes when
exposed to aggressive feed conditions,57,58 e.g., CO2 separation
from CH4 in natural gas treatment. The condensable gas
increases the mobility of the polymer chain segments, which
further increases the diffusion coefficients of all penetrants
through the polymer membrane. This eventually leads to the
increase of permeability and loss of selectivity. For a polymer
membrane, the plasticization pressure is dened as the pres-
sure at which the gas permeability increases with increasing
feed pressure.59

Pebax has been thoroughly investigated as a promising
candidate for industrial CO2 separation.17,37,60 However, the
behavior of the Pebax-based mixed matrix membrane under
elevated operating pressures has not been fully elucidated,
especially for the thin Pebax layer within a composite hollow
ber membrane. In this study, we exposed the UiO-66/Pebax
composite membrane to different feed pressures in
a complete pressurization–depressurization cycle to investigate
the reversibility of the polymer matrix swelling/compaction
effect. In order to understand the effect of membrane plastici-
zation on the non-condensable gas permeation, CH4 perme-
ation tests were also carried out upon completion of the CO2

permeation experiment under each tested pressure.61 The best-
performing membranes (containing 50 wt% of UiO-66 and its
derivatives) were tested here.

The gas permeation results for the UiO-66/Pebax-based
composite membranes are presented in Fig. 8 and S6.†The
experiment was carried out at up to 15 bar, as further increasing
the feed pressure can lead to the collapse of the supporting
membranes. In general, the membranes showed a decrease in
CO2 permeability with the increase of feed pressure. Previous
studies have revealed that gas transport through pure Pebax-
based membranes occurs mostly through the so PEO
block.54,55 Therefore, the effect of pressure on the gas perme-
ability was based on the competing effects of hydrostatic pres-
sure and plasticization.25,55 CO2 gas permeance through the
pure Pebax-coated membrane at elevated pressure showed
a relatively severe decrease, to almost half of its initial value at 2
bar, due to a compaction effect of the polymer matrix. The gas
permeance did not return to its initial value during the
depressurization process indicating that the polymer matrix
was irreversibly compacted. In addition, up to 15 bar, the
membranes did not show an obvious plasticization effect as
observed in the glassy polymer.

The incorporation of UiO-66 and its derivatives helped to
reduce the compaction effect as can be seen from the relatively
stable gas permeance at different feed pressures. Our previous
study on ZIF-8/Pebax-1657-based composite membranes
showed a similar phenomenon.25 The increase in the rigidity of

Fig. 7 Gas separation performance of UiO-66/Pebax-1657-based
composite membranes at different particle loadings: (a) CO2 per-
meance, (b) CO2/N2 gas selectivity and (c) CO2/CH4 gas selectivity
(solid lines represent pure gas and dashed lines represent mixed gas).

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2017 J. Mater. Chem. A
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the polymer matrix helped to increase the compaction resis-
tance of the membranes incorporating UiO-66 particles. The
increase in the rigidity of the membranes was reected in the
increase in melting point and the degree of crystallinity as
shown in Tables 2 and 3. All the membranes incorporating
particles showed good compaction resistance during the
experiment.

CH4 gas permeation tests were also conducted directly aer
the CO2 permeation test at each pressure to analyse the
plasticization/compaction effect on the permeation of the non-
condensable gas. The results of the CH4 permeance and CO2/
CH4 gas selectivity are presented in Fig. 8b and S6.†Compac-
tion of the polymer matrix at elevated pressures also affected
the CH4 gas permeance through the membranes, leading to
lower permeance for the pure Pebax coated membranes. Again,
the incorporation of UiO-66 particles helped to improve the
compaction resistance of the membranes. In terms of gas

selectivity, a relatively constant CO2/CH4 selectivity was
observed in membranes incorporating UiO-66 particles. On the
other hand, a decrease in gas selectivity with the increase of feed
pressure was observed in the pure Pebax membrane, as this
membrane experienced a relatively severe compaction effect.

3.5 ZIF-7/Pebax-1657-based hollow ber composite
membranes

Based on our results on the utilization of UiO-66 and its
derivatives for composite membrane fabrication, it is very
important to investigate the effect of surface functional
groups and pore size on the nal membrane performance,
especially at elevated pressures. In addition, to understand
the general applicability of the membrane fabrication method
used in this work, we also fabricated ZIF-7/Pebax-1657-based
composite membranes using a similar dip coating approach
to that used for the UiO-66/Pebax-based membranes. ZIF-7
has a window aperture of "3.0 angstroms, which is smaller
than the kinetic diameter of CO2 gas ("3.4 angstroms).
However, previous studies on ZIF-7 revealed the exible
nature of ZIF-7's apertures37,62 that provided an enhancement
in CO2 uptake by the framework at a relatively high pressure,
which is in good agreement with the results obtained in this
work (Fig. 3).

3.5.1 Gas separation performance of the ZIF-7/Pebax-based
hollow ber composite membranes. In this experiment,
ZIF-7/Pebax-1657-based membranes with 10–30 wt% particle
loading were synthesized and tested for their gas separation
performance. Further increasing the ZIF-7 content in the
coating solution would lead to particle aggregation and settling.
The SEM images of the composite membrane are presented in
Fig. S7:†at 30 wt% of ZIF-7 loading, clear nanoparticle aggre-
gation can be observed. We further tested the membrane
performance with both pure and mixed gases (Fig. 9). Both pure
gas and mixed gas showed similar results, with only marginally
lower gas permeance for the mixed gas due to a competitive
sorption effect. The incorporation of ZIF-7 slightly increased the
CO2 permeance through the membranes, which can be attrib-
uted to the small pore size of ZIF-7.

Our previous study on ZIF-8/Pebax-1657-based membranes
suggests the loss of gas selectivity of the nanocomposite
membranes.25 The incorporation of MOF particles with exible
framework structures could allow the rapid transport of bulkier
gas molecules. It could also create microvoids in the interfacial
region. In comparison, the incorporation of ZIF-7 slightly
increased the gas selectivity. A similar increase in gas selectivity
with higher particle loading was also reported in a previous
study on at sheet membranes containing ZIF-7.37

3.5.2 Gas separation performance of the ZIF-7/Pebax-1657-
based hollow ber composite membranes at elevated pressure.
The effects of elevated pressure on CO2 and CH4 gas per-
meances are depicted in Fig. 10 and S8.†The competing effects
of compaction and plasticization resulted in a decrease of gas
permeance for all the membranes tested. Compared to the
pure Pebax membrane, the decreases in gas permeance in the
ZIF-7/Pebax-1657-based membranes were less severe. This

Fig. 8 The effect of feed pressure on (a) CO2 permeance, and (b) CO2/
CH4 selectivity of various UiO-66/Pebax-1657-based composite
membranes (solid lines represent the pressurization step and dashed
lines represent the depressurization step).

J. Mater. Chem. A This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2017
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shows an increase in polymer rigidity aer the incorporation of
the particles, as was observed for the UiO-66/Pebax-1657-based
membranes (Section 3.4).

3.6 Comparison of gas separation performance and
understanding the effect of MOF rigidity

Recently, there have been a number of studies on nano-
composite membranes incorporating MOFs. To better under-
stand how the MOF functions within the thin selective layer,
the results obtained in this work are compared with our
previous results using ZIF-8 nanocrystals in addition to other
relevant reports (Table 4). In the present work, the incorpo-
ration of UiO-66 and ZIF-7 into the composite membranes
increased both CO2 permeance and gas selectivity. The highest
CO2/N2 selectivity obtained with 50 wt% UiO-66 was 57 with
a CO2 permeance of 338 GPU, making this membrane one of
the best performing MOF-containing composite membranes
(Table 4). It should be noted that by optimizing the dip-coating
substrates, gutter layer materials, coating technique and
coating material solution, some pure polymer composite
membranes can exhibit comparable gas separation perfor-
mance.21,67,68 However, as suggested earlier, the operational

stability of the pure polymer membrane still limits its indus-
trial application under harsh conditions.

In our previous work, the addition of ZIF-8 into the thin
Pebax layer led to the loss of its gas selectivity.25 In comparison,
both improved gas permeance and selectivity were obtained
with UiO-66 and ZIF-7 in this work. The addition of ZIF-8 into
the Pebax polymeric layer may rigidify the polymeric chains via
hydrogen bonding, and their crystalline framework structure
may ensure high molecular sieving capabilities. Both of these
aspects can improve the gas selectivity of the composite
membranes. On the other hand, it has been demonstrated that
the organic ligand of ZIF-8 can experience pore-gate-opening
due to the rotational and vibrational movement of the organic
ligands, which can be attributed to the bending of the N–Zn–N
bond and rotation of the Zn–MeIM–Zn bond of ZIF-8.27 This can
reduce the intrinsic molecular separation capability of the ZIF-
8. At the same time, since ZIF-8 is considered as a “exible”
MOF due to its low metal-center-coordination number, it may
experience conformational changes under external mechanical

Fig. 9 Gas separation performance of ZIF-7/Pebax-1657-based
composite membranes at different particle loadings: (a) CO2 per-
meance, (b) CO2/N2 and CO2/CH4 gas selectivity (solid lines represent
pure gas and dashed lines represent mixed gas).

Fig. 10 (a) CO2 gas permeances and (b) CO2/CH4 selectivity at
different feed pressures of ZIF-7/Pebax-1657-based composite
membranes (solid lines represent the pressurization step and dashed
lines represent the depressurization step).

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2017 J. Mater. Chem. A
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stress. All these aspects may eventually lead to the loss of
selectivity.

On the other hand, both UiO-66 and ZIF-7 are considered
more rigid. For example, UiO-66 has an ultrahigh shear
modulus of "14 GPa (compared with "1 GPa for exible ZIF-
8).31 The high Zr–O coordination restricts the bending of the
bonds, which can effectively preserve its intrinsic molecular
sieving capability within a polymeric matrix (Fig. 11). As a result,
the incorporation of rigid UiO-66 can simultaneously improve
gas permeance and selectivity of the composite membranes.
This may also explain why the incorporation of ZIF-7 showed an
improved membrane gas selectivity: ZIF-7 and ZIF-8 have
similar crystalline structures, but ZIF-7 has a more rigid
framework structure.26 Still, in order to fully understand the
effect of MOF rigidity on the membrane performance, more
characterization should be carried out to investigate the MOF
structure within the polymeric matrix. However, this is beyond
the scope of this work.

4 Conclusions
In this work, UiO-66 and ZIF-7/Pebax based hollow ber
composite membranes were fabricated. Functionalized UiO-
66 was applied to understand the effect of surface modica-
tion on the nal membrane performance. The addition of
nanollers can effectively promote the gas permeance. Due to
good interfacial compatibility, the Pebax thin layer can host
50 wt% UiO-66 without introducing extra defects and further
increase the UiO-66 loading to 80 wt% with only slightly
reduced gas selectivity. This work also investigated the oper-
ational stability of the nanocomposite membranes, and the
results indicate that the addition of nanollers can rigidify
the Pebax polymer chains via hydrogen bonds, which subse-
quently enhances the plasticization and compaction resis-
tance of both UiO-66 and ZIF-7 composite membranes.
Finally, we discussed the effect of MOF rigidity on the nal
membrane performance and suggested that more rigid MOFs

Table 4 Comparison of the performance of nanocomposite membranes incorporating different particles in CO2/N2 gas separation

Support
Gutter
layer Selective layer

Membrane
type

Max. particle
loading

Testing T/P
(#C/bar)

CO2 permeance
(GPU)

CO2/N2

selectivity Ref.

PAN PDMS Pebax-2533/so PEG-b-PDMS nanoparticle Flat sheet 40 wt% 35/3.4 1374 12 63
PAN PDMS Pebax-2533/so PEG-based nanoparticle Flat sheet 50 wt% 35/3.4 601 28 64
PAN PDMS Pebax-2533/PRXs so nanoparticle Flat sheet 30 wt% 35/3.4 1670 14 65
PAN PTMSP Pebax-1657/ZIF-7 Flat sheet 34 wt% 20/3.75 39 105 37
PVDF — Pebax-1657/UiO-66 Flat sheet 20 wt% 25/3 "130 barrer 20 30
PVDF — Pebax-1657/UiO-66-NH2 Flat sheet 20 wt% 25/3 "125 barrer 25 30
PSf — PDMS/Cu3(BTC)2 Hollow ber 4000 ppm 25/5 109.2 33.46 66
PVDF PTMSP Pebax-1657/ZIF-8 Hollow ber 30 wt% 25/2 345 31.7 25
PVDF PTMSP Pebax-1657/UiO-66 Hollow ber 50 wt% 25/2 225 45 This

workPVDF PTMSP Pebax-1657/UiO-66-NH2 Hollow ber 50 wt% 25/2 338 57
PVDF PTMSP Pebax-1657/UiO-66-(COOH)2 Hollow ber 50 wt% 25/2 240 50
PVDF PTMSP Pebax-1657/ZIF-7 Hollow ber 30 wt% 25/2 300 48

Fig. 11 Schematic diagram of the UiO-66, ZIF-7 and ZIF-8 nanocomposite membranes.
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are preferred to maintain their intrinsic molecular sieving
capability within the thin composite membranes.
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