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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-Pl membranes in Acetone PS solution
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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-Pl membranes in Acetone PS solution
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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-PI membranes in Methanol PS solution
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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-PI membranes in Methanol PS solution
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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-Pl membranes in DMF PS solution
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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-PI membranes in DMF PS solution
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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-Pl membranes in THF PS solution
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Figure 7
Rejection for TFC-PIMs-Pl membranes in THF PS solution
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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-PI membranes in Toluene PS solution
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Figure 9
Rejection for TFC-PIMs-PI membranes in Toluene PS solution
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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-PEEK membranes in THF PS solution
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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-PEEK membranes in Acetone PS solution
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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-PEEK membranes in Toluene PS solution
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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-PEEK membranes in Heptane PS solution
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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-PBI membranes in THF PS solution
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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-PI membranes in Acetone PS solution
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Gas selectivity vs. permeability
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Gas selectivity vs. permeability
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Gas selectivity vs. permeability
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