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Rejection for TFC-PiMs-PI membranes in Methano! PS solution
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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-PI membranes in Methano! PS solution
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Rejection for TFC-PiMs-Pl membranes in-DMF PS solution
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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-Pl membranes in DMF PS solution
1060
80
9\.3 &0
e
]
i3]
4b}
o 401
o
—O0— TFC-PIMs-PI-3 Flux = 77.1 Lm=2h
20 4
G H F T 1 T
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400
MW ( g. mol 1

Figure 6



WO 2013/057492

Rejection (%)

Rejection (%)

PCT/IGB2012/052576
4/10

Rejection for TFC-PIMs-Pl membranes in THF PS solution
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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-P1 membranes in THF PS8 solution
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Rejection for TFC-PIMs-Pl membranes in Toluene PS sclution
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Reiection 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-Pl membranes in Acetone PS solution
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Gas selectivity vs. permeability

gy
8 s
o= B =
E .................. &
%}: .....................
’ e
m 4 | ,.'
3 &
=
P
o
Q
© 2 -
~--@- TFG-PIMS-PEEK-pven-5
B z
0 __7(, ‘
0 15 . |

COqo permeability GPU (10 8 om?® (STP} em? g cmHg‘1

Figure 17 (a}

Gas selectivity vs. permeability
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Gas selectivity vs. permeability
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