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FER, FFE BN RER, 28 ZRA" TTR”

(AR T K2Rl 5 T A2, B 063210)

R BRI SRR, AT LA R, T HAA TR K RS A, SCEE e
KRR 1) £ BN (PAN) SEMUIE, SR DL/K R IS i PAN I (HPAN) AL, il i R4
SN 5 A AN UE AR (LNMs) S5 SRR, 85I P PAN Uit 0 800 15% . LiCl T 53 50H 2%
B, A5 2 1Y PAN B BRI L . HPAN e fiL /K #2540 50 °COK A 1 h, feflt e b PESECK 60 °CHM
AE PR 1S mine MU AR 645 19 LNMs 9 46 K 38 & 24 125 LMH - bar!, PRI LT (CR) A1 H 5 i
(MB) I # B 2 >90%, X Na,SO, Fl NaCl [ #k B 2 <15%, 2RI i X YL b/ 75 85 19 i e B
LNMs %f CR F1 Na,SO, #ERHE7E 10 h NERFF T RS B R0 s LNMs 285 3R 5, 8 ik R

VIPRFFAE 88.8%, KIS AIPLTs Ytk RE .

LA BUAAVISIL, RPN, RS, SRR

RESES: TQ28 HIEREM: A

1 B =

BEE BN QAT )R JE, BN IR K I S Ak 3
SR E NI ZRTE. EIRR K SHA KBk
Gekb. THLER R Hopthis G, &R B GRS
Hh— EAM R ) EORP A . g L N
VIELM . SRR AR T2, A1
REFER . HRIEE A, IG5 G jn) i,

2004 %, Van der Bruggen' & X il £ 1 5k
ZHJEME (Loose Nanofiltration Membranes, LNMs)s.
LNMs [ fL 1% I T 1% 4t 94 98 % (Nanofiltration,
NF) 5@ JEME (Ultrafiltration, UF) ZIf], 43-E5HL
P2 7y Donnan 2 B A1 RS 07 40 RS, AR B 4
BE. Bk Eh b E 2 A 000, LNMs B 7
BRI IR B B
LR G @ S 8, W] DA ekl 2y 71 58

* ks HHA:2025-07-25

VrEREL, AR TR 2 7 EAE 500 ~ 2000 Da i
Bl A A ML) S5 3k PR VR B3R A T v s B -1,

RN (PAN) A w57k
S T AU R AR SR A s 21, X e i
AR & A FAE R R EA . Qiu U ohilid 5| A
JR RO 0.2% A A 550 (GO), KA #H
S EER A T — M EE A X B SRR
K ER A R ) = 4/ 4E PAN/GO B A 91K
Z AL Li SE0TRL 7K A 5 PO 0 G 68 B JEE (HPAN
UF) N 2EA, i 24 W i 5 o6 2R 2 0 0 i
(PEI) J£ % 1 55 7 % A% PEI-CA 5 HPAN UF %2
BeEE Ry, M%7 —FhR B 2 FLGNIERE . 43
PR m KB ENE . R R gkl 5 8
WP R R AR MR R, TE R K
AbEE A B A AR GT R B FH AT

LNMs il & 77 3A 2 M, w5t R 63
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(Interfacial Polymerization, IP)I'81, #f %4090,
B2 HHBEERO A ERKIERISE . NS
1P 25 W] LI o R o 42 o] 9 A T8 ) 42 R4, 2
PEE, SEIUXT AR ERE . FLR. SRKYE. far
P 45 O B T A R ) RS Al AL I 4522, Zhao &2
R IP A 5 T 2 AL A ML LNMs, 15
P RA RUEFRZEKIERE . JURHERE 2 (98.6%)
I ERPERE . LNMs HIFLAT . 3R TH HLAT A5 /K
SO S VR RE A B, TS T EH
P E R TR e X e T, ] TR 4R 5 ) A L
iy b EERa2el,

AL LA PAN A R BE. N, N- 3 2 i
(DMAc) A1 N-HEE AL g B2 B (NMP) ¥ 7] &
B (LiCl) MR kg be il (PVP) N BALA,

e T PAN R, SRS PERRE S5 1F R K AR
%13 BSEK M HPAN,  #¢ )5 DL HPAN 3L,
K 9256 %= HH1 8 (B)-N,2-X[(E)-2, 3, 4- =2 3&
WARHE]-N(Z)-2, 3, 4- = FREL AR HE k- 1- B L A
I % (HCTT) F1JE /KR s (PIP) A /K HH FLfA 1,
3, 5-2K = L& (TMC) ATl AR SR HE4T TP S 0
il £ LNMs. @Ik, Jerl/ih o5
PEBE L2040 TV &5 K R K 42 fk ffy S5 3R AE 43
WriEmhl s T 2S5, W% 7 LNMs 70 &
PE. RasE MRS Yt g,

2 SCIGERSY

21 FEEMKRES
ASCH B BB AR R 1 R 2
Fiis.

F/I1 LR
Table 1 Experimental reagents.

MELAFR FE /4l AR5
A BINaC) AR FREET 7K KA 37 A PR A =
T KB BRHI(Na,SO,) AR FEETTRERHR EHBRA A
TS BE(MeCL,) CP iR TEMRAE R H BR A F
TR IR BE(MgS0,) AR FEE T R KA AR A PR A )
NISRLI(CR) PG g AR I PR A
¢ H % ¥ (MB) AR BT T AR I G R A
1,3,5- 28 = HBEE(TMO) >98% AR R T A AR B BR A T
1,3- 2 BN L 2 e 97% R R T AR I R A F
2,3,4-=FRAKPEE 98% BT T AR R A
T K EACHL(LIC) >98% R Jr A R A )
R LRI KL (PVP) My 58000,K30 I ARBHE A PRA A
N- L % S5t B (NMP) GC g R A AR R A F
N,N-Z U Z B (DMAc) AR T 7K KA 2R BR A =]
SN (NaOH) AR FOEETT AR KA R PR A =
iE AR FOEETT AR KA R PR A 7]
FETK — St E
HCTT — D=Ll
JE/K IR B (PTP) 99% R T AR A A R A F
R 22 R (PBS) — S 2

2.2 LNMs /&

(1) PAN & HPAN Ji #) ] % . LA DMAc
NMP R 5], LiCLF PVP NEFLFA, & Ll Fx
BT 48 h S I PAN ¥ VA7) 4Ly, =
SR 43 7 BE 1) PAN Ji 243 30N 14% 15%
16% HIE5IE,  7E 60 °Clis dm Rt RE W R, WA

il 52 B 0 B I 24 he A R SEEG 3 o )
M, R RE N 200 pum,  E B3R B I4 78 i
WG R, 3508 5 TN 25 B 1ok itk
ITHFAG O, ) %515 2 PAN . 28 51 PAN
JE 7E 1 mol/L 1] NaOH ¥ ¥ *H 73 71 - 40, 50,
60. 70 °C FiZ ¥ M#A 0.5, 1. 2. 3 h, 15 %
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Table 2 Experimental instruments.
NGRS iiEs EFETK
[N e DP-130 ¥ L S A BR A F]
e LIRSSl A T6 Jb T I8 A A A AT PR ST A ]
PR B TG-20 VY1 RS PR A 7
8 O e ) 1 A E e A DF-101S Mg RIS E R A PR A F
e N 2XZ-4B Mg RV AR A PR A F
AT A DZF-6050AB W R RHE AT BR A =
B M T 2% C30 DI RAVI AR R A TR A F
i A I IE VL KM-3008DB B L 56 5588 A A AR A B A 7
KF FA1004 i R PR R A PR A A
2 THTHfioh £ DN A3 DY-5010A A A IR AT
A S A B AR SR AT A TEAL (FT-IR) VERTEX70 1 [F Bruker 23 7]
Yy R A F T AR (SEM) S-4800 HAH SZAER A A
L 284X DDSJ-308A AR AR A A PR A A
HPAN fiit, ¥4 415 2] PAN AT HPAN 4y 5] 2. giZK@EZm= (1) 5
BT 2B TR R eV 0
AxPxAt

(2) LNMs ¥l 4 — € & () HCTT A1 PIP 43
ST 50 mL BERRZZ i (PBS) kY, s AT g
G, PR 2 RSB S IRG 3N, SEIRRA W
VERNZKAH; B AR TMC ¥ 100 mL 1E 2le i E R
THIAH; DLHPAN BN, 7E HPAN JER B A&
KA, 2 min J5EBRAKAH IR TR 2 R
T, FERRIARTE R RI/E HPAN BRI, TR A
1 min JERHHAR 23R, TRONBUAE kAT 5 b2 (J5 4k
PRI A 43 509 5. 104 154 204 25 min, JoAbFEIE
FE53 3440, 50, 60, 70°C), 753|LNMs.

2.3 BERIRIESHERENR
231 JERIRAE

(1) LLAMEIERAE . R FT-IR RAEAS 7K
SRR K AR . 5 A B ) K% 5 Ab R RS
TS IR S S5

(2) SEM E£AE . F F SEM Xt AN [ 7K fift i ] o
K AL FEE 1) HPAN BB A [] J A BRI 1) L 5 A
PRI FE R LNMs BEAT 44, A H TS0 45 1 Al
2R
232 JEATE AR

(1) 7K Bl f A o Ml 45 19 HPAN 3 BY
FRACSRHRE, JREN3 AN A, R T B Ak A A
TP BEfl A AR, WAL S E 3 A 55 () T

(2) &K &9 . Bl 0.3 MPa il iz 17
30 min, 2R J57E 0.2 MPa J& /7 F Wl 128 3 4l /K il

XA FoNgi/KiEE, LMH-bar! (X LMH N
L-m2-h! A4S, bar NIESREAL); VN
BN A N B E R AR, Ly PRI R 77,
MPa; A RN A RO, m?; AP
i), he

(3) Yl B R IR FEHIR N 0.1 g/L 1Y
MB R AE ik, LL0.3 MPa 217 30 min,
SRJGTE 0.2 MPa [k 7, W B [k [8) (1) ¥ 35
W, I ER AR 23 0600 B IR R A 2
BB, R R R (2) B

Rd(l—-;t)x10096 )

W ROAVRIETE R, %; Ao NEEERE IR
HFEs A NBERIROCE .

(4) B FMRK. Lol gL gkl 51 gL
R ENR G BN ERNE, DA% 5 G kLA
AR F], SR A H T 238 A Rk A
SR, H Q) iFE R R

C
&{pﬂum% 3)

Ce
b RN ZE, %; C,NBERIKIE,
g/L; CoNstRRRIREE, g/L.
(5) FaE PR, 7 0.1 g/L CR+1 /L Na,SO, i
TRETRAE RN, 4T 10 h BARsE M.
(6) PLis GetERe R . BEHIRIE N1 g/L K
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CRA, Jod4i/Kizfr1h, )58 1 g/L CRI5
PWNEGEAT T h, BRJGFIEAKERE 1 h, Bl
N ANEHR . BERE 15 min I — Gl &, HES3
Wo WRIERWKE R (Regp)~ 175 2485 (R)~
A QR AL (R) ATTUG JAR 0 (Ry) 4 M8
b %2 LNMs [IPTi5 Ye i 6

RFRR:§¥Z x 100% 4)
wl
J1—J
Ri=""""2 % 100% (5)
le
Jwo—J
R.= 2P % 100% (6)
le
350
. a
":E 300
% 250
Ezoo B
é 150
E; 100
:
0
14 15 16
PAN (%)

JWl_JW2
le

X Jy NI YT 4 KiE &, LMH bar'; J,,
NV SE A KB E, LMH bar'; J, 4 CRY5
PWIER, LMH-bar ',

3 ERE5Te

3.1 $HRERECEE 3RS0

73 AIECH PAN T 570 08 14%. 15%. 16%
R, WA [ 5 & 70 250 il % PAN R (1)
afiKilfE . MBIl&E M MB# X, 4R K1
FiRe

Ry =

x 100% (7)

w
&
=]

5 w
g 3
1 1

g
1

M B permeability (LMH-bar")

50 -

PAN (%)

MB rejection ratio (%)

T
14

T T
15 16
PAN (%)

B 1 AN[F] PAN 523 40 R I 43 B PERE: (a) 7K@ B (b) MBIE&; (c) MB #i 1 %
Figure 1 Separation performance of membranes at different PAN mass fraction: (a) Pure water permeability; (b) MB

permeability; (c) MB rejection ratio.

B 1A %0, B PAN BT 20 2000 35
afi 7K & A MB il s PR IC. X2 KB PAN
RS EIE I, PAN KO FRAERE, Ry
THEAH B AEREREIG 0, IR T, B
WK 71 B AR E TE D, H 2R 56 R
NG P HEAT BB, 7 5 R I 7 A e
TH B PAN JT £ 20 B 3G i AS pg, 5 PAN JE
()R o 25 R FE g . B S, PAN R 1) 47K 8

EAMBIEEY T, 2 PAN i E 920N 14%.
15% F1 16% B, X} B2 1) MB & B 2 53 71 4
47.18%. 53.33%H179.53%. WK 1(c) "JLAHH,
4 PAN B B BN 16% I, MB#L R 54 B3
Ak . X T PAN JE 2500 T 805, R
WIEWAZE, IN_EMB 1 RS R T LR B
AR, Bl MB [ 2R B R . 3T
LNM:s I ) 57 9537 0 B A R R 1 2000 B i 7
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2, EREPANFE DN 15%.

il 5 PAN i 2 0 50N 15%, RFEAF &
F3 B LiICL A PAN 73 B 1 RE AR, &5 SR ] 2
Fiome AICLR I, BEZE LiClJs & 4> 30 3,
PAN JI55 f 48 7K 368 5 A MIB 38 5 44) 56 388 o Js a0
T MB #& B 2 Je /N e 38 m . o, B A (0%
f2H 1)) F 4l KB '8 169.85 LMH -bar™!; 2411
N LiCl {5 &3 0N 1%~2% i, LiCl 1) 4 )@
BT S5 NMP. DMAc H 3R L AR
TEWAE RSB &Y, 35 PAN KA
ER, 8 8% I8 PAN K 4> T4 2 [ R4 7,
TR T 5 [ v RN ik A R A R S AR A R 2 TR

350

@

=1

=3
1

Pure water permeability (LMH-bar'")
S
3

A M P, S P T B 2 11 ) 4% LRI K 1)
fLig, MBIl&E EJF, #EEFETE. HLICIIE
I E>2% B, Bl LiC 5 & 4 B0 4k 8238
LiCl 23T o5 48 ¥ 10 B B AR R ) 2 82 38 n fef 4 st
WS E T, 0] TS AR R A B
B, SEUEMTLENEZE, LR, WEET
o DRIk, LiCUE LA, &S ar Bhek
LTRSS, TR E AR, SEI LNMs X
Je bR K A R 85 . Xt B 2 Bl i 4 dr el
B, MLICHR B HON 2% I, R 4l /K8 ik
B fz KA 289.98 LMH - bar!, A Il i % 2%LiCl
VE R ARSI FLAA EL A .

350

300 4

)

250 4

200 4

100 -

50 -

0= T T T T
0 1 2 3

Licl (%)

MB Permeability (LMH-bai

ratio (%)

MB rgjection

C
60
0
204
- 0 1 2 3

LiC1 (%)

B2 N[A] LiCLR B 3 R B 4 B PE 8 (a) 47K E i (b) MBIl i (o) MB # B %6
Figure 2 Separation performance of membranes at different LiCl mass fraction: (a) Pure water permeability; (b) MB

permeability; (c) MB rejection ratio.

I 6 PAN 2 ) 45 26 AR R 9T, 45 H i
I 1) 2% 25 14 4 PAN Ji 52 93 £ 15%- LiCl Jii & 4>
2%, NG & ERE R4 LNMs #2441 5L
BREEMIST . EEEOKN H AR K M B HE
3.2 JKRESZKGEXTRE M BERI RN
3.2.1  AN[EZKfE R HPAN B8 H) R AE 5 PERE /0 Hr

K] 3 7950 °C ARl ZK i if 18] HPAN i 1) FT-
IR & . KA, 2244 cm! &b I Ui i A

—C=N [ U I, 1733 eme! b W Wig i R AE T
—COOH I C=0 i 4i#kzh, Hukpsk FrtE#
IEARAE; 1568 e 4b Y B T —CONH, 5 K 4F4E
U, PEREOK RIS R GE, VESRIE BTF, REATE
KR FE T —C=N K4 T ["]—COOH M #41L.,
HA#7r—COOH KA T Bt M.

Bl 4 24 50 °C R AN [R] 7K fig i ] HPAN fisE (1) &
. A SEM K. HE 4(a) ~ (d) AT%n, P&
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HPAN-0.5h

2244 1450

Transmittance (a.u.)

T T T T T T T T
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Wavenumber (cm™)

B3 R IA] K S ] N HPAN ) FT-IR B,

Figure 3 FT-IR spectra of HPAN membranes at different
hydrolysis times.

KA TR] O3 0, HPAN 582 1 1l FL &5 4 B8 2y
5] H TG Wk BA . 3X 2 B —C=N [i]—COOH
AV RE RN, A HPAN (0 9O 45 44 % A=
AR, EIER SN T 2K R, T
HPAN JE (35K M. X EC R IR,  BE3E 7K S I 1) 4E
£, HPAN LIRS = E 8>, HBEREE
B (Kl 4@y ~ (d"). X 7] e KN BE & K )
[ fRI384 0, —C=N [—COOH 7t 73 ¥ 1k, M+l
I/, U EEFESE N . oK R I R OR
JIEE 5% 7K PR RN 3 B R 2 TR I A M T B B
EH

3 50 pm 1

4 [l 7K fig ik 1A] T HPAN fEF SEM &: (av a) 0.5 h; (b b 1 h; (cv ¢) 2 h; (d d") 3 h; (a~d) BEZE T SEM; (a'~d’) JEEAL
[l SEM,
Figure 4 SEM images of HPAN membranes at different hydrolysis times: (a. a’) 0.5 h; (b~ b") 1 h; (¢~ ¢)2h;(d. d)3 h;
(a~d) Surface of the membrane; (a'~d’) Cross-section of the membrane.

W s pras, BEAE K BRI A B 0.5 h 39 n &)
3 h, HPAN JEEFI4E/KIE M MBI 2 &
e, MB#EEE RGN, H HPAN R K E:
fisk BTGk /N . FEIK RIS, PAN—C=
N &K= A 25 K )—COOH, H HPAN JE )
KA A FH 52,30/ N B 16.4°, i BA B 2 K At i
E K, BRMSE K MER SR . R, BT K5
T8 B AR P AR A B HE R AR, DA
F I 1] (R 7K A v] REAE R AR I KIS, HPAN
JELT RS S0 I S BR A ) . 2 J2 B I 80 2 AL
DN, B I07K 5 -F- 38 B R BEL S At MB R
SPHEBR AL, AT S B 4lisKE &N B MB #
KT,

I G AN [R] K A BE E] HPAN JBE 1 49 17
LK B AN 1 h B, R 4l K RN
198.51 LMH+bar!, MB# %N 77.81%, RIH
SRR AR BV 2 (0] R AF RSP, wiE N At
IKFRIFR], T S SRS AR R 7

322 AN[E KRR B HPAN J [ 38 1iE A1 R
Pails

K 6 AN [H] 7K fift il FE HPAN Ji5 () FT-IR B o
HE A%, 2244 et 2 IR OIEAR R —C=N §F
fEVE, BfEKMIREZER &, —C=NKAEK
fift, WU SR EE R FE; 1733 om ! AW U4 R AE
T —COOH (1) C=O &Rl FH i B 7K i I
B B S s, B K AR FE R A E—C=N
1] —COOH A1 s 4 7K i ) B k47 ) —
JEREREIS, 5 A2 i ) —COOH 5 2 2 J B %
%—CONH, .

JE B 7 AT S B AN [R] K I BE X HPAN i
KIS0 . B 7(a) ~ (d) HPAN JE [ & TH
SEM B &R, TEANFEDKARRE T, FBRm o
ML M R FEFR E « Bl & K AR 1)
o, MRS KR ARAFIA ., 3T AL
BB RIS RILIETE R, fE—ERE ha
BEFEIB oy BEFL, PHARZBEN S, AR T
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5 A [EZK AN ] R HPAN [ 1 BE: (a) 207KE 5 (b) MBI E; (c) MBAUE #; (d) KIZfl A .
Figure 5 Performance of HPAN membranes with different hydrolysis time: (a) Pure water permeability; (b) MB permeability;

(c) MB rejection ratio; (d) Water contact angle.

HPAN-70 °C
P " 15(\:}\ - N
3 W ~
! \ ~\
x4 N
g V HPAI;J/—SO oc
<
1 12 — -
£ \ % (VML v W
g HPAN-40 °C
&

2244 1733 :} .

5

T T T T T T T T
2400 2200 2000 1800 1600 1400 1200 1000 800 600
Wavenumber (cm™)

6 AN[FIZK M P HPAN B () FT-IR 3 ]
Figure 6 FT-IR spectra of HPAN membranes at different
hydrolysis temperatures.

PR N VEE (A B R . {H )\ SEM % 1 1K W %2
(B 7(a’) ~ 7(dY), 7K AR o 2k M6 ) 4 LR 45 14 £E
JK AR 9 60 °C A1 70 °C It 3 B BRI, o I 11
WFEMEA —ERIRW, BT LA S0 °C oM i £ /K fif
B

WE 8 FioR, ANFZK AR 5 AN [F] 7K A ) 1)
PRSI RS . BB 8(a)s (c)- (d) AT %A,
o5 KRR ) BT, 4iKiBE T, MBAR

R ETHEAY, KBRS . KR
() T i I HE ik 2 T —C=N [1]—COOH F 1k 1
LB g AL, BT LB 8(c) ~ (d) FTRLE H
IR fb F e R K RIS 1 52,3080/ B 17.6°, R
R 72.35% W HNF) 84.17%, i 1 IR KK
MR X MB#EEE R . (HEHE 71 SEM BIE H
K AR P 2 B BUB AL M RIR 5 i
B IENE .

254 75 18 HPAN JE XS K B B 1 . kb
B R ASE K PE AR 1K, 50 °CHf HPAN & )
TR Al S R A SRR . R, E K AR
AN 7850 °C44F R 1 mol/L ) NaOH ¥ i
KRR ho K5 1Z 56 2F T 4% H TR HPAN AR Sy 5t
T SR S IV [ S
33 EREEEI IR
3.3.1  AN[EJE AL PR A LNMs )22 4R B 24

Pl 9 AN AbERRS (] N LNMs U FT-IR Bl 7E
LNMs [ 615 22 2] 7 1665 e 40 F1 1730 cm'!
b FRFAEVE ,  J3 X B N—C=0 Fl C—C==0 %
M. 24J5 A FR Ay 5~15 minf, HILN—C=0
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50 pm

50 pm

50 pm 50 pm

7 ASFEIZKEIEE N HPAN JEf¥) SEM E: (a. a’) 40 °C; (b. b") 50 °C; (c+ ¢’) 60 °C; (d+ d) 70 °C; (a~d) M1 ;
(a'~d") JIEABLIH
Figure 7 SEM images of HPAN membranes at different hydrolysis temperatures: (a+ a') 40 °C; (b, b') 50 °C; (¢+ ¢') 60 °C;
(d+ d') 70 °C; (a~d) Surface of the membrane; (a~d') Cross-section of the membrane.
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Figure 8 Performance of HPAN membranes prepared at different hydrolysis temperature: (a) Pure water permeability; (b) MB
permeability; (c) MB rejection rate; (d) Water contact angle.

M C—C=01%, W LNMs R kKAE T IP R
N, AZHREEIGIN. SR, )5 ALEERS[E > 15 min
i, N—C=0 M C—C=0&#T %k, £
K () J5 Ak B I 1) 45 LNMs 2% T B K US4 . LA
W, JFEME R E . BT A A
B 15 min 2 5 BEE 2852450, DRI I Ak 3L )
[ 72 4 15 min, A] FREEUSEYERE S S5 R0 FRE
P10 7, W%2 )5 AL FE S min £ 5 3£ [ SEM
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Research on the Preparation and Separation Performance of Loose Nanofil-
tration Membranes for Treating Dyeing and Printing Wastewater

WAN Jia-xin, HU Yu-hao, GU Wen-xuan, CHEN Jing-kun, HUANG-Hao, LI Hao-shuo®, YU Shou-wu"
(School of Materials Science and Engineering, North China University of Science and Technology,
Tangshan 063210, China)

Abstract The separation of salts and dyes from dyeing wastewater facilitated not only dye recovery but also
subsequent wastewater treatment. In this study, a polyacrylonitrile (PAN) flat-sheet membrane was fabricated via
phase inversion with a casting solution containing 15% PAN and 2% LiCl, and the hydrolyzed PAN membrane
(HPAN) was prepared at 50 °C for 1 hour, and subsequently used as a substrate to fabricate loose nanofiltration
membranes (LNMs) through interfacial polymerization and post-treatment at 60 °C for 15 min. The LNMs with
high selectivity for dye/salt separation were obtained. The experimental results of dye/salt seperation with LNMs
showed that pure water flux was 125 LMH-bar’!, the rejection ratio for both Congo Red (CR) and Methylene
Blue (MB) was higher than 90% and the rejection ratio for both Na,SO,4 and NaCl was lower than 15%. The
membranes maintained stable separation performance for CR/Na,SO, mixtures over 10 h of continuous
operation. Furthermore, after three filtration cycles, the LNMs showed excellent antifouling properties with a flux
recovery ratio of 88.8%.

Keywords Loose nanofiltration membrane, Polyacrylonitrile, Interface polymerization, Dye/salt separation
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