%39 % #9Mm P OE 4 K HE K Vol. 39 No. 9
2023 45 A CHINA WATER & WASTEWATER May 2023

DOI:10. 19853/j. zgjsps. 1000-4602. 2023. 09. 009

DU GO S EIRRNHTE SNSRI M EITRE

WX, K RV, THMEeY, KA, Egak?, #ere
(1. THERT RRNAGEEGEEEFTRAAKFTIELEZRE, L &% 210098;
2. FEKE RBLFEM, LA AW 210098; 3. LR ER B RS EESARNE, Lk
il 226000)

W OE: ARSGHIERS BN R ERLE P aE R ARA(PS)) A BEEA, A d
4,4 - F I KB (4,4 -0DA) B 89 B A 3K = W BExt K — iz (m-PPTA) A= 84L B 2% (GO) A &
B R R AR R R ARG, Bl i R R AR S RO R B B o AR R B B Ak
J (m-PPTA/PSf—GO) , AF 50 B A #E b Yo st B R @ 50 SRR o B MEse e Hvh, 45 R WA .
4 m-PPTA L bk 6% 534 oA at Bk @B I BOA A8 T X EL Rvthk B R E4 4655
NGO THEEFARMIGR ARERREWIG S, AH TR TS, S GO & LA 0.005% B,
m-PPTA/PSf-GO %t % %] 4 MgS0, . Na,S0, /K AF 649 K il & Ao 8, G F &2, /&K 4 68.7.71.0 L/(m*-h-
MPa)#291.3%.94.8% ., % &7 & B2, m-PPTA fe GO W 5I N T H IR 5 A AR » 5
PERE

KEIR: HEWER, BREFHFARRBKE;, ZALEMNGO);, AiE; FaRée

FESES: TU992  XEkFRIZAS: A XE4HS: 1000 -4602(2023)09 - 0057 - 08

Preparation of Graphene Oxide-doped Aromatic Polyamide Composite
Nanofiltration Membrane and Its Separation Performance
HU Wen-bo'>, CHEN Wei'?, DING Ming-mei"*>, CHEN Jie’, WANG An-qi'?,
LAN Xiao-meng'’

(1. Key Laboratory of Integrated Regulation and Resource Development on Shallow Lakes <Ministry

of Education>, Hohai University, Nanjing 210098, China; 2. College of Environment, Hohai
University , Nanjing 210098, China; 3. Jiangsu Nollet Intelligent Water Equipment Co. Lid. ,
Nantong 226000, China)

Abstract: To improve the separation characteristics of nanofiltration membrane and expand its
applicability in water treatment, the modified graphene oxide-doped aromatic polyamide composite
nanofiltration membrane (m-PPTA/PSf-GO) was prepared by interfacial polymerization method after the
basement membrane was prepared by phase conversion method. In the preparation process, polysulfone
(PSf) was used as the membrane subsirate, and graphene oxide (GO) and polyterephthaloyl
p-phenylenediamine modified by 4, 4’-diaminodiphenyl ether (4,4’-ODA) were used as the blending

materials. Then, the effects of the proportion of modified materials on the surface morphology, internal
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structure and separation performance of the membrane were investigated. When the proportion of the
modified polyterephthaloyl p-phenylenediamine (m-PPTA) was 6% and distributed uniformly, the surface
of the membrane protruded obviously, which was conducive to the supporting layer to bond closely with
the polyamide layer. The introduction of GO enhanced the membrane hydrophilicity and increased the
internal spongy void, which was conducive to the transfer of water molecules. When the proportion of GO
was 0.005%, m-PPTA/PS{-GO had the best water flux and retention rates in filtration of MgSO, and
Na,SO, water samples. The water flux was 68.7 L/(m*+h-MPa) and 71.0 L/(m*+h+MPa), and the retention
rates were 91.3% and 94.8%, respectively. The blending modification method was simple, and the

introduction of m-PPTA and GO effectively improved the separation performance of the composite
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nanofiltration membrane.

Key words:
oxide (GO);

phase conversion method;

Y8 (NF) HATEAE K 17N (BEFEAR LA BN i3 4
B4y BRSO A, I AR Y AKIR AL L S BROK
TG e ST S B T ) TR . BaE e
VEPEIE & PE A 40 8 1 T B8 b, [RS8
FAE B T 250 58 2R B e M aE H R &
JEEFUN FH A G R A A B (TFC) 2 44 i 5
WA — TG 2L S 5 2 RNk £ 1 0 1
JERIRE .l PSR R R R R I 454, R A5
ZEAPERRIR 5 1 52 6 gl DR RE R £ T LM e AN
B IF I AR

TFC T fie )2 B JC 2 1T 1Y) 22 Jie R 2R gk i 4l
bW K T R A (IP) TS, X R bR Y i &
SERMTEEIZET . BRTABEoT 322k A 5 R
B3l U IR R A A A B IR (GO A
HAE(Zn0)"™ | —AAARER (TI0,) " BRI KA (CNTs)
M4 8 A HLUE 4L (MOFs )45 55 K AH sl A HLAH 5 T
A v TR I S A B, AR T L B Tk e
APt . Kaminska 25" LR BE R (PES) Ay 5 5
W, DL BARE R 4 K45 (SWCNT) by e P b4 R, il 45 1
SRR B A PR R (R 9K B2 A

291 108 RS E 7 205 480 S0P R FH AR Ak SR AL R
FEH TR LF 4 % (CA) VR (PSE) M 3 & 0
(PVDF) 05 A I SR I e 25 ) SR 2R Ik me (PBI) 2R
AR (PANT) SR kI e IV Jiie (PATL) 200 Hovp 55 4 i
5k Mg DR EL A S A T A A g 2 v R A 3 Tz o6
T 55 A R SR R e 2 rp i B R R X R
Jfie (PPTA) , Hifiif 4 | R BT AR 1k 0 ) 22 A e 1k 3
He T 58 T 2 F gk I) 2% i (PMIA) ', SR 171 PPTA

composite nanofiltration membrane;

modified aromatic polyamide; graphene

interfacial polymerization

FA) T2 1 R A A AR 5, 8 S o B A A 5 3
I F AR BRI OB A R 2 . o9 € PPTA
FEREE A 8 R A 05 5 AR R AR A TR 4R 3R
16 L PPTA B, 5 RS b LT 48 2807 1l 75 o
W AR ENIPEE A g | A eI A AT
PL$E = PPTA 7E 75 B P AR Y o T4, 47—
R IRk (4,4'-0DA) L H A i i 7= W ke Ay
WA 18 AL, AR 6 1 PPTA 5 O Y ek
PEFI2 Ak, GO BA S5 Ay R R
FUR WL B w3 S PR RE , T 76 90 6 B rp A 37 —
()25 (R 28548, DA g EL B AR 22 i g 5 5 ook
AHFG AR 28 1 LA GO Bl PMIA 5 (PMIA/GO) ,
FLN BB FR IR FLEE FA T H = RS 1) o0 B M

253 L) PSE R KL 4, 4'-ODA Hy PPTA LK
O, 1A GO AE R SE K U A R, e AR TR IS W46
Rt R, BRIT A AL Ao Lo X SR T T A0 L 45 44 A
SR B A IS ), ST A KA PPTA 43 F T B 4%
PSE I JlFo 0 4 IS B G T30 R B %) % 5 3 ok B
T 2R A v AR AR HAT 350% DB )2 10 0 5 7 IR 2R Tk
JHie 58 45 4N B (m-PPTA/PSf-GO) , BHF 9% Hi 32 /K M
3 B TERE LI A 20 08 HR A 2 AR 4 N D AR R
FHER LA %
1 ML F*®
1.1 R

IR S E AR R OU(PSH) (N, N- 3t 2,
Ik i (DMAC) | JE 7K Bt 2 8 (Na,S0,) . JC 7K it 2 %
(MgSO0,) . Jo/K A4 (Licl) | 1F 2 %8 (CH,,) . LK
SALEI (NaCl) \JG/K R (PIP) (1,3, 5- 2K — HI RS

- 58 -



www. cnww 1985. com

B GO S AR BB At ) & B 4 B A

%39% %9

(TMC) (MLWE (Py) 2 2 M LK L Rl (PVP) (X6 28—
Jfie (PPD) 4 —HIEES (TPC) 4,4 4 it
(4,4'-0DA) R &, (PEG) .

1.2  m-PPTA/PSf-GO #

1.2.1 RO 4

K PG I 46 2R 15 J5A A B m-PPTA |, PST Fll GO
BRI . 7E = DRI P, FREGE &= GO T
DMAC 7AW 8 A 43 B3 h, £ AN, 10 min, D i %
I PSEATLICI(1. 6%) , F 60 CHiPEAE . HE=
IR FINA—E & PPD 4,4 -0ODA Py S +HIA 5 ¥
KRR 2 -10~0 'C. ¥4 PPD 5 TPC YL L
S 1:1. 007 B TPC i T3 &8 DMAC H, 43 3 I A A
R EEBEPEA 1 bR IERIRE T2 65 Co A
B PVP Ry R AFLE I FE 3 h e, IS B B5 I . A
HRREN R T 7.

TEFE BT AT GO BURTHE T, XF m-PPTA iF
TFRA AR B . B £ m-PPTA F PSR 85 B0 ,
A K DMAC K , 5653 9 B 5 m-PPTA i 2 5 PSf
() AH B8 SR AT B AT L BEFE S 8 PR DR
DF FH DMAC %5 i J5 3o , W 3 Y5159 2] m-PPTA Hi
J B HAE 120 “CFHRI , RN 45 ]

1.2.2 B E B %

W AR A 0 5% BB T 50 “CHLA TR AR b
JBE36L 12 b, il A o vE BRI . R B AR E T A B
I AEEATL I, ] S R 5 B B AR (AT 1 R 0. 2 mm, H
T PR At B MOV A B B PR ) o g P R
Z 5 37 RIS I ) BE TR L 5 min J 0P JEE R
L0 L I S Wi P i R 2 [ N R L e g
WAL e ST RE T KPR, B 8 hife— kK.

T o AL T R A T A e I R T SR T 1Y)
REERCZ o 1SR A H IR R I T AT AR S
{8 0. 75% 9 PIP U, 5 min 5 44 PLIP %5 2
WLOIFHBR IR LR R MW . A A
0. 038% Y TMC ¥, F7 & 2 min, DAE KA TP U,
M TMC AR, I 25 B8 7oK bRk B ik
o B 55 B JETE 80 “C A F R A 3 min, il 15
m-PPTA/PS{-GO , ¥ HARTFAE L B F oK h R
1.3 BEMHERERAE

SR A B AR e 2T A8 AL (FTIR) 20 BT 51 A
m-PPTA F1 GO J& m-PPTA/PS{—-GO F AL - 45 ) 5 5% T
X S 2 A7 55 AL (XRD ) 43 BT m-PPTA [ {4 45 44 K&
4,4'-ODA X} PPTA 59 ()52 10 5 LA X 546 ' FL g

FEAL (XPS) 43T m-PPTA/PS{-GO 2 H [ TG & ; %
FH B I U (SEM) FELF 77 S 330488 (AR M) W5
S (AT S 23540 5 2R FHZK 22 A 1 (W CA) 0§t 5 26 T 54
B K AE 5 2R FH Zeta FELASEASCIM 2 511 2 TAT HL 128 o
1.4 FEMEREMIR

TE25 °CF , RHA AR L N 36 em® AU ST
BEE, DUKGHE TR R EA 8 S WO g R I
PERE o I HT B RN R AE K R 0.5 h 5, DA
0. 35 MPa 524 & 77 33k 8 7K 19 1R AR i sF (1] 1) 728 £k
e s K AR R

V
]“’_szxP (D

. g, K, L/ (m?-h-MPa) ; VB 7k
FIPRER, L A R A S5O AL, m? 5 ¢ SRR [a] by Py
B T] , MPa.

Jic il 43 51 & 45 MgSO0, . Na,S0, . NaCl iy 7K Ff (¥
FE¥4 2 000 mg/L) , 5K FH L SR S0 22 Aot 6 114 78
B e (2) T B A AN R 4 BT 4 (200
400,600,800 u) ) PEG 7K HE (¥R FE R 200 mg/L) , %
FH Jb €550 G A U U R 3 o 58 AR 43 5 BE T
SERR A, /0T m-PPTA/PSI-GO IR B8 4 T i &t .

R=1-%

C (2)

AR, % C W H bR v
B, mg/L; CoA JFKFEH HARPI M E , mg/L.
2 #R5itw
2.1 m-PPTA 5 m-PPTA/PSTIR{L IR 47
2.1.1 m-PPTA Sk 45H#

m-PPTA BLRJESURRE WLIE 1, m-PPTA £ %
A KN B AR G54, HRSEAE 1~4 pum 2Z [H]
BN RST A R 138 o B RS TR R 2, B
A BT KT IEEFR

E 1

m-PPTA B2 {&k i SEM BR &
Fig.1 SEM photos of m-PPTA monomer

« 59 .



%394 %94

B oE 2 K HE K

www. cnww1985. com

m-PPTA [ XRD JGi WL K 2.,

t 20.66° 22.99°
28.26°
4,4'-0DA:0
b
=l 4,4'-0DA:10%
'
oo
* 4,4'-0DA: 15%
4,4'-0DA:25%
10 20 30 40 50 60 70

20/(°)
2 m-PPTAHJ XRD 3t
Fig.2 XRD spectra of m-PPTA

i & 2 B4, B PPTA AR (45 5 4
56. 8%, A 4,4 -ODA HCH: 7 AT LL# m-PPTA H&
1£20. 66° ,22.99° 28, 26° Ff T F4 477 5 06 AE A5 R
BRI X T5IA T—0—451, Zff m-PPTA
Oy FRE RGO SR BB PEREAR, S E T
B2 USR5 4,4'-ODA #E m-PPTA AR 1 4y i
)£ LU AT 259% R, X6 e AR e 1) S8 R 35l D 4
2.1.2 m-PPTA /5 HX} m-PPTA/PSE i 51

4 m-PPTA 7E m-PPTA 5 PSR UKL H 5 LA
] AN N GO i, %588 m-PPTA/PSf 3 [ 22 11 K 4%
il F I AE AL . 24 m-PPTA % HE°M 0.2% 4% 6% 8%
I, 42 fil A 43 0 29 ok 81.8° . 74.8° . 71.3° .70.3° .
69.1°, RIBE % m-PPTA 78 L 1H 85 B o Lh i 3
I, A fk 7y D b AT, 3R I R SR T SRk MRS 5, HL
FEAKMELE m-PPTA (% F oM 6%~8% WA FR2E o

A3 5K FH & MgSO, Fl NaCl 597K FEXF m-PPTA (5
FEAS ] %) m-PPTA/PSE FE JI5 1 17 7K 3 2 F1 A BE 14 e
ML, 255 0L IE 3

~ 80 = MgSO, = NaCl
T 70 =M¢gSO, 100
7 60 # 60
o RE
R 50 & 40
g
é, 40 20
30 0
0o 2 4 6 8 0O 2 4 6 8
m-PPTA/% m-PPTA/%
a. JKiB b. # A ERE

B3 m-PPTA &tk 3d m-PPTA/PST B i 7k i@ £ Fn £h &5 B8 14 Ak
HIRZ I
Fig.3 Effect of m-PPTA proportion on water flux and salt

rejection performance of m-PPTA/PSf basement membrane

4 m-PPTA (7 b DA O 3% Jinn 2] 89% B, J B X 7
MgSO, 7K B 1 7K & i 32 L/(m?-h-MPa) 42 71 5] 56
L/(m*-h-MPa) , HXF MgSO, 454 #5541 8 B3 R 5 T
i BSEXT 75 NaCl 7K A% 1 7K 5 75 m-PPTA (5 [ R 6%
i, 35 3 % KA 74.1 L/(m’-h-MPa) , Tii [ &
m-PPTA 7 LS AN, X NaCl i # B 2 2218 T 1%
K38 04 25 2 BT PPTA Ry 36 /K P bRk, i o 2
& 4,4'-ODA (I A ff 15 m-PPTA 43 5 5 73
TR, I T K o RS R T Y
m-PPTA (1 L 45 22 14 fin if, 5 J5 Vi 286 2 34 O, 8 ql
m-PPTA [ 45 2 I N o ik dk et b 4520 . Bk, e B
m-PPTA 78 R 0k: (5 He b 6% B L J7 Sk itk — 2
P Y 3 B T e
2.2 m-PPTA/PS{-GO #I& &k
2.2.1 FRilCE KLE AR T

m-PPTA/PSf-GO 3 [ [) FTIR Yt i UL [ 4, 7]
M1, 7E 826 em™ b H I A R IR A S | 1 241
FT1 581 em™ Ab HH IS TR G TS 0 T A5 R AC e, 35728
I7 75 R R W A RFAE I o 1 300 em™ &b H B A4 2K ik
FRAE IG5 | ATCPER RE 4,4 -0DA 724 1 C—0—C
TRAE IR BN 51 0151 489 em™ Ak F W7 I 14 Sy SN
F v kRN 55 R (—S0,— ) B R IR 306 5 3 083~
3052 em™ Ab BT RIS I C—H By i 4 IR Bh i .
3093 F1 1 330 em™ By W e 2 B O—H 1) it 4 i 5
RS IR N5 A, C=0 MM 45 IR 3 7E 1 760 cm™
Ab 1144 em™ BRSO SRy C=0 B SUSE AT 1) A 4
Sl 2R GO I RREIE > 72420

A

4000 3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000
Wekt/em™
4 m-PPTA/PSf-GO R AY FTIR ik
Fig.4 FTIR spectra of m-PPTA/PSf-GO surface

500

- 60 -



www. cnww 1985. com

W, F RGOS AR R B A

LI RE ) & B B R %394 HoM

H m-PPTA/PSf-GO K TH 1) XPS 1% Al 1, 5 32
B0 T 292. 7 .406. 7 F1 538. 7 eV Ak, 23 51l %t
BEAR (C 1s) VA (N 1s) FI% (0 1s) , KB m-PPTA Hl
GOHLIR TREEM 5  fER 345 04 . H FTIR A]
125 12 5 I e T e JE A D 1S 5 T 7Y m-PPTA 1 GO,
UESE T m-PPTA 43 F RGN GO LR .

2.2.2 TEHEEEHT
& 5 & m-PPTA/PSf-GO (1) % T A1 #§ i SEM &

Ao TR A g0 R R 2% TE AR X6 W i A 5L A
m-PPTA MR 5 , VF Z8RIE bR o0k 25 4 b 537 7F
e, B R R A L R, m-PPTA 7 A T M
R e )2 00 3 5, (0 45 B8 3% 1R o B L O ke
SEM #% 1 18 Fi ' m-PPTA/PSE-GO FY P4 355 1 5 45 Jk
/\Ilﬁ?éﬂbk FEHFEE GO (& FL i3, 23 [a] & i hn
X Fh 2 fL 45 # il 45 H kK B 4% 3 BH Rk

a. AT GO i 1 b. G0=0.001% Y2 1f

¢. G0=0.003% 2 fi d. GO=0.005% I 1

e. VRN GO [ Wi THT f. G0=0.0019% 4 ifi

2. GO=0.003% 4 KT T h. GO=0.005% Wi

B 5 m-PPTA/PSf-GO Ky SEMBE F
Fig.5 SEM photos of m-PPTA/PSf-GO

PLAFM Bt GO & e X m-PPTA/PSf-GO % [
HELAE BE 52, 25 SR ILIE 6. AT AT, 4TI GO J5 , K
T 2R P g J22 % LT %) A K A7 A 2 v ) AU A
e 75 15 2 i BE O RS o 14 GO 7 EL ik 3 0. 003%
imf, {1 T GO Xt PIP 5 TMC 22 [a] 32 B AR FH (9 5200,
IS0 T RELRE I A, G R AR AR

c. G0=0.003%

d. G0=0.005%
B 6 m-PPTA/PSf-GO BYR EEHE
Fig.6 Surface roughness of m-PPTA/PSf-GO

GO 5 HE X et GO 5 7 T 3R ok e ik i 7 1
RE G E AR, HE GO Lt
4 164 I, B R R R A 5 EE 3R T 1% K Sl £ 349
i, B 2E 7K P 88 58 (GO A 0.006% . 0.003% .
0. 005% .0. 008% F , W 14 42 finh 71 431 Sk 60. 7°
56.1°.53.8°.53.3°H154.0°.53.7°.43.3° .38.8"),
X2 B TR GO IR AR B rhm] DU B Y 25 7K i 141 L
S 3 TR A 2 3G 458 S s R SO S 0 SR K
TR T35 B Y 8.
2.2.3  GOX} Zeta HL A7 5 H B 701 o & A 520

& 7 4 GO (5 % m-PPTA/PSf-GO % [ Zeta Hi,
DB o AT, 24 pH>4. 4 15, T A I E A1 U,
HEiE GO & 3G I, T 2 (% 255 /K 3k 1A 1 B AE
m-PPTA/PSf-GO K I I, fifi H Zeta HL {7 FEAIL,
T R AR LA, 6 A A S R P AR
RE SR

8 HAE GO 5 Ho i m-PPTA/PSE—GO Xf A~ [i]
4y F i PEG A Ol . nH B GO it
B, m-PPTA/PSf-GO [ # B3 43 T Jii & M 364 u i%
W E] 396 uo X FEEHF GO B I I P



%394 %94

v E 4 K HE K

www. cnww 1985. com

FRAS AR R MR 9, ELAR L0 S 55 R B —
SE Y IE AT T, Bl SR e e 2= A ARG, AL
g

40

- G0=0
-e- G0=0.003%
-+ (G0=0.005%

20

Zeta BV /mV

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
pH

7 GO & EEXF m-PPTA/PSf-GO 3= H Zeta F8 iz B9 5 i
Fig.7 Effect of GO proportion on Zeta potential of
m-PPTA/PSf-GO

10

100 ~ .
90
S
5 80
BE
= 70
- G0=0
-~ G0=0.001%
60 -+ G0=0.003%
-+ G0=0.005%
50
200 300 400 500 600 700 800
PEG 5> T i &/u

8 GO A7 tb3t m-PPTA/PSH-GO & B4 FREN M
Fig.8 Effect of GO proportion on molecular weight
cut-off of m-PPTA/PSf-GO

2.2.4  GOXI m-PPTA/PSf-GO 4385 il A 52 1)

7K i AR AR R D7 MU 5T GO TR X
m-PPTA/PS{-GO 73 B PERE R R , 45 2R WK 9, al
L TEGR N GO J& , m-PPTA/PSf—GO 4b F £ MgSO0, 7K
97K A 53 L/ (m?-h-MPa) 1§ i 78 L/(m®+h-
MPa) ; i — L 380 GO A4, /KGd it B %, (B4 = T
RIRIN GO (1 m-PPTA/PSE, 5K (144 i 32 22
H1 T GO & A7 85 2 1 K BE AT LA K H A2 % 114 25 1]
BE R AT AR b e A VR 22 3L s T o B GO AE
8o 5 K M Y R, 98/ 1 KB A& )R] T AR
FHUBESALIEE JKE R TR

100

B MSO, MNa,SO, BINaCl

80

60

40

K/ (L-m2-h™'-MPa™")

20

0 0.001 0.003 0.005 0.008
GO/%
a. JKiE
100 I MgSO, MiNa,SO, ElNaCl
g
BE
&
0 0.001 0.003 0.005 0.008
GO/%
b. A TERE
B9 GO & EbXF m-PPTA/PSf-GO 7Kk i = F &) B8 14 AE AU 32 Mim
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