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Abstract: Membrane-based processes are considered a promising separation method for many chem-
ical and environmental applications such as pervaporation and gas separation. Numerous polymeric
membranes have been used for these processes due to their good transport properties, ease of fabrica-
tion, and relatively low fabrication cost per unit membrane area. However, these types of membranes
are suffering from the trade-off between permeability and selectivity. Mixed-matrix membranes,
comprising a filler phase embedded into a polymer matrix, have emerged in an attempt to partly
overcome some of the limitations of conventional polymer and inorganic membranes. Among them,
membranes incorporating tubular fillers are new nanomaterials having the potential to transcend
Robeson’s upper bound. Aligning nanotubes in the host polymer matrix in the permeation direction
could lead to a significant improvement in membrane permeability. However, although much effort
has been devoted to experimentally evaluating nanotube mixed-matrix membranes, their mod-
elling is mostly based on early theories for mass transport in composite membranes. In this study,
the effective permeability of mixed-matrix membranes with tubular fillers was estimated from the
steady-state concentration profile within the membrane, calculated by solving the Fick diffusion
equation numerically. Using this approach, the effects of various structural parameters, including the
tubular filler volume fraction, orientation, length-to-diameter aspect ratio, and permeability ratio
were assessed. Enhanced relative permeability was obtained with vertically aligned nanotubes.
The relative permeability increased with the filler-polymer permeability ratio, filler volume fraction,
and the length-to-diameter aspect ratio. For water-butanol separation, mixed-matrix membranes
using polydimethylsiloxane with nanotubes did not lead to performance enhancement in terms of
permeability and selectivity. The results were then compared with analytical prediction models such
as the Maxwell, Hamilton-Crosser and Kang-Jones-Nair (KJN) models. Overall, this work presents
a useful tool for understanding and designing mixed-matrix membranes with tubular fillers.

Keywords: mixed-matrix membranes (MMMs); butanol separation; tubular fillers; nanotubes; finite
differences; polydimethylsiloxane membrane; membrane permeability

1. Introduction

The use of membranes in separation processes for chemical, petrochemical, and en-
vironmental applications has significantly increased in recent years. The main advan-
tages of using membranes in industrial separation processes are the much lower energy
requirements and the smaller plant footprint compared to conventional separation pro-
cesses. In addition, given their high stability, efficiency, and ease of processing, employing
membranes in industrial processes leads to lower environmental impact and cost [1,2].
Polymeric membranes are currently used commercially in separation processes such as
pervaporation [3,4] and gas separation [5]. In gas separation processes, cellulose acetate
membranes were employed by Cynara, Separex, and GMS to remove carbon dioxide from
natural gas by the mid-1980s and further developed by involving polyimide hollow-fiber
membranes [6]. At about the same time, GENERON introduced the first membrane system
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to separate nitrogen from air using poly(4-methyl-1-pentene) (TPX) membranes. Due to
the collaboration of other companies such as Dupont and Air Liquide, over 10,000 similar
systems have already been installed worldwide. However, many gas processes such as oxy-
gen separation or pervaporation applications such as alcohol separation and dehydration
still require better membranes to become more commercially viable [2,6].

Improving the separation performances of a membrane-based process at both labora-
tory and industrial scales depends largely on the chemical, mechanical, and permeation
properties of the membrane. Even though polymeric membrane materials are continuously
improved [7], polymeric membranes mostly suffer from the well-known trade-off between
the separation factor and permeating flux [4,8,9]. In an attempt to improve the separation
factor and permeating flux of polymeric membranes, many researchers are now directing
their efforts to developing mixed-matrix membranes (MMMs). It has been reported that
MMMs, which are made by embedding a proper organic or inorganic filler in the polymer
matrix, can combine the advantages of the higher selectivity of the filler particles and the
ease of processing of polymers [3,4,10-12]. Different filler materials, such as activated
carbons [4], carbon nanotubes (CNTs) [13], zeolites [14], and metal-organic frameworks
(MOFs) [15,16], have been incorporated within the matrix of polymers to make MMMs.

Among all types of fillers, nanotubes are considered emerging nanostructured materi-
als for their potential to enhance the separation performance of membranes for numerous
applications. Since the discovery of carbon nanotubes (CNTs), mixed-matrix membranes in-
corporating different single-wall and multi-wall carbon nanotubes [17,18] have shown their
potential due to their exceptional transport properties and their physical compatibility with
the polymeric membrane. Although the mass transport properties of CNTs are appealing,
the ability to mass-produce and fabricate defect-free mixed-matrix membranes using CNTs
is still challenging and limits their applications to large-scale industrial processes. To ad-
dress these problems, other nanotubes such as titania [19], halloysite nanotubes [20,21],
organosilicon [22], and aluminosilicate [23,24] nanotubes have been investigated. Novel
techniques have been developed for the synthesis of nanotubes as well as to manipulate
their dimension [25,26] and to modify their surface functionality [27,28]. Recent numerical
studies on nanotubes have suggested that they possess mass transport rates up to three
orders of magnitude larger than other materials with similar channel sizes, such as zeolites.
The mass transport rates were also found to be considerably larger than the one predicted
based on the Knudsen diffusion [29,30]. However, most nanotubes have an impermeable
side wall that causes the orientation of nanotubes to greatly impact the achievable mass
transport, as the permeant can only diffuse in the nanotube axial direction [31-33]. Since Sk-
oulidas et al.’s [34] atomistic simulations on vertically aligned CNTs demonstrated the
extremely high transport rate and permeability of light gases, aligning nanotubes within
the membrane has received considerable attention for the development of membrane-based
separation technologies.

Although there are numerous types of nanotubes and polymers available, a rational
choice of both phases toward the preparation of MMM s is necessary. Therefore, theoreti-
cal predictions of the separation performance from the pure species permeation properties
in these MMM s become increasingly valuable. Up to now, different theoretical models have
been developed to predict the performance of both ideal and non-ideal MMMs based on
their polymer-particle interface morphology [35,36]. Different models, including the modi-
fied Maxwell model proposed by Vu et al. [37], the modified Lewis—Nielsen model [2,36],
the modified Pal model [36], as well as the original and modified Felske model [35],
have been developed to estimate the effective permeability of non-ideal MMMs. Generally,
these models can predict the permeability and the selectivity for the most common MMM
morphologies over a large range of filler loading [2]. However, several additional parame-
ters such as particle pore size and distribution, permeability of species in the rigidified or
void layer, filler-pore blockage ratio, as well as the thickness of the non-ideal phase should
be taken into account. These parameters are most sensitive to operating conditions and,
since there are no reliable methods yet to measure these parameters, their estimation and
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determination remain a significant challenge [1]. Concentration gradient-driven molecular
dynamics simulations, although currently limited to short simulation times, can contribute
to elucidating the interaction between the polymer and the filler and estimate transport
properties near and at the filler-polymer interphase region [38].

Even though the ideal polymer-particle interface is generally difficult to achieve,
the non-ideality can be negligible in some MMMs depending on the particle size and intrin-
sic properties of polymer and particle materials [1,2]. Numerous analytical models have
been developed for estimating the effective permeability of ideal MMMs with spherical
or near-spherical fillers such as activated carbons, zeolites, or metal-organic frameworks
(MOFs) [1,2,8,39]. The Maxwell model [40] is a well-known correlation to predict effective
permeability in terms of the permeability of the dispersed and continuous phases and the
filler volume fraction:

@ _ Pt (n—=1)P.+(n—1)(P;— P.)¢

P Pt (1= 1)Pe + (By — P)g M)

where P, is the effective permeability of the mixed-matrix membrane, P is the permeability
of the polymer matrix (continuous phase), P; is the permeability of the filler (dispersed
phase), ¢ is the volume fraction of the filler 0 < ¢ <1, and # is the shape factor of the filler.
Considering the original Maxwell model for near-spherical fillers, the shape factor # is
taken as n = 3.

The Maxwell correlation can predict the effective permeability of MMMs for spherical
and near-spherical fillers fairly accurately up to the intermediate filler volume fraction [1].
However, the Maxwell correlation is not well adapted for predicting the effective perme-
ability of particles that deviate significantly from traditional geometry such as for MMMs
incorporating tubular fillers, as it is difficult to specify the shape factor. A modified Maxwell
model, also known as the Hamilton-Crosser model [41], was suggested for the prediction
of effective permeability by substituting the semi-empirical shape factor in the Maxwell
equation using Equations (2) and (3).

n=23yp ¢ (2)

2
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¢_2<4) dy + 2L ©)
where 1 represents the sphericity of nanotubes and g is an empirical parameter taken as
unity, as in the original paper by Hamilton and Crosser [41]. L and d, are the length and
outer diameter of the nanotubes, respectively. Although the Hamilton-Crosser model can
estimate permeation in composite membranes containing nanotubes by using a shape factor,
the assumption that the fillers have an isotropic permeability makes it inconsistent with
the high mass transport in the axial direction of the nanotubes. Furthermore, the Hamilton-
Crosser model assumes that the fillers are randomly oriented, whereas nanotubes could be
well aligned in the mixed-matrix membranes [13].
The Kang-Jones-Nair (KJN) model [30] is among the few analytical models that were
proposed to estimate effective permeability considering the orientation of the nanotubes
and their permeability in the axial direction (Equations (4)—(6)).

-1
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where V; is the total volume, V; is the dispersed phase volume based on the length and
outside diameter of the nanotube, and 0 is the orientation with respect to the axis parallel
to the main migration direction and nanotube aspect ratio a, which is the length over the
outer diameter ratio (L/d,).

Even though the KJN model can account for the orientation and aspect ratio of the
nanotubes, a one-dimensional (1D) mass transfer was assumed for its derivation. This ap-
proximation may not represent adequately the three-dimensional (3D) mass transport
phenomena occurring in MMMs and consequently reduces the reliability of the KJN
model. In addition, the KJN model cannot be used for completely or partially impermeable
filler particles.

To assess the degree of accuracy of the previously mentioned models for the estima-
tion of effective permeability, the three-dimensional Fick’s diffusion equation was solved
numerically to determine the steady-state permeation flux of a mixed-matrix membrane
containing nanotubes. The steady-state permeation flux allows for the calculation of a given
MMM'’s effective permeability. The numerical investigation allows the effects of the filler
orientation, the length-to-diameter aspect ratio, and the permeability ratio between the
continuous and dispersed phases on the effective permeability to be studied. The results
were compared with the Maxwell, Hamilton-Crosser, and KJN models and provided data
to potentially develop a better empirical predictive model. There were numerous stud-
ies in the literature using different types of fillers, where the effective permeability did
not follow the expected trends, and many reasons were provided to explain these dis-
crepancies. The relative permeability of ideal MMM, calculated numerically as in this
investigation and used as a benchmark, would be very helpful in identifying the sources
of these non-idealities. The objective of this paper is therefore to investigate the impact
of using nanotubes as fillers in MMMs on the permeability of a migrating species under
ideal filler distribution. Since nanotubes such as CNTs are increasingly used in MMMs in
various separation processes, including liquid and gas separation and pervaporation, it is
very important to understand fundamentally how the permeability changes with different
operating parameters. The data obtained in this investigation can also serve to develop
an empirical model for MMM permeability.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Mixed-Matrix Membrane Model Construction

Assuming a homogenous dispersion of the filler particles with the same orientation
within the polymeric membrane, as shown in Figure 1a, a mixed-matrix membrane can be
described as the repetition of a unit element. Each unit element has an identical effective
permeability, which gives an accurate representation of the permeability of the entire mixed-
matrix membrane. Hence, it is possible to solve numerically for a unique unit element, as
shown in Figure 1, to determine the effective permeability of the MMM. Figure 1b shows
that each repeatable unit of the mixed-matrix membrane, which is referred to as a “unit
element” in this work, has three distinct regions: (1) the polymeric continuous phase
surrounding the filler, (2) the hollow cylindrical filler particle located in the center of the
unit, and (3) the cylindrical void phase inside the filler.

2.2. Modelling Mass Transfer

The three-dimensional Fick’s second law of diffusion (Equation (7)) was solved nu-
merically for all phases to determine the concentration profile within MMMs as a function
of time and under steady state:

oC 0 oC 0 oC 0 oC
5 = (P )+ 35 (Pt ) + 3 (Pese) 7

where C is the concentration of the migrating species inside the MMM, D is the diffusion
coefficient in x, y and z directions, and ¢ is the time.
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Figure 1. (a) A schematic diagram of the cross-section of homogenous dispersed nanotube particles
in a mixed-matrix membrane and (b) a schematic diagram of a repetitive unit element including
the polymer and filler phases as well as void volume inside the nanotube along with the parameter
giving its dimensions.

In this investigation, it was assumed that the particle-filler interface morphology was
ideal. Ideal membrane morphology refers to a two-phase membrane system with good
adherence between the continuous phase and the dispersed phase [42], uniform filler
dispersion, no interface voids, and no polymer penetration in the tubular section. It is
further assumed that the concentration of the feed solution in contact with the retentate
side of the membrane remains constant while the perfect vacuum prevails on the permeate
side. Constant solubility (S) of the migrating species and instantaneous equilibrium are
assumed at the fluid-membrane interface. Since it is assumed that the membrane is made
of a large number of identical unit elements, periodic boundary conditions (PDC) exist at
the four faces parallel to the main permeation direction. Considering that it is the steady-
state permeation flux that is of interest in order to calculate effective permeability, a linear
concentration profile in the main permeation direction was used as the initial condition for
the concentration profile in order to reduce the convergence time required to achieve steady
state. It is important to note that the final steady-state concentration profile and permeate
flux are independent of the initial conditions. The initial and boundary conditions for the
mass transfer simulations used in this investigation are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1. Initial and boundary conditions used in all simulations.

Initial Condition

_ _ Cionn) =Clalyz)
t=0 C(x,y,z) o C(x,O,Z) - - N,—1 =
Boundary Conditions
y=0 Cxo2) = CrSw02)
y = L2 C(x Lz Z) 0
—_ — aoC _ oC —
x=0&x=1I, 8| eso = %), =0
aC _ aC
Z—O&Z—L3 ﬁz—o_gzzh 0
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2.3. Numerical Methods and Solution Post-Processing

The three-dimensional dynamic and steady-state concentration distributions within
one repeatable unit element of an MMM were obtained by solving numerically Fick’s diffu-
sion equation (Equation (7)) using the finite differences method (FD). The computer code
to solve Fick’s diffusion equation was written in FORTRAN. The unit element consisted
of a finite hollow cylindrical filler located at the center of a rectangular cuboid. The unit
element was discretized into a sufficiently large number of mesh points by implementing
OpenFOAM software to generate small cubical elements, each consisting of only one phase
(continuous or dispersed phase). The dimensions of the unit element and the filler as
well as the discretization mesh size were kept constant. In some cases, the number of
filler particles embedded in the unit element was varied from 0 to 4 in order to calculate
the concentration profile for different volume fractions of the dispersed phase. For all
numerical simulations, the largest possible mesh size was selected, for which the mesh
independency prevailed in order to obtain at the same time an accurate solution and lower
computation time. Mesh independency implies that the obtained solution was independent
of the mesh resolution.

Assuming that the solubility and mass diffusivity of each permeating species remained
constant throughout the unit element and the membrane, Equation (8) was used to calculate
the concentration of each species (1) at mesh point (7,j,k) at the next time step t + At.

I Sijk Sijk t t 7
C{n‘,t _ 1,7, Cm,t ) 1,], Cm, . 7Cf”,’
_ DLX ( ijk Si—l,j,k i—1,j,k i DRX Si+1,j,k i+1,j,k ijk

ijk SAx2 ijk S Ax?
mt ijk fr{,t ik {nl,t _ f”,’t
Clttt = cli + At pLY \THE Sij-1k C"’*“‘) + DRY <5w‘+1,k Lj+1k CW"‘) ®)
7] 7] ik A ijk A

mt Si,]',k m,t Si,]'/k cmt _comt
_DLZ ik Si,j,k—l ijk—1 I DRZ Si/]»/kJrl i,jk+1 ijk
L i,jk Az? i,k Az2 i

The concentration change at mesh point (i,j,k) during the time interval At only depends
on the current concentration at the mesh point and the six neighbouring mesh points at
time ¢. Since the dispersed and continuous phases have different properties, the solubility
of each phase is different. Therefore, the solubility ratio of each neighbouring mesh point
is used to convert all the concentrations to the same phase basis as the phase of the center
mesh point (i,j,k). A mass balance in the x, y, and z directions was performed to calculate
the effective diffusivity coefficient of each mesh point within the matrix of the membrane
due to their solubility and diffusivity differences. Equations (9) and (10) give the equations
that were used to calculate the effective diffusivity in the x-direction between mesh point
(i,j,k) and its left (L) neighbour (i — 1,j,k) and between mesh point (i,j,k) and its right (R)
neighbour (i + 1,j,k), respectively. Similar equations were derived for the effective diffusion
coefficients in the other two dimensions and were substituted in Equation (8).

1 Sijk 1 1
_ i + ©)
DzL]Xk Si1jk2Di1jx 2Dk
1 Sijk 1 1

= + (10)
DIR]),(( Sit1,ik 2Dit1jk - 2Dijk
Fick’s first law of diffusion, given in Equation (11), was used to estimate the average
permeation flux of a permeant at the permeate side of the membrane based on all surface
mesh points of the x—z plane (Equation (12)). A similar equation was used to estimate the
permeation flux at the membrane interface on the feed side of the membrane.

aC
] i, N, k) — _Dx,y,z N (11)
(i y ) ay =L,
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(12)

where [, is the average permeation flux of component m calculated for a x—z plane. Ny,
Ny, and N; are the number of mesh points used to discretize Equation (7) in the x, y, and z
directions, respectively. Given the estimation of the permeation flux, the concentration
difference across the unit element, and the thickness of the unit element, the effective
permeability of a permeant in an MMM can be calculated using Equation (13).

]mLZ

13
Cm,f - Cm,p ( )

Poefr =

where L is the thickness of the unit element and C;, s and Cy,» are the concentrations of
component m at membrane surface on the feed side and permeate side, respectively.

It is important to note that the simulations were run until the difference between the
permeation fluxes at the feed and the permeate side of the membrane achieved a relative
error smaller than 0.01% to ensure steady-state conditions prevailed. As illustrated in
Figure 2, the tubular filler was described by an inner diameter (d;), a length-to-outside
diameter aspect ratio (x) calculated using Equation (6), and orientation defined by an
angle 0 (varying from 0 to 90°) with respect to the axis parallel to the main migration
direction (y-direction). The diffusion coefficient and solubility factor for the continuous
polymer phase were varied for different case studies, whereas the permeation mechanism
inside the nanotube was assumed to follow Knudsen diffusion due to the small internal
diameter of the tubular nanofillers and the low partial pressure of the migrating species.
As a result, the permeability of the nanotube channel (dispersed phase) was estimated
using Equation (14).

_ 1 [84RT

Fa=54Da = 27\ Srm
where D; is the Knudsen diffusivity, S; is the solubility factor, d; is the inner diameter of
the nanotube, and M is the molecular weight of the transported molecule.

R N .
7 l_%ll.l

(14)

3

Figure 2. Schematic diagram of a repetitive unit element of a mixed-matrix membrane.
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3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Unit Element Validation

In this section, four different numerical simulation studies were performed to show
unequivocally that the effective permeability of a repeatable unit of an MMM is identical
to the effective permeability of the whole mixed-matrix membrane with similarly aligned
and uniformly distributed nanotubes. In Case I (Figure 3b), a slice of the membrane
including four identical unit elements with a nanotube located at their respective center
was simulated and the effective permeability of the four unit elements was calculated at
steady state. The four unit elements of Case I were then divided into two slices comprised
of two unit elements, a horizontal and a vertical slice represented as Cases II (Figure 3c) and
I (Figure 3d), respectively. Finally, Case IV (Figure 3e) considered the typical unit element
containing a single filler particle used throughout this investigation. For all case studies,
simulations were performed for an aspect ratio of « = 10 and a ratio of the permeability
of the dispersed phase over the permeability of the continuous phase of P;/P. = 100
with all tubular fillers oriented along the y-axis and with no species diffusion through
the outside wall of the nanotubes. The volume fraction for each case was either 0.1 or 0.4
and was calculated using Equation (5). To keep the generality of the results, the effective
permeability was reported for each case study as the relative permeability (P,) as calculated
using Equation (15).

_ Py
Pr=5 (15)
where Py and P. represent the effective permeability of the MMM and the permeability
of the continuous phase, respectively. All specifications of the dispersed and continuous
phases are summarized in Table 2.

Considering the results obtained from the eight numerical simulations of Figure 3b—e
and Table 2, the different cases with different dimensions and spatial distribution yielded
identical relative permeability. Furthermore, the same results were obtained by performing
eight additional simulations with a volume fraction of 0.2 and 0.3. Therefore, each case
led to an identical and accurate estimation of the permeability of the entire mixed-matrix
membrane. However, as shown in Figure 4, a significant increase in computation time was
observed when increasing the simulation dimensions for Cases I, II, and III. Thus, Case IV
was chosen to be pursued for the rest of the case studies in this investigation.

G
788
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= ™D
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ED ED
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sgll (680 (3 (o
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Figure 3. (a) A schematic diagram of a cross-section of the MMM showing a series of repeatable
unit elements. A series of smaller membrane cross-sections: (b) four unit elements with vertical
nanotubes (Case I), (c) two unit elements with vertical nanotubes distributed on the x-axis (Case II),
(d) two unit elements with vertical nanotubes distributed on the y-axis (Case III), and (e) one unit
element with a vertical nanotube at the center of the element (Case IV).
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Table 2. Dispersed and continuous phase specifications, which are representative of single-wall carbon nanotubes.

Number of Dsi:rl:lilsai:zli Outside Inside %sﬁfifﬁi::-
Case ¢ Unit 1 Aspect Ratio Diameter d, Diameter d; -
Elements XLz x L (am) (am) Permeability
(nm) Ratio (P;/P,)
I 0.1 4 10.6 x 44 x 5.3
0.4 54 x44 x 2.7
I 0.1 ’ 10.6 x 22 x 5.3
0.4 54 x22x27 10 2.0 0.8 100
0.1 53 x44 x53
1 0.4 2 2.7 x 44 X 2.7
0.1 53 x22x5.3
v 0.4 1 27x22%27
120 -
100 =N
E 80+ \
o \
TN N ®
E 40 X \ \ -
0 I \ \ \

] T T I ; T
Casel Caselll Case lll Case IV

Figure 4. Computation times of the numerical simulations for the four different case studies using one
core and 1 Gb RAM on the Frontenac cluster nodes available at the Centre for Advanced Computing
(CAC) at Queens University (Canada).

3.2. Effect of the Filler Orientation on the Effective Permeability

Recent research on the use of nanotubes as a filler in MMMs generally focused on
incorporating different types of nanotubes in different polymer matrices in order to achieve
a higher effective permeability. Usually, these mixed-matrix membranes are fabricated by
incorporating nanotubes without applying an external driving force to align the nanotubes
with a preferred orientation. However, the possibility of controlling the filler orientation
in mixed-matrix membranes is what makes the nanotube fillers more advantageous over
other types of nano-porous materials. The orientation of the fillers is also of paramount
importance for other types of fillers such as graphene nanosheets [43] and impermeable
cuboids [44].

As clearly shown by Ebneyamini et al. [8], the effective permeability of the membrane
for a permeant depends on the permeability of each phase and not on the individual values
of the solubility factor and diffusion coefficient but rather on the product of the two. There-
fore, to investigate the effect of the orientation of the nanotubes, five numerical simulations
of a unit element incorporating a single nanotube with different filler orientations were
performed. The five angles tested were 0, 30, 45, 60, and 90°. The permeability ratio of the
dispersed phase and the continuous phase was kept constant at a value of P;/P. = 100,
and the length-to-diameter ratio « was set to 10. The results of the effect of the nanotube
orientation in terms of the relative permeability (Pegs/Pc) are presented in Figure 5 for three
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different filler volume fractions. As expected, the results of Figure 5 show that a higher
filler volume fraction had a larger effect on the relative permeability. The vertical orienta-
tion of high permeability nanotubes provided a longer projected preferential permeation
pathway for the molecules to diffuse across the membrane, thereby enhancing the relative
permeability of the membrane. Even though the vertical filler provided a smaller surface
of higher permeability relative to the impermeable area between the inner and the outer
diameters, the effective permeability of the membrane was significantly increased due to
the high permeability in the axial direction of the filler. On the other hand, the horizontal
orientation presented the lowest effective permeability. As previously mentioned, there is
no mass diffusion occurring through the side wall of the nanotubes, so molecular species
must contour these impermeable walls to migrate through the membrane. Consequently,
the side wall acts as an additional mass transfer resistance that increases by increasing
the filler angle from 0° to 90°. The maximum resistance occurs at a horizontal orientation
where these fillers act as barrier material. The results in Figure 5 show that the enhance-
ment and reduction in the effective permeability were magnified by increasing the filler
volume fraction. For this particular case study, at an angle in the vicinity of 45°, the results
show that the enhancement and the reduction in the effective permeability canceled each
other out. It is therefore obviously desirable to align the nanotubes in the direction of the
permeation of the molecular species if it is desired to increase the membrane permeability.

1.4
45 P,.P. =100

—a— ¢ =0.1

1.3+

—e— ¢ =0.05
1.2 —=— ¢ = 0.025
%
o 1.
=
n-ﬂ.i
‘_: 10 Wass Flow Diraction
o 1111111
It
0.9 -
0.8
0.7 T T T T T T T T . T . T
0 15 30 45 60 75 90
0 (Degree)

Figure 5. Relative permeability for different nanotube orientations and volume fractions at
P;/P: =100 and o = 10.

3.3. Effect of the Permeability Ratio of the Nanotubes on the Effective Permeability

To assess the effect of the dispersed-to-continuous phase permeability ratio (P;/P;) on
the relative permeability P, of mixed-matrix membranes incorporating nanotubes, a series
of numerical simulations was performed for five different nanotube orientations and three
filler volume fractions. For all simulations, the length-to-diameter aspect ratio « of the
nanotube and the outside-to-inside diameter ratio of the diameter d,/d; were 10 and 2.5,
respectively. The results for five different permeability ratios (P;/P.) from 0 to 1000 are
presented in Figure 6.
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Figure 6. Plots of the relative permeability of mixed-matrix membranes incorporating nanotubes as a function of the
nanotube orientation for five different P;/ P, ratios, three filler volume fractions, and at a constant length-to-diameter aspect

ratio a = 10.

The results of Figure 6 show that the relative permeability P, of the mixed-matrix
membrane increased with an increase in the dispersed-to-continuous phase permeability
ratio. As observed in the previous section, this permeability improvement is highly de-
pendent on the nanotube orientation and a higher relative permeability is obtained with
nanotubes oriented in the direction of species permeation (6 = 0°). For a permeability
ratio (P;/P.) of 1000, the relative permeability increased by 43% for vertically aligned
nanotubes and a volume fraction of 0.10. The permeability along the axial direction of the
nanotubes provides a preferential diffusion pathway for the permeating species to migrate
more rapidly. Further increasing the permeability ratio does not lead to a higher relative
permeability because the species still have to migrate through the less permeable polymer
section before reaching the nanotubes and the polymer matrix becomes the limiting factor

in the effective permeability.

The results of Figure 6 highlight a very interesting phenomenon regarding the range
of angles of nanotubes for which the relative permeability P, was above unity, which was
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completely independent of the volume fraction, and the intersection point with the relative
permeability of unity could be referred to as the break-even point. These results show that
nanotubes enhanced the effective permeability of the membrane when the orientation of
the nanotubes was above the break-even point. For a very high permeability ratio (P;/P.),
there existed an improvement in the effective permeability of the mixed-matrix membrane
for angles up to roughly 50°, and the angle for the break-even point decreased as the
permeability ratio decreased. The angle was only 10° when the permeability ratio (P;/P;)
was equal to 10. The enhancement completely disappeared at a permeability ratio in the
vicinity of 5. Above the angle for the break-even point, the nanotubes acted as a barrier
material due to the impermeability of the nanotube wall. For a permeability ratio (P;/P.)
of unity and vertically aligned nanotubes, the relative permeability was below one because
of the volume fraction occupied by the impermeable walls of the nanotubes, which offered
an additional resistance to mass transfer.

At P;/P; = 0, the filler was assumed to be a non-porous solid cylinder. Figure 6
acknowledges the fact that there was no significant difference in the effective permeability
between P;/P. =1and P;/P. = 0. The relative permeability P, in both cases was dependent
to the orientation 0 and the filler volume fraction, but it was always less than unity. There-
fore, nanotube fillers with lower permeability ratio are not suitable if highly permeable
membranes are desired.

To more clearly visualize the break-even point, the MMM relative permeability P, was
plotted as a function of the orientation of the nanotubes for the five permeability ratios
(P4/P.) and for a constant filler volume fraction of 0.10 (Figure 7). It is clear that for a
permeability ratio of 10 or lower, the use of nanotube fillers, even if they were perfectly
aligned vertically, did not enhance the effective permeability of the membrane. One could
argue that for a permeability ratio of unity, the relative permeability should also be unity.
However, the volume occupied by the impermeable walls of the nanotubes acts as a barrier
material and the relative permeability will always be below unity. At an angle 6 of 90°
(horizontal orientation), the relative permeability of the MMM becomes independent of the
dispersed-to-continuous phase permeability ratio (P;/P,), as the nanotubes act strictly as
barrier materials and there is no diffusion along the axial direction of the nanotubes.

$=0.1
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—e—P, /P, =100
——P, /P, =10

—v—P,/P =1

" i
E'__ ™ Py/P. =0
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Figure 7. Relative permeability for different dispersed-to-continuous permeability ratios P;/P, at
a constant volume fraction ¢ = 0.1 and a constant length-to-diameter aspect ratio & = 10.

3.4. Effect of the Filler Aspect Ratio of Nanotubes on the Relative Permeability

To investigate the impact of the length-to-diameter aspect ratio (¢) of the nanotubes
on the relative permeability of MMM, a series of numerical simulations was performed
for five aspect ratios varying from 0 to 100 and various filler volume fractions while the
permeability ratio (P;/P.) and the orientation were kept constant at 100 and 0°, respectively.
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Figure 8 presents the plots of the relative permeability of MMMs as a function of the filler
volume fraction. For each simulation, the diameter of the nanotubes was kept constant and
the filler length was varied. These results clearly show that, with the same filler volume
fraction, the effective permeability of MMMs was higher for higher aspect ratios. Similar to
the results of previous sections, as expected, increasing the filler volume fraction enhanced
the effective permeability for all aspect ratios. These results indicated that tubular fillers
with higher aspect ratios and vertically aligned are preferred for enhancing the effective
permeability of MMMs.

504

45 -

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 04 0.5

b

Figure 8. Relative permeability for nanotubes with different length-to-diameter aspect ratios at
a permeability ratio P;/P. of 100 and an angle 6 of 0°.

3.5. Separation Properties Prediction of Binary Mixtures

The ultimate objective of using mixed-matrix membranes is to enhance the separation
factor of gas or liquid mixtures. In this investigation, it was desired to examine how a mixed-
matrix membrane with nanotube fillers could be used for the binary mixture separation
of butanol and water. Separation of alcohol/water mixtures using pervaporation is one
of the most popular applications in this field. In this section, a butanol/water binary
mixture was chosen to investigate the effect of the nanotube orientation on the effective
permeability and the separation performance for both species. Since the mass diffusivity
and solubility coefficient of both components in the polymeric membrane are required,
the experimental data of a commercial polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS) membrane was
considered. The simulation parameters and details for this analysis are summarized in
Table 3. In this investigation, it was assumed that given that the concentrations within
the membrane were relatively low, there were no interaction effects between the two
migrating species [1]. Since the Knudsen diffusion mechanism was assumed to prevail
within the nanotubes, water molecules with a smaller molecular weight should have
diffused faster through the filler. Therefore, by rotating the nanotubes from a horizontal to
a vertical orientation, the effective permeability of both butanol and water would increase.
This increase in the effective permeability should have enhanced the total flux of the
membrane. However, if the effective permeability of water increased more than the one
of butanol, the separation factor for butanol would unfortunately decrease. The results
of this analysis are presented in Figure 9 and confirmed what was expected. The relative
permeability of water increased by only 3% for vertically aligned nanotubes, whereas it was
lower than unity for the other orientations. The relative permeability of water decreased
to 0.75 for horizontal nanotubes. For butanol, the relative permeability was about 0.88 for
vertically aligned nanotubes and decreased to 0.76 for horizontal nanotubes. Based on the
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physical data of Table 3, it is clear that there would be no advantages using an MMM with
nanotubes for the water-butanol separation. In addition, the butanol selectivity decreased
with the addition of nanotubes. For horizontal nanotubes, the selectivity was identical to
the one prevailing for the polymeric membrane, but the effective permeability was lower.

Table 3. Summary of simulation details for the continuous and dispersed phases.

Temperature (K) 310
Filler Volume Fraction (¢) 0.1
Filler aspect ratio («) 10
Filler outer diameter (nm) 2.0
Filler inner diameter(nm) 0.8
Water Butanol
Feed concentration (kg-m ) 992.5 5.0
D¢ (m2-s~1) 527 x 10710 [1] 7.29 x 10710 [1]
Dy (m?-s71) 1.6 x 1077 7.94 x 1078
Sc (gm~3/gm3) 1.6 x 1073 [4] 1.46 x 1072 [4]
S4 (gm=3/gm™3) 444 x 107> 1.38 x 10~°
P (m2-s71) 8.43 x 10713 1.06 x 10711
P4 (m2-s~ 1 7.10 x 10712 1.10 x 10712
1.10 x T - 17
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Figure 9. Water and butanol relative permeability and butanol selectivity at different orientations of
the nanotubes for a length-to-diameter aspect ratio « of 10.

3.6. Comparison of the Relative Permeability with Existing Models

One of the objectives of this investigation was to assess the accuracy of existing
empirical models on the prediction of relative permeability. Since the correlation proposed
by Kang et al. [26] to estimate effective permeability, referred as the KJN model, is one
that considers the orientation of the nanotubes and their diffusion coefficient in the axial
direction, it was compared first to the data obtained in this investigation, considered to
be the exact solutions. The KJN model was developed for MMMs with tubular fillers
assuming a one-dimensional mass transport. In this section, the relative permeability
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P, was calculated using Equations (4)—(6) for an MMM with embedded nanotubes with
an orientation varying from 0° to 90°, with a constant length-to-diameter aspect ratio of
10 and a filler volume fraction ¢ of 0.1. The results are presented in Figure 10 for three
values of the permeability ratio (P;/P,). The results show that the KJN model predicted
a nearly constant relative permeability over a very large range of orientation and its value
only dropped at around 80°. In addition, the predicted values of the relative permeability
were nearly independent of the permeability ratio. The insensitivity of the KJN model
to the permeability ratio was due to the predominance of the first term of Equation (4)
compared to the second term containing the permeability ratio. For a permeability ratio
of 1000, the first term varied between 0.9 to 1.0, whereas the second term varied between
0.0001 to 0.001. Comparing the results of the numerical simulations for various values of
the relative permeability, it is obvious that the KJN model cannot adequately predict the
relative permeability of mixed-matrix membranes with nanotube fillers.

1.5 1
—a— KJN-P,/P_=1000
144 —eo— KJN-P,/P_=100
—a—KJIN-P,/P =10
1.3 —¥— This study-P/P.=1000
_—— This study-P,/P.=100
o This study-P/P_=10
E 1.1 =
o ]
o 1.0
0.9 -
0.8 -
07 I p T Y T ¥ T T T . T ” T
0 15 30 45 60 75 90
0 (Degree)

Figure 10. Comparison of the relative permeability predicted by the numerical simulations with
the KJN model as a function of the nanotube orientation for three permeability ratios at ¢ = 0.1 and
« =10.

Since unreliable predictions were obtained with the KJN model, it was decided to
perform a similar comparison with other empirical models that had the most predictive
potential. The Maxwell model and the Hamilton-Crosser model were retained for this
additional comparison. The Maxwell model was derived for MMMs containing spherical
fillers with isotropic diffusivity, whereas the Hamilton-Crosser model was developed for
MMMs with tubular fillers. The relative permeability P, was calculated by the two models
and compared to the numerical results for vertically aligned tubular fillers with a constant
length-to-diameter aspect ratio of 100 and three values of the permeability ratio (P;/P;) (10,
100, and 1000). The results of this study are presented in Figure 11. For a permeability ratio
of 10 (Figure 11a), the diffusion barrier effect of the impermeable side wall of the nanotubes
perpendicular to the main direction of the migrating species was more significant than the
enhancement of the higher permeability in the axial direction. This diffusion barrier of the
nanotube wall was only considered by the numerical method. As a result, the three models
overpredicted the relative permeability for this lower permeability ratio. For the higher
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(Ps/P.) ratios of 100 (Figure 11b) and 1000 (Figure 11c), the Maxwell and KJN models
underestimated the results whereas the Hamilton-Crosser model overpredicted the relative
permeability. Even though the Maxwell model underestimated the relative permeability,
at a lower nanotube volume fraction and an intermediate permeability ratio (P;/P. = 100)
it provided a relatively better prediction. Therefore, additional numerical simulations
were performed to calculate the relative permeability as a function of the filler volume
fraction with a permeability ratio of 100 for three length-to-diameter aspect ratios (« of 10,
20, and 50). The numerical results were compared to Figure 12 with the three prediction
models. At a lower aspect ratio (« = 10), both the Maxwell and Hamilton-Crosser models
predicted a higher relative permeability than the numerical simulations. On the other hand,
for a of 20 and 50, the results of Figure 12b,c show that the numerically predicted relative
permeability fell between the Hamilton-Crosser and Maxwell model predictions. However,
the difference in P, between the present work and the estimations by the Maxwell model
was relatively small for P;/P. = 100 and « = 10 and 20, but it became more pronounced
for higher values of P;/P. and «. According to all the comparisons in this section, there is
obviously a need to develop a new correlation that provides more accurate predictions of
the relative permeability of MMMSs embedding nanotube fillers.
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Figure 11. Comparison of the predicted relative permeability obtained in this study with the Maxwell, Hamilton-Crosser
and KJN models as a function of the nanotube volume fraction for « = 100: (a) (P;/P.) = 10, (b) (P;/P.) = 100, and (c)

(P4/P.) = 1000.
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Figure 12. Comparison of the predicted relative permeability obtained in this study with the Maxwell, Hamilton—Crosser,
and KJN models as a function of the nanotube volume fraction for (P;/P.) = 100: (a) « = 10, (b) « = 20, and (c) « = 50.

4. Conclusions

The Fickian diffusion equation was solved numerically to estimate the effective per-
meability of MMMSs with tubular fillers. The numerical model explicitly accounts for the
effects of the filler permeability, volume fraction, aspect ratio, and orientation. Several
general conclusions can be drawn from this study. First, the filler orientation has an enor-
mous effect on the mixed-matrix membrane’s effective permeability and aligning the fillers
vertically is very favourable. Second, in the vertically aligned applications, fillers with
higher aspect ratios are more beneficial to MMMSs and significantly increase the effective
permeability. Third, fillers with a low dispersed-to-continuous phase permeability ratio
(P4/P. < 10) should be avoided in the fabrication of mixed-matrix membranes due to the
significant diffusion barrier effect of the impermeable side wall of the nanotubes perpen-
dicular to the main direction of the migrating species, which is more than the enhancement
of the higher permeability in the axial direction. On the other hand, fillers with a lower
outside-to-inside diameter ratio are more advantageous. Finally, existing analytical models
for the prediction of the relative permeability of MMMs with tubular fillers are not reliable.
Therefore, there is a need to develop a new correlation that would provide more accurate
predictions of the relative permeability of MMMs embedding nanotube fillers.
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Abbreviations
CNT Carbon nanotube
FD Finite difference

KJN Kang-Jones-Nair

MMM  Mixed-matrix membrane
MOF  Metal-organic framework
PDC Periodic boundary condition
PDMS  Polydimethylsiloxane
Nomenclature

C Concentration (kg-m’3)

D Diffusion coefficient (m?-s~1)

; Inner diameter of filler nanotube (nm)
Outer diameter of filler nanotube (nm)
Permeate flux (kg:m2-s1)

L Length of nanotube filler (nm)

Size of the unit element in x-direction (nm)
Size of the unit element in y-direction (nm)
Size of the unit element in z-direction (nm)
Molecular weight (kg-kmol 1)

Number of nodes in simulation domain
Shape factor

Permeability (m?-s~1)

Gas constant (J-K~1-mol 1)

Solubility factor (g'm~—3/g-m~3)

Time (s)

Temperature (K)

x coordinate

y coordinate

z coordinate

Nanotube filler aspect ratio

Angle of filler orientation

Sphericity

Volumetric filler content
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Superscripts

L Left
R Right
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Subscripts

¢  Continuous phase
d  Dispersed phase
eff Effective

f  Feed

K  Knudsen diffusion
m  Component

r Relative

t Total

References

1.  Ebneyamini, A.; Azimi, H.; Tezel, EH.; Thibault, J. Modelling of Mixed Matrix Membranes: Validation of the Resistance-Based
Model. J. Membr. Sci. 2017, 543, 361-369. [CrossRef]

2. Vinh-Thang, H.; Kaliaguine, S. Predictive Models for Mixed-Matrix Membrane Performance: A Review. Chem. Rev. 2013, 113,
4980-5028. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3.  Azimi, H.; Ebneyamini, A.; Tezel, FH.; Thibault, J. Separation of Organic Compounds from ABE Model Solutions via Pervapora-
tion Using Activated Carbon/PDMS Mixed Matrix Membranes. Membranes 2018, 8, 1-15. [CrossRef]

4. Azimi, H.; Tezel, EH.; Thibault, J. Effect of Embedded Activated Carbon Nanoparticles on the Performance of Polydimethylsilox-
ane (PDMS) Membrane for Pervaporation Separation of Butanol. J. Chem. Technol. Biotechnol. 2017, 92, 2901-2911. [CrossRef]

5. Carter, D.; Tezel, EH.; Kruczek, B.; Kalipcilar, H. Investigation and Comparison of Mixed Matrix Membranes Composed of
Polyimide Matrimid with ZIF—S8, Silicalite, and SAPO—34. ]. Membr. Sci. 2017, 544, 35-46. [CrossRef]

6.  Baker, R.W. Future Directions of Membrane Gas Separation Technology. Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 2002, 41, 1393-1411. [CrossRef]

7. Babin, A.; Bougie, F.; Rodrigue, D.; Iliuta, M.C. A Closer Look on the Development and Commercialization of Membrane
Contactors for Mass Transfer and Separation Processes. Sep. Purif. Technol. 2019, 227, 115679. [CrossRef]

8.  Ebneyamini, A.; Azimi, H.; Tezel, EH.; Thibault, J. Mixed Matrix Membranes Applications: Development of a Resistance-Based
Model. J. Membr. Sci. 2017, 543, 351-360. [CrossRef]

9.  Robeson, L.M. The Upper Bound Revisited. |. Membr. Sci. 2008, 320, 390-400. [CrossRef]

10. Liu, G.; Hung, W.S; Shen, |J.; Li, Q.; Huang, Y.H.; Jin, W.; Lee, K.R.; Lai, ].Y. Mixed Matrix Membranes with Molecular-Interaction-
Driven Tunable Free Volumes for Efficient Bio-Fuel Recovery. . Mater. Chem. A 2015, 3, 4510-4521. [CrossRef]

11.  Vu, D.Q.; Koros, W.J.; Miller, S.J. Mixed Matrix Membranes Using Carbon Molecular Sieves: I. Preparation and Experimental
Results. J. Membr. Sci. 2003, 211, 311-334. [CrossRef]

12.  Seoane, B.; Coronas, J.; Gascon, I.; Etxeberria Benavides, M.; Karvan, O.; Caro, J.; Kapteijn, F.; Gascon, J. Metal-Organic Framework
Based Mixed Matrix Membranes: A Solution for Highly Efficient CO, Capture? Chem. Soc. Rev. 2015, 44, 2421-2454. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

13.  Yang, D.; Cheng, C.; Bao, M.; Chen, L.; Bao, Y.; Xue, C. The Pervaporative Membrane with Vertically Aligned Carbon Nanotube
Nanochannel for Enhancing Butanol Recovery. J. Membr. Sci. 2019, 577, 51-59. [CrossRef]

14. Shao, P; Kumar, A. Separation of 1-Butanol/2,3-Butanediol Using ZSM-5 Zeolite-Filled Polydimethylsiloxane Membranes.
J. Membr. Sci. 2009, 339, 143-150. [CrossRef]

15. Chi, W.S,; Sundell, B.J.; Zhang, K.; Harrigan, D.]J.; Hayden, S.C.; Smith, Z.P. Mixed-Matrix Membranes Formed from Multi-
Dimensional Metal-Organic Frameworks for Enhanced Gas Transport and Plasticization Resistance. ChemSusChem 2019, 12,
2355-2360. [CrossRef]

16. Kalaj, M.; Bentz, K.C.; Ayala, S.; Palomba, ].M.; Barcus, K.S.; Katayama, Y.; Cohen, S.M. MOF-Polymer Hybrid Materials: From
Simple Composites to Tailored Architectures. Chem. Rev. 2020, 120, 8267-8302. [CrossRef]

17.  Nouri, A.; Yavari, R.; Aroon, M.; Yousefi, T. Article Original Multiwalled Carbon Nanotubes/Polyethersulfone Mixed Matrix
Nanofiltration Membrane for the Removal of Cobalt Ion. . Water Environ. Nanotechnol. 2019, 4, 97-108.

18. Borgohain, R.; Jain, N.; Prasad, B.; Mandal, B.; Su, B. Carboxymethyl Chitosan/Carbon Nanotubes Mixed Matrix Membranes for
CO; Separation. React. Funct. Polym. 2019, 143, 104331. [CrossRef]

19. Xin, Q.; Gao, Y.; Wu, X,; Li, C; Liu, T,; Shi, Y,; Li, Y.; Jiang, Z.; Wu, H.; Cao, X. Incorporating One-Dimensional Aminated Titania
Nanotubes into Sulfonated Poly(Ether Ether Ketone) Membrane to Construct CO,-Facilitated Transport Pathways for Enhanced
CO; Separation. J. Membr. Sci. 2015, 488, 13-29. [CrossRef]

20. Hashemifard, S.A.; Ismail, A.F.; Matsuura, T. Mixed Matrix Membrane Incorporated with Large Pore Size Halloysite Nanotubes
(HNTs) as Filler for Gas Separation: Morphological Diagram. Chem. Eng. ]. 2011, 172, 581-590. [CrossRef]

21. Surya Murali, R.; Padaki, M.; Matsuura, T.; Abdullah, M.S.; Ismail, A.F. Polyaniline in Situ Modified Halloysite Nanotubes
Incorporated Asymmetric Mixed Matrix Membrane for Gas Separation. Sep. Purif. Technol. 2014, 132, 187-194. [CrossRef]

22. Yang, L.; Zhang, S.; Wu, H.; Ye, C.; Liang, X.; Wang, S.; Wu, X.; Wu, Y,; Ren, Y.; Liu, Y; et al. Porous Organosilicon Nanotubes in
Pebax-Based Mixed-Matrix Membranes for Biogas Purification. J. Membr. Sci. 2019, 301-308. [CrossRef]

23. Zang, ].; Konduri, S.; Nair, S.; Sholl, D.S. Self-Diffusion of Water and Simple Alcohols in Single-Walled Aluminosilicate Nanotubes.

ACS Nano 2009, 3, 1548-1556. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2017.08.064
http://doi.org/10.1021/cr3003888
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23548158
http://doi.org/10.3390/membranes8030040
http://doi.org/10.1002/jctb.5306
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2017.08.068
http://doi.org/10.1021/ie0108088
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.seppur.2019.115679
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2017.08.065
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2008.04.030
http://doi.org/10.1039/C4TA05881J
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0376-7388(02)00429-5
http://doi.org/10.1039/C4CS00437J
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25692487
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2019.01.032
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2009.04.042
http://doi.org/10.1002/cssc.201900623
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.9b00575
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.reactfunctpolym.2019.104331
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2015.02.047
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2011.06.031
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.seppur.2014.05.020
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2018.12.018
http://doi.org/10.1021/nn9001837
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19545168

Membranes 2021, 11, 58 20 of 20

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

Konduiri, S.; Tong, H.M.; Chempath, S.; Nair, S. Water in Single-Walled Aluminosilicate Nanotubes: Diffusion and Adsorption
Properties. J. Phys. Chem. C 2008, 112, 15367-15374. [CrossRef]

Dumee, L.; Velleman, L.; Sears, K.; Hill, M.; Schutz, J.; Finn, N.; Duke, M.; Gray, S. Control of Porosity and Pore Size of Metal
Reinforced Carbon Nanotube Membranes. Membranes 2010, 1, 25-36. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Kim, J.Y; Kim, K.H.; Kim, K.B. Fabrication and Electrochemical Properties of Carbon Nanotube/Polypyrrole Composite Film
Electrodes with Controlled Pore Size. J. Power Sources 2008, 176, 396-402. [CrossRef]

Kang, D.Y.; Zang, ].; Jones, C.W.; Nair, S. Single-Walled Aluminosilicate Nanotubes with Organic-Modified Interiors. J. Phys.
Chem. C 2011, 115, 7676-7685. [CrossRef]

Zang, J.; Chempath, S.; Konduri, S.; Nair, S.; Sholl, D.S. Flexibility of Ordered Surface Hydroxyls Influences the Adsorption of
Molecules in Single-Walled Aluminosilicate Nanotubes. J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 2010, 1, 1235-1240. [CrossRef]

Ismail, A.F,; Goh, PS.; Sanip, S.M.; Aziz, M. Transport and Separation Properties of Carbon Nanotube-Mixed Matrix Membrane.
Sep. Purif. Technol. 2009, 70, 12-26. [CrossRef]

Kang, D.Y.; Jones, C.W.; Nair, S. Modeling Molecular Transport in Composite Membranes with Tubular Fillers. ]. Membr. Sci.
2011, 381, 50-63. [CrossRef]

Chehrazi, E.; Raef, M.; Noroozi, M.; Panahi-Sarmad, M. A Theoretical Model for the Gas Permeation Prediction of Nanotube-
Mixed Matrix Membranes: Unveiling the Effect of Interfacial Layer. J. Membr. Sci. 2019, 570-571, 168-175. [CrossRef]

Wang, T.-P.; Kang, D.-Y. Predictions of Effective Diffusivity of Mixed Matrix Membranes with Tubular Fillers. J. Membr. Sci. 2015,
485,123-131. [CrossRef]

Bhatia, S.K.; Chen, H.; Sholl, D.S. Comparisons of diffusive and viscous contributions to transport coefficients of light gases in
single-walled carbon nanotubes. Mol. Simul. 2005, 31, 643-649. [CrossRef]

Skoulidas, A.I; Ackerman, D.M.; Johnson, ].K.; Sholl, D.S. Rapid Transport of Gases in Carbon Nanotubes. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2002,
89, 13-16. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Felske, ].D. Effective Thermal Conductivity of Composite Spheres in a Continuous Medium with Contact Resistance. Int. ]. Heat
Mass Transf. 2004, 47, 3453-3461. [CrossRef]

Hashemifard, S.A.; Ismail, A.F.; Matsuura, T. Prediction of Gas Permeability in Mixed Matrix Membranes Using Theoretical
Models. J. Membr. Sci. 2010, 347, 53-61. [CrossRef]

Vu, D.Q.; Koros, W.].; Miller, S.J. Mixed Matrix Membranes Using Carbon Molecular Sieves: II. Modeling Permeation Behavior.
J. Membr. Sci. 2003, 211, 335-348. [CrossRef]

Ozcan, A.; Semino, R.; Maurin, G.; Yazaydin, A.O. Modeling of Gas Transport through Polymer/MOF Interfaces: A Microsecond-
Scale Concentration Gradient-Driven Molecular Dynamics Study. Chem. Mater. 2020, 32, 1288-1296. [CrossRef]

Aroon, M.A.; Ismail, A.F.; Matsuura, T.; Montazer-Rahmati, M.M. Performance Studies of Mixed Matrix Membranes for Gas
Separation: A Review. Sep. Purif. Technol. 2010, 75, 229-242. [CrossRef]

Bouma, R.H.B.; Checchetti, A.; Chidichimo, G.; Drioli, E. Permeation through a Heterogeneous Membrane: The Effect of the
Dispersed Phase. |. Membr. Sci. 1997, 128, 141-149. [CrossRef]

Hamilton, R.L.; Crosser, O.K. Thermal Conductivity of Heterogeneous Two-Component Systems. Ind. Eng. Chem. Fundam. 1962,
1,187-191. [CrossRef]

Mabhajan, R.; Koros, W.]. Mixed Matrix Membrane Materials with Glassy Polymers. Part 1. Polym. Eng. Sci. 2002, 42, 1420-1431.
[CrossRef]

Yousefi, N.; Gudarzi, M.M.; Zheng, Q.; Lin, X; Shen, X,; Jia, J.; Sharif, F,; Kim, J.-K. Highly Aligned, Ultralarge-Size Reduced
Graphene Oxide/Polyurethane Nanocomposites: Mechanical Properties and Moisture Permeability. Compos. Part Appl. Sci.
Manuf. 2013, 49, 42-50. [CrossRef]

Wu, H.; Zamanian, M.; Kruczek, B.; Thibault, ]. Gas Permeation Model of Mixed-Matrix Membranes with Embedded Impermeable
Cuboid Nanoparticles. Membranes 2020, 10, 422. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


http://doi.org/10.1021/jp8025144
http://doi.org/10.3390/membranes1010025
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24957493
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2007.09.117
http://doi.org/10.1021/jp2010919
http://doi.org/10.1021/jz100219q
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.seppur.2009.09.002
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2011.07.015
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2018.10.038
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2015.03.028
http://doi.org/10.1080/00268970500108403
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.89.185901
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12398618
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2004.01.013
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2009.10.005
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0376-7388(02)00425-8
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.9b04907
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.seppur.2010.08.023
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0376-7388(96)00303-1
http://doi.org/10.1021/i160003a005
http://doi.org/10.1002/pen.11041
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesa.2013.02.005
http://doi.org/10.3390/membranes10120422
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33333861

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Mixed-Matrix Membrane Model Construction 
	Modelling Mass Transfer 
	Numerical Methods and Solution Post-Processing 

	Results and Discussion 
	Unit Element Validation 
	Effect of the Filler Orientation on the Effective Permeability 
	Effect of the Permeability Ratio of the Nanotubes on the Effective Permeability 
	Effect of the Filler Aspect Ratio of Nanotubes on the Relative Permeability 
	Separation Properties Prediction of Binary Mixtures 
	Comparison of the Relative Permeability with Existing Models 

	Conclusions 
	References

