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Abstract: The starting point for the preparation of polymeric membranes by phase inver-
sion is having a thermodynamically stable solution. Ternary diagrams for the polymer,
solvent, and non-solvent can predict this stability by identifying the phase separation and
describing the thermodynamic behavior of the membrane formation process. Given the
lack of data for the ternary system water (H2O)/hydrochloric acid (HCℓ)/polyamide 66
(PA66), this work employed the Flory–Huggins theory for the construction of the ternary
diagrams (H2O/HCℓ/PA66 and H2O/formic acid (FA)/PA66) by comparing the exper-
imental data with theoretical predictions. Pure polymer and the membranes produced
by phase inversion were characterized to provide the information required to create the
ternary diagrams. PA66/FA and PA66/HCℓ solutions were also evaluated regarding their
classification as true solutions, and the universal quasi-chemical functional group activity
coefficient (UNIFAC) method was used for determining non-solvent/solvent interaction
parameters (g12). Swelling measurements determined the polymer/non-solvent interaction
parameter (χ13) for H2O/PA66 and the solvent/polymer interaction parameter (χ23) for
PA66/FA and PA66/HCℓ. The theoretical cloud point curve was calculated based on
“Boom’s LCP Correlation” and compared to the curve of the experimental cloud point. The
ternary Gibbs free energy of mixing and χ23 indicated FA as the best solvent for the PA66.
However, for HCℓ, the lower concentration (37–38%), volatility, and fraction volume of
dissolved PA66 (ϕ3) indicated that HCℓ is also adequate for PA66 solubilization based on
the similar membrane morphology observed when compared to the PA66/FA membrane.

Keywords: polymeric solution; interaction parameter; phase diagram; phase inversion

1. Introduction
Polyamide 66 (PA66) is one of the most valuable engineering thermoplastics due

to its good thermal stability and high mechanical and chemical resistance [1]. It is an
aliphatic and semi-crystalline polymer obtained by the polycondensation of adipic acid
and 1,6-hexamethylene diamine. PA66 has many applications, including the preparation of
polymeric membranes applied in membrane separation processes (MSPs) [2–4].

The phase inversion method is one of the most often used to produce polymeric
membranes, in which the solvent is usually removed from the polymeric solution through
contact with a non-solvent [5–8]. When a polymeric solution meets a non-solvent, the
solvent exchange by the non-solvent modifies the polymeric solution composition, inducing
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phase separation. Thus, two equilibrium phases are formed: polymer-rich and polymer-
lean [9]. This phase separation is named liquid–liquid (L–L) demixing. The (L–L) demixing
competes with the solid–liquid demixing (S–L) [10,11], which occurs when the polymer
precipitates from the initial polymeric solution [9].

The initial polymeric solution, when constituted by liquid systems with polymers
of low molecular weight, may be classified as a true solution when it has the following:
(i) affinity between the components, (ii) spontaneous formation, (iii) constant concentration
over time, (iv) homogeneity, and (v) thermodynamic stability [12]. The typical polymer
concentration in true solutions for membrane preparation is of the semi-diluted classifica-
tion (concentration between 10 and 30%) but can also be diluted (≤2%) or concentrated
(≥50%) [13,14].

A typical representation of a ternary phase diagram is shown in Figure 1 [15–17],
which generally includes the binodal and spinodal lines. The binodal line delimits the
homogeneous phase region (one-phase region), while the spinodal line demarcates the
liquid–liquid (two-phase) [6]. The region between the binodal and spinodal lines is the
metastable region, and the critical point is the intersection of the binodal and spinodal
lines [18].
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fast phase separation forms an interfacial layer with higher polymeric concentration, 
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nectivity [19], as well as a thin top layer (skin), which is dense or with some degree of 
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requires a contact time between the solution and the non-solvent to promote the phase 
separation. In delayed onset precipitation, the membranes usually have a porous 

Figure 1. Typical schematic phase diagram of a ternary system: (1) composition path of delayed
L–L demixing; (2) composition path of instantaneous L–L demixing; (3) spinodal decomposition;
(A) nucleation of the polymer-lean phase (binodal demixing); (B) bicontinuous structure (spinodal
demixing); and (C) nucleation of the polymer-rich phase (binodal demixing).

The analysis of the ternary diagram can predict the phase separation and, consequently,
the final morphology of the membrane [18]. The precipitation is instantaneous in the L–L
demixing (Line 2, Figure 1), and the phase separation occurs immediately. The fast phase
separation forms an interfacial layer with higher polymeric concentration, which acts as an
additional resistance to mass transfer between the bath and the sublayers of the polymeric
solution. This process favors the formation of pores and their interconnectivity [19], as well
as a thin top layer (skin), which is dense or with some degree of porosity [17].

It is also possible to have a delayed onset L–L demixing (Line 1, Figure 1), which
requires a contact time between the solution and the non-solvent to promote the phase
separation. In delayed onset precipitation, the membranes usually have a porous substruc-
ture of closed cells with a thin and dense skin, promoting flow resistance. The degree of
porosity and interconnectivity of the pores in this kind of membrane are generally low [5].

The composition path can be changed with extended precipitation time, as observed
in Line 3 of Figure 1 [20]. Furthermore, according to the position where the L–L demixing
in the ternary phase diagram occurs, three composition path possibilities can happen
when crossing the binodal line: (i) under the critical point, (ii) above the critical point, or
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(iii) through the critical point. The first happens with solutions of low polymer concen-
tration, in which the demixing by nucleation of the polymer-rich phase creates droplets
of concentrated polymer, resulting in a latex-like structure (Figure 1C) [3]. In the second
possibility, the demixing occurs by nucleation of the polymer-lean phase, forming a porous
structure due to the droplets of lower polymer concentration (Figure 1A). If the droplets
bond before the polymer-rich phase solidifies, an open porous system will be formed.
The third possibility causes the instantaneous L–L separation because it directly reaches
a metastable region, forming a membrane with a bicontinuous morphology of interlaced
droplets of lower and higher polymer concentrations (Figure 1B) [6].

Given its relevance in membrane preparation, the study of ternary systems of poly-
mers with solvent and non-solvent polyamide has been gaining relevance in the litera-
ture [9,18,21,22]. However, ternary systems of polyamide 66 are still scarce. Bulte et al.
(1993), for example, reported the S–L demixing mechanism as favorable when solutions
with concentrations greater than 17% of 4,6 aliphatic polyamide in formic acid (FA), while
the L–L demixing mechanism took place at lower polymer concentrations [11]. How-
ever, the S–L mechanism was noted as kinetically competitive with the L–L mechanism
when the initial solution contained small nucleators (due to the polymer crystallinity) [11].
Interestingly, the studies carried out by Bulte et al. (1996) described membranes with mor-
phology typical of the L–L demixing processes but obtained from more thermodynamically
favorable S–L demixing processes from ternary systems [23,24].

Shih et al. (2005) observed the morphology of membranes precipitated in water
from Nylon 6/FA solutions, a system with potential instability of L–L demixing and
crystallization [25]. These processes can occur sequentially or simultaneously, depending
on the forces acting on the system. The dissolution of polyamide in a good solution (i.e.,
solutions that protonate polyamides, such as FA solutions) causes slow crystal nucleation
and an initial L–L demixing mechanism. On the other hand, a mild precipitation bath
(not as aggressive as water) promotes the crystallization part of S–L process, resulting in
a thin skin microporous membrane. Similar behavior was observed by Lin et al. (2006)
in determining the degree of crystallinity in Nylon 66 membranes prepared by phase
inversion in water/FA [3].

Thomas et al. (2002) analyzed the compositional crystallization trajectory of polyamide
6 (PA6) membranes solubilized in FA [26]. They observed the precipitation beginning at
a certain distance from the interface between the membrane and the non-solvent bath
and then propagating up and downwards [26]. According to the authors, the membrane
formation process is very complex, and the crystallization rate may depend on kinematic
(e.g., viscosity) and thermodynamic (e.g., composition and distance from crystallization
boundary phase) factors. In addition, working with PA6 and FA, El-Gendi et al. (2012)
constructed the ternary phase diagram PA6/FA/H2O through experimental turbidity
measurements during titration of PA6/FA solution in water [27]. The authors highlighted
that a large amount of water (26–39 wt%) was needed to achieve precipitation and L–L
phase separation [27].

The membrane morphology is also dependent on the choice of the solvent/non-solvent
system, which interferes with the phase separation [9,17,21]. A higher affinity between
solvent and non-solvent promotes porous membranes, while dense membranes and non-
porous top layers are obtained in cases of lower affinity [6]. The thermodynamic properties
of polymeric solutions also affect the membrane’s formation and morphology [6,8,28,29].
The membrane formation is also affected by the mass transfer between the coagulation
bath and polymeric solution caused by the difference in the chemical potential (driving
force) of the components [6]. Thus, the comprehension of parameters that influence the
phase inversion leads to a better understanding of the processes [6,22,28,29].
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A practical way to understand and predict the behavior and properties of polymeric
solutions is to use models, which are usually classified into two categories: the lattice model
and the van der Waals model. These two approaches can be used to derive the activity
coefficient models or state equations [30]. The Flory–Huggins dimensionless parameter “χ”
has been widely used to characterize solvent–polymer and polymer–polymer interactions.
While the original theory proposed that χ is concentration-independent, many solvent–
polymer systems exhibit increased χ with increasing polymer concentration [31]. More than
that, the advantages of using the Flory–Huggins model are its simplicity, wide acceptance
and familiarity, and the requirement of only the molar volumes of components [18]. The
other variables are eliminated by using empirical parameters, and even though this practice
diminishes the theoretical basis of the model, the results justify this practical approach [32].

Bulte et al. (1996) investigated the ternary system nylon/FA/H2O by using the Flory–
Huggins model, determining the constants for Nylon 4,6, Nylon 4,6-co-6, and Nylon
6 [23]. A similar study was performed by Cheng et al. (1994) for Nylon 6, Nylon 66,
and Nylon 610 with FA and H2O [33]. Other publications have explored ternary systems
for polyamide/FA/H2O but have not focused on determining the interaction parameters.
These investigations indicated the precipitation way [3]; calculated the concentration profile,
precipitation times, and diffusion trajectories [34]; identified the three relevant regions,
the binodal boundaries, and the crystallization line [25]; investigated the morphology as a
function of precipitation conditions [27]; and characterized the membranes obtained and
indicated the crystallization limits [35].

Given the lack of data on HCℓ/PA66 due to the HCℓ classification as a solution instead
of a pure solvent, this work aimed to create the ternary system H2O/HCℓ/PA66. For this,
the parameters for HCℓ and HCℓ/PA66 were determined, as well as the study evaluation
of the system as a true solution. The data were then employed in the Flory–Huggins
model and the cloud point curve to build the ternary system H2O/HCℓ/PA66. The char-
acterization results and the ternary system were compared to the existent H2O/FA/PA66
system, the most used system for PA66 membrane preparation via the phase inversion
method. In addition, the thermodynamic properties of both systems (H2O/HCℓ/PA66 and
H2O/FA/PA66) were correlated to the resultant PA66 membrane morphology, which is a
relevant parameter since it interferes with the membrane performance.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Materials

The polymer used was the commercial polyamide 66 (PA66, pellets) supplied by
Alfa Chemical, Co., Ltd. (Zhengzhou, China). PA66 was dried for 2 h at 90 ◦C before
each procedure to remove any adsorbed water that could influence the analysis [36]. The
solvents used in the preparation of solutions and membranes were fuming hydrochloric
acid (HCℓ, 37–38%) and formic acid (FA, 98–100% and 90%). The 90% purity FA was used in
the viscosimetric molar mass determination of PA66, according to ISO 307:2007(E) [37]. All
solvents were supplied by Merck (Rio de Janeiro, Brazil). Ultrapure water was produced
from a Milli-Q system. Further information about the properties of the polymer and
solvents is listed in Table 1.

Unless otherwise stated, the procedures were performed at an environment-controlled
temperature of 25 ± 2 ◦C and under atmospheric pressure (1 atm).
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Table 1. Properties of the polymer and solvents employed in this work.

Materials Molar Volume
(cm3·mol−1)

Molar Mass
(g·mol−1)

Density
(g·cm−3)

PA 66 10,642.20 11,600 a 1.22 b/1.09 c

HCℓ (37–38%) 30.67 36.5 1.19
FA (98–100%) 37.7 46 1.22

a viscosimetric average molar mass (Mv) [38]. b PA66 solid density (arranged) [36]. c PA66 density in solution
(amorphous) [36].

2.2. Polymer Characterization: Water Adsorption

The water content absorbed by PA66 was determined according to the ASTM D570-98
(2010) ε1 adapted method [39]. PA66 films (100 mm × 100 mm × 1 mm) were pressed (6 t,
5 min, 270 ± 2 ◦C) and dried at 110 ◦C for 24 h. The membranes were weighed (mi, g) and
placed in a beaker containing distilled water for 24 h. The excess water was removed from
the membranes with a paper towel, and the samples were weighted again (mf, g). The
water content was determined using Equation (1), correlating it with the humidity (%).

Humidity =

(
m f − mi

)
mi

× 100 (1)

2.3. Membrane Preparation

The membranes were obtained by the immersion precipitation technique [6] of the two
systems PA66/FA/H2O and PA66/HCℓ/H2O. A schematic of the membrane preparation
is presented in Figure S1 (Supplementary Information). First, the PA66/HCℓ and PA66/FA
solutions were prepared by dissolving 20 g of PA66 in 100 cm3 of each solvent under
magnetic stirring for 2 h (Figure S1, Step 1). The stirrer was insulated with glass wool to
avoid heat transfer by friction, guaranteeing the solution concentration due to the volatility
of the solvent.

The solution was spread on a glass support using a casting knife to form a film with
a wet thickness of ~0.3 µm (Figure S1, Step 2). Subsequently, the solvent was evaporated
at a controlled temperature (depending on the solvent used) (Figure S1, Step 3) and then
immersed in the precipitation bath (Table 2) (Figure S1, Step 4).

Table 2. Conditions of time and temperature for the evaporation and immersion precipitation baths
for the preparation of PA66 membranes.

Membrane
Solvent

Evaporation Precipitation Bath

Time
(min)

Temperature
(◦C)

Time
(min)

Temperature
(◦C)

FA 10 20 120 25 ± 2
HCℓ 60 60 120 25 ± 2

2.4. Membrane Characterization

The membranes’ performances were evaluated in previous publications by means of
permeability and selectivity [40,41]. In brief, the membrane produced with FA showed a
pure water flux of 39 L m−2 h−1, while a pure water flux of 5.5 L m−2 h−1 was obtained for
the one prepared with HCℓ, when both membranes were compacted for 2 h at 101 kPa [41].
When compacted at 1500 kPa, the pure water flux was 17 and 22.2 L m−2 h−1 for FA and
HCℓ, respectively [40]. The selectivity was evaluated regarding egg albumin (45 kDa) and
bovine serum albumin (69 kDa), and both membranes presented similar selectivity values
of 70 and 80%, respectively.
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2.4.1. Fourier-Transform Infrared Spectroscopy Analysis

PA66 membranes and pure PA66 were analyzed by Fourier-transform infrared spec-
troscopy (FTIR) to evaluate the effect of the solvents in the PA66 structure. The membranes
were analyzed using the Attenuated Total Reflectance (ATR) accessory, while pure PA66
was analyzed in KBr tablets. The analysis was performed in a Nicolet IS10-Thermo Scien-
tific (Waltham, MA, USA) using the transmittance mode, with a range of 4000 to 400 cm−1

and a 4 cm−1 resolution.

2.4.2. Differential Scanning Calorimetry Analysis

The thermal analysis through differential scanning calorimetry (DSC) was performed
using Shimadzu DSC-50 equipment (Kyoto, Japan). PA66 (pellets) was cryogenically milled
and dried under vacuum at 90 ◦C for 2 h, while PA66/HCℓ membranes were analyzed
in film shape. The analyzed sample mass was 10 mg, with a heating and cooling rate of
10 ◦C·min−1 under a nitrogen atmosphere (flux of 50 mL·min−1) [42]. The melting enthalpy
values (∆Hf, J·g−1) and the melt temperature (Tf, ◦C) were taken from the curves generated
in the second heating. The crystallinity degree (Xc, %) was calculated from Equation (2),
adopting the value of 196 J·g−1 as the theoretical melting enthalpy of 100% crystalline PA66
(∆H0

f) [36].

Xc = 100 ×
(

∆H f

∆H0
f

)
(2)

2.4.3. Scanning Electron Microscopy

The scanning electron microscopy (SEM) analyses of surface and cross-section mem-
branes were performed using a Shimadzu microscope, model SSX 550 (Kyoto, Japan). The
samples were previously fractured in liquid nitrogen and metallized with a thin layer of
gold by means of sputtering. The analysis employed the secondary electrons’ detector, an
acceleration voltage of 15 kV, and magnifications of 2000 and 1000 times.

2.5. Solution Characterization

The complete study about the evaluation of the PA66/HCℓ system as a true solution
involved the determination of the following: (i) affinity between components, (ii) solu-
tion spontaneous formation, (iii) constant concentration over time, (iv) homogeneity, and
(v) swelling. All the detailed methodologies are described in a previous publication [43]. In
brief, the results indicated affinity between PA66 and HCℓ, with slow diffusion among the
polymer chains conferring mobility and creating a homogeneous solution with no phase
separation over time. In addition, HCℓ vapor promoted unlimited PA66 swelling, i.e.,
dissolving the polymer before it swelled.

2.6. Polymer Binary and Ternary Systems Determination

For the construction of a ternary phase diagram, the determination of three bi-
nary interaction parameters is necessary: the non-solvent/solvent system (g12), the non-
solvent/polymer (χ13), and the solvent/polymer (χ23). The subscripts “1”, “2”, and “3”
refer to the non-solvent, solvent, and polymer, respectively.

2.6.1. Determination of the Non-Solvent/Solvent Interaction Parameter (g12)

The g12 binary parameter interaction for a non-ideal system is usually determined
from the excess Gibbs free energy (GE) by Equation (3) [44].

GE = ∆Gm − RT(x1 lnx1 + x2lnx2) (3)



Membranes 2025, 15, 7 7 of 24

where ∆Gm is the Gibbs free energy of mixing, R is the universal gas constant, T is the
absolute temperature, and x is the component’s molar fraction.

For a two-component system, GE is related to the Gibbs free energy of the mixture by
Equation (4) and can generally be obtained by vapor pressure experiments or liquid–vapor
equilibrium data [45,46].

∆Gm

RT
= x1lnφ1 + x2lnφ2 + g12(φ)x1 φ2 (4)

where φ is the volumetric fraction.
The g12 parameter can be considered a free energy term, containing both enthalpic

and entropic contributions. As can be seen in Equation (5), the interaction parameter is
concentration-dependent; thus, the symbol g replaces χ.

g12 =
1

x1 φ2

[
x1ln

x1

φ2
+ x2ln

x2

φ2
+

GE

RT

]
(5)

The non-solvent/solvent interaction parameter was determined using the cloud point
method. The cloud point curve was determined by the titration method [44,47]. For this,
PA66 solutions with concentrations of 5, 10, 15, 20, 25 and 30 g in HCℓ and in FA were
prepared. Distilled water (non-solvent) was slowly added to the solution with a burette
until the solution went from totally translucid to cloudy. After the first turbidity signal,
the non-solvent addition was discontinued, and the solution remained under stirring for
a further 30 min to verify the turbidity stability. In the case the solution returned to be
translucid, the procedure of adding water was resumed. The cloud point curve composition
was then determined by the non-solvent/solvent/polymer amount.

The fit tests for the experimental data obtained in the cloud point curve experiments
were conducted using the cloud point curve linearization (CPL) method. Using the CPL
Boom’s correlation method, the behavior of the calculated cloud point curve was evaluated
by Equation (6) in relation to the experimental data. If experimental data are well fitted by
the CPL Boom’s method, the L–L demixing process occurs; otherwise, the S–L happens.

ln
w1

w3
= bln

w2

w3
+ a (6)

where w1,2,3 are the component’s mass fraction. The intersection (a) obtained through the
linearization of Equation (6) is related to interaction parameters and molar volumes, i.e.,
enthalpic interactions are considered. The linearization slope (b) relates only to entropic
parameters, i.e., molar volumes.

The liquid–vapor equilibrium data for the H2O/FA system are available in the litera-
ture; however, they are not found for the H2O/HCℓ system. So, from non-solvent/solvent
amounts added in the different solutions, the Aspen Plus 7.3 software was used to estimate
the liquid–vapor equilibrium values using the Universal Functional Activity Coefficient
(UNIFAC) [47–49] method for both systems (HCℓ and FA). The software determined the
Gibbs free energy of mixing for the systems, and g12 was then calculated by Equation (5).

In addition, the Flory–Huggins theory was used to describe the phases’ behavior in
ternary systems of polymeric solutions for membrane formation, in which binary interaction
parameters were included. According to this theory, the Gibbs free energy of the mixture
(∆Gm) for ternary systems is provided by Equation (7).

∆Gm

RT
= n1lnφ1 + n2lnφ2 + n3lnφ3 + g12n1 φ2 + χ13n1 φ3 + χ23n2 φ3 (7)
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where n1,2,3 are the molar number, φ1,2,3 are the volumetric fraction of the components, R is
the gas constant, and T is the absolute temperature (K).

2.6.2. Determination of the Non-Solvent/Polymer Interaction Parameter (χ13)

The non-solvent/polymer interaction parameter was determined by swelling in equi-
librium [6,44]. PA66 film samples were prepared with dimensions of 100 mm × 100 mm ×
1 mm, pressed (6 t, 5 min, 270 ± 2 ◦C), and dried in oven at 110 ◦C for 24 h. The samples
were kept submerged in a beaker containing distilled water under a controlled temperature
of 25 ± 2 ◦C. Every two days, the samples were taken out of the water and weighed. This
procedure was repeated until no significant difference in mass was observed between
measurements. The non-solvent/polymer interaction parameter was then calculated using
Equation (8).

χ13 = − ln(1 − φ3) + φ3

(φ3)
2 (8)

where φ3 is the polymer volumetric fraction, which correlates to the amount of non-solvent
absorbed by the polymer through Equation (9).

φ3 = − n3 × V3

n1 × V1 + n3 × V3
(9)

where n3 is the amount of polymer (mol), V3 is the polymer molar volume (cm3·mol), n1 is
the amount of water (mol), and V1 is the water molar volume (cm3·mol).

2.6.3. Determination of the Interaction Solvent/Polymer Parameter (χ23)

The determination of the solvent/polymer interaction parameter (χ23) was performed
through vapor pressure measurements for the solutions and pure solvents in equilib-
rium [13]. PA66 solutions were prepared by dissolving 5, 10, 15, 20, 25 and 30 g of PA66 in
100 cm3 of HCℓ and FA. The vapor was collected from the PA66 solutions and pure solvents
in an equipment setup (as shown in Figure 2, Phase 1) for 2 h under magnetic stirring at
room temperature (25 ± 2 ◦C) and 1 atm.

Membranes 2025, 15, x FOR PEER REVIEW 8 of 24 
 

 

interaction parameters were included. According to this theory, the Gibbs free energy of 
the mixture (ΔGm) for ternary systems is provided by Equation (7). ∆𝐺𝑅𝑇 = 𝑛ଵln𝜑ଵ + 𝑛ଶln𝜑ଶ + 𝑛ଷln𝜑ଷ + 𝑔ଵଶ𝑛ଵ𝜑ଶ + 𝜒ଵଷ𝑛ଵ𝜑ଷ + 𝜒ଶଷ𝑛ଶ𝜑ଷ (7)

where n1,2,3 are the molar number, φ1,2,3 are the volumetric fraction of the components, R is 
the gas constant, and T is the absolute temperature (K). 

2.6.2. Determination of the Non-Solvent/Polymer Interaction Parameter (χ13) 

The non-solvent/polymer interaction parameter was determined by swelling in equi-
librium [6,44]. PA66 film samples were prepared with dimensions of 100 mm × 100 mm × 
1 mm, pressed (6 t, 5 min, 270 ± 2 °C), and dried in oven at 110 °C for 24 h. The samples 
were kept submerged in a beaker containing distilled water under a controlled tempera-
ture of 25 ± 2 °C. Every two days, the samples were taken out of the water and weighed. 
This procedure was repeated until no significant difference in mass was observed between 
measurements. The non-solvent/polymer interaction parameter was then calculated using 
Equation (8). 𝜒ଵଷ = − ln(1 − 𝜑ଷ) + 𝜑ଷ(𝜑ଷ)ଶ  (8)

where φ3 is the polymer volumetric fraction, which correlates to the amount of non-sol-
vent absorbed by the polymer through Equation (9). φଷ = − 𝑛ଷ × 𝑉ଷ𝑛ଵ × 𝑉ଵ + 𝑛ଷ × 𝑉ଷ (9)

where n3 is the amount of polymer (mol), V3 is the polymer molar volume (cm3·mol), n1 is 
the amount of water (mol), and V1 is the water molar volume (cm3·mol). 

2.6.3. Determination of the Interaction Solvent/Polymer Parameter (χ23) 

The determination of the solvent/polymer interaction parameter (χ23) was performed 
through vapor pressure measurements for the solutions and pure solvents in equilibrium 
[13]. PA66 solutions were prepared by dissolving 5, 10, 15, 20, 25 and 30 g of PA66 in 
100 cm3 of HCℓ and FA. The vapor was collected from the PA66 solutions and pure sol-
vents in an equipment setup (as shown in Figure 2, Phase 1) for 2 h under magnetic stirring 
at room temperature (25 ± 2 °C) and 1 atm. 

 

Figure 2. Experimental apparatus for vapor pressure measurements of PA66 solutions and pure 
solvents. Phase 1 represents the vapor collection, while Phase 2 represents the vapor bubbling in 
ultrapure water. 

Figure 2. Experimental apparatus for vapor pressure measurements of PA66 solutions and pure
solvents. Phase 1 represents the vapor collection, while Phase 2 represents the vapor bubbling in
ultrapure water.

The vapor collected (Figure 2, Phase 1) was bubbled in ultrapure water under magnetic
stirring for 10 min, as shown in Figure 2, Phase 2. In sequence, the resulting solution
was titrated with 0.09746 mol·L−1 NaOH aqueous solution for bubbled solutions from
PA66/HCℓ or 0.01 mol·L−1 NaOH for bubbled solutions from PA66/FA [50].
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The stoichiometric ratios were established by quantifying the solvent molar concentra-
tion (n1) in the vapor phase. The vapor pressure of the solutions (P1) and pure solvents
(P0

1 ) were determined from the ideal gas equation (PV = nRT). With the values obtained,
the solvent activity (a1, Equation (10)) [51], and then, the solvent/polymer interaction
parameters (χ23) were calculated for all concentrations by Equation (11).

a1 =
P1

P0
1

(10)

χ =

[
ln
(

P1
P0

1

)
− lnφ1 −

(
1 − 1

N2

)
φ2

]
φ2

2
(11)

where N2 = V2/V1, which is the proportion between the molar volumes of the components.
Finally, the data were processed by DataFit software version 7.1.44, and the values for

χ23 given were determined by the non-linear fit coefficient.

3. Results and Discussion
3.1. PA66 Water Absorption

PA66 absorbed 1.92 ± 0.02% (w/w) of water, which is explained by the hydrophilic
nature of polyamides, absorbing water from the environment through hydrogen bonds [52].
According to Kohan (1995), pure PA66 can absorb up to 8.5% of its weight when immersed
in water and up to 2.5% in an environment with 50% relative humidity [2]. Le Huy &
Rault (1994) also found a value of 2.5% but under 100% relative humidity [52]. Brandrup &
Immergut (1989) observed 1.2% water absorption by PA66 from the brand Zytel (following
the ASTM D570 [39]) and concluded that membranes produced with hydrophilic polymers
have improved permeability [36].

3.2. PA66 Membrane Characterization

Several studies describe preparation of polyamide membranes by immersion precipita-
tion (IP) using formic acid as a solvent [3,23]. However, only a few works on the membranes
prepared by the IP method using HCℓ as a solvent are found in the literature [53,54]. In this
sense, a complete membrane characterization is relevant to compare the PA66 membranes
prepared using HCℓ and FA as solvents.

3.2.1. Chemical Characterization Through Fourier-Transform Infrared
Spectroscopy Analysis

FT-IR analyzes were performed for PA66/HCℓ and PA66/FA membranes, as well
as for pure PA66 as a comparison, as seen in Figure 3. Polyamide did not change its
structure with the use of solvents, which is evidenced by the presence of PA66 characteristic
bands, such as N–H stretching at 3297 cm−1, C–H2 stretching at 2920 and 2860 cm−1, and
C=O amide stretching at 1632 cm−1. Similar results were described for PA66 membranes
prepared using HCℓ as solvent [3,54,55]. The 936 cm−1 band is attributed to the PA66
crystalline phase and the trans conformation of the crystalline and amorphous phases,
while the bands between 1144 and 1180 cm−1 are referred to as N-C=O skeletal vibrations
of amorphous phases [56]. The presence of all bands from pure PA66 in PA66/FA and
PA66/HCℓ membranes indicates the removal of solvents during the IP method did not
modify the polymer structure [41].
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3.2.2. Thermal Analysis Through Differential Scanning Calorimetry

DSC curves for PA66/HCℓ and PA66/FA membranes for the first heating (and pure
PA66, for comparison) are shown in Figure 4, while the results of Tf, ∆Hf and Xc obtained
from the curve analysis are presented in Table 3. A single melting event can be observed
between 250–265 ◦C for both samples, which is in agreement with polyamides’ typical
melting temperature [57]. The PA66 DSC curve has a discrete pre-crystallization event
(~250 ◦C) [57], which does not appear in the membranes’ curves, probably due to the
structural organization caused by the dissolution in the solvents (HCℓ and FA).
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Table 3. Thermal characteristics and crystallinity degree of pure PA66 and PA66/HCℓ and
PA66/FA membranes.

Polymer/Membranes Tf (◦C) ∆Hf (J·g−1) Xc (%)

PA66 256.80 68.86 35
PA66/FA 265.20 88.78 45

PA66/HCℓ 255.51 69.72 35

No change in the thermal behavior of the PA66/HCℓ membrane was observed when
compared to pure PA66, maintaining the same Tf and Xc values. Contrarily, Tf and Xc
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increased in the PA66/FA membrane (from 256 ◦C to 265 ◦C for Tf and from 35 to 45%
for Xc). According to Mulder (2003) and Canevarollo (2010), any factor that increases the
intermolecular forces will increase the polymer Tf. For the PA66/FA membrane, hydro-
gen bonds formed between PA66 and FA are responsible for the greater intermolecular
forces [6,58].

DSC results proved that the HCℓ acted only as a solvent, not attacking or changing
the PA66 structure (observed by the unaltered thermal and crystallinity properties), in the
same way as observed by Poletto (2010) [41]. Regarding the effect of these properties on
membrane performance, higher crystallinities are correlated to a significant permeability
reduction (when compared to amorphous polymeric membranes) [36].

3.2.3. Morphological Analysis of the PA66 Membranes

PA66/FA films became opaque and dropped off the plates within 7–10 s after being
immersed in water. PA/HCℓ films started to be turbid during solvent evaporation (60 min
in the air), completing the change in appearance when immersed in the precipitation bath
(7–10 s). This two-stage phase separation process (a dry–wet phase separation process) is
one way to obtain a defect-free top layer (homogeneous) in asymmetric membranes [6].

Visual observation is the most simple technique to distinguish instantaneous (t < 1 s)
and delayed L–L demixing processes [6]. The first is characterized by the opaque appear-
ance (instead of translucid) and the instantaneous film displacement from the glass plate
when immersed in a non-solvent bath. On the other hand, in delayed L–L demixing, the
film takes a certain amount of time to become opaque and come off the glass plate. In this
sense, both films can be classified as delayed L–L demixing processes.

The SEM images of the PA66 membranes are shown in Figure 5. Both membranes’
(PA66/FA and PA/HCℓ) upper surfaces revealed a non-porous and homogeneous dense
layer composed of polygonal grains (Figure 5a,b).

According to the studies of phase demixing mechanisms in PA66/FA membranes [3,25],
the polygonal characteristic with quasi-linear limits similar to spherulites is characteristic
of the S–L demixing phases process (crystallization). The slow spherulitic crystallization of
the polymer crystalline fraction occurs within this layer (skin) in the delayed immersion
precipitation phase demixing process. In addition, the crystal grain morphology is limited
because of impurities (solvent, non-solvent, and non-crystallizable materials) present in
these regions being expelled during the phase of demixing and forming borders.

The (radial) spherulite formation could be observed In the PA66/HCℓ membrane
(Figure 5e). The crystalline fraction of aliphatic polyamides favors the spherulite formation
because the solution crystallization temperature is lower than the polymer melting tem-
perature [6]. The presence of spherulites (Figure 5a,b) can be correlated to the solutions’
intrinsic viscosity and the viscosimetric radius size of the molecules in the solution. The
higher viscosity of the PA66 solutions in FA ([η]FA = 0.555 dL·g−1) with radius expansion
of the molecule (RV = 100.7 nm) provided larger polygonal grains than the PA66 membrane
surface in HCℓ ([η]HCℓ = 0.185 dL·g−1 and RV = 69.4 nm).

The presence of spherulites In the PA66/HCℓ membranes (although smaller than in
PA66/FA membranes) may be due to the solvent evaporation step before the precipitation
bath due to the higher solvent volatility (277 mmHg) and the additional time allowed for
the reorganization of the polymer crystalline fraction. In addition, the spherulites would be
larger if HCℓ was pure and not a solution (37%). Poletto (2010) reported an increase in the
polygonal grain size due to solvent volatility. Similar results were observed by Guan et al.
(2006), which related a better interaction between the solvent and polymer with smaller
grain area, uniformity, and less membrane surface irregularity [59].
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1000×). (e) Detail of the radial spherulites of the PA66/HCℓ membrane’s upper surface (magnification
of 2000×).

The cross-sections of the PA66/FA and PA66/HCℓ membranes (Figure 5c,d) have
similar morphologies. The morphology of the PA66 membranes in both solvents is typical
of PA membranes precipitated in aggressive baths (such as water), with a dense layer
and cellular pore structure. The PA66/FA membrane (Figure 5c) has a dense layer of
approximately 4 µm and small cellular pores surrounded by the polymeric matrix. On the
other hand, the PA66/HCℓ membrane (Figure 5d) has a denser layer (~23 µm) and small
cell pores surrounded by the polymeric matrix. Overall, the cross-section images pointed to
a phase demixing process initiated by a S–L demixing followed by a L–L demixing process,
both delayed and intensely competitive [3,5,25,26].

The formation of a non-porous dense layer (Figure 5) occurs because of the increasing
polymer concentration at the interface of the film with the bath (water) [3]. During the
precipitation, a thick gel layer was formed on the surface, excluding the possibility of liquid
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micelles nucleation in the region (pore formation). This process was more intense in the
PA66/HCℓ membrane because of the solvent evaporation step starting the precipitation
before the immersion bath [6]. This step probably favored the higher polymer concentration
on the surface, resulting in a greater dense layer thickness (23 µm) compared to the PA66/FA
(4 µm) membrane.

3.2.4. Polymer Binary and Ternary Systems
(g12) the Non-Solvent/Solvent Interaction Parameter

The Gibbs free energy of the mixtures (∆Gm) obtained by simulation as a function of
the volumetric fraction of H2O (φ1) for each system (H2O/FA and H2O/HCℓ; six diverse
experimental points) is presented in Table S1 (Supplementary Information).

Figure 6 shows the behavior of the Gibbs free energy of the non-solvent/solvent
mixture of the experimental, theoretical, and polynomial fit systems for (a) H2O/FA and
(b) H2O/HCℓ. The obtained experimental values agree with the simulated ones with
adequate adjustment (based on the R2). The two systems behave differently: the increase in
the volumetric fraction of water promoted a more intense non-solvent/solvent interaction
in the H2O/FA system (indicated by the higher negative values of ∆Gm), while the opposite
was observed in the H2O/HCℓ system. This behavior can be better visualized when both
data are combined in a single plot, as demonstrated in Figure 6c: the data from the H2O/FA
system are on the descending part of the parabola and from the H2O/HCℓ system on the
ascending part. This means that the H2O/HCℓ system accepts twice the water fraction of
the H2O/FA system.
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The explanation may be the formation of hydrogen bonds between FA and water
in the H2O/FA system. Given it is an exothermic process, the H2O/FA system is more
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favorable. On the other hand, the H+ ion of the acid from the H2O/HCℓ system binds to
water molecules and forms a hydronium ion (H3O+), displacing the equilibrium to the
right and reducing the ∆Gm value when compared to the H2O/FA system. This process is
exothermic and favorable (even to a reduced degree regarding ∆Gm value) but in greater
intensity in relation to the water volumetric fraction (φ1).

The g12 non-solvent/solvent interaction parameters for the H2O/FA and H2O/HCℓ

systems as a function of the H2O volumetric fraction (φ1) are shown in Figure 7. Concen-
tration dependences are provided in Table S2 (Supplementary Information), as calculated
by the cubic fit performed for both the H2O/FA and H2O/HCℓ systems.
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H2O/HCℓ system as a function of the H2O volumetric fraction (φ1).

The g12 non-solvent/solvent interaction parameter behaves differently for the H2O/FA
and H2O/HCℓ systems. The g12 increased with φ1 for the H2O/FA system, while the
opposite was observed for the H2O/HCℓ, showing the strong interaction between the
non-solvent/solvent. The more negative g12 values for water and HCℓ indicated a more
favorable system than the H2O/FA [6,44,60]. Negative g12 values influence the binodal
position in the phase inversion process [45].

The cubic fit had an adequate adjustment to the data for both systems, and the
differences between them can be associated with the concentrations (37–38% for HCℓ

versus 98–100% for FA) and vapor pressure (277 mmHg for HCℓ versus 42 mmHg for
FA). Strong interactions between H2O and FA were attributed to hydrogen bonding and
the partial dissociation of FA in water, which contributes to excess free enthalpy of the
mixture and the g12 interaction parameter [23]. There is no hydrogen bonding between
water and HCℓ; however, the acid dissociation constant of HCℓ (Ka = 1 × 107) is higher
than FA (Ka = 1.77 × 10−4), explaining the g12 values from the H2O/HCℓ system.

Negative values for the g12 interaction parameter may have influenced the morphology
of the prepared films. According to van de Witte et al. (1996), the lower the g12 value, the
longer the film precipitation time required (delayed demixing) and the higher the polymer
concentration in the film [5]. Altena & Smolders (1982) related this manifestation to the
strong interaction between the non-solvent/solvent requiring a smaller water amount for
the L–L phase demixing [45]. Zhang et al. (2011) affirm the solvent amount leaving the film
is greater than the non-solvent amount entering the film, resulting in considerably dense
layers [47]. This effect was more significant in PA66/HCℓ films (Figure 5c), probably due
to the higher vapor pressure of HCℓ.

Nonetheless, considering g12 as concentration-dependent of the water volumetric
fraction added to the ternary system non-solvent/solvent/polymer [6,23,24,45,47], the
values obtained for both systems did not differ significantly with the increase of the φ1

fraction. The polymer concentration range evaluated (10–30 g, moderate concentration)
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justifies the concentration dependence. It is possible that lower concentrations would
intensify the φ1 concentration dependence in the membrane formation [61], in which more
than 10 g of polymer promote a constant ratio between non-solvent and solvent.

(χ13) Non-Solvent/Polymer Interaction Parameter

The χ13 non-solvent/polymer interaction parameter is constant and concentration-
independent [23] and is usually determined by swelling measures in equilibrium [44].
The measurements of H2O/PA66 at 25 ◦C obtained an χ13 of +2.77. The literature reports
χ13 = +1.4 for the water/cellulose acetate [45], χ13 = +3.7 for H2O/PSU [45], χ13 = +2.83
for H2O/PES [44], and χ13 = +2.34 for H2O/PMMA [60]. Cheng et al. (1994) obtained
χ13 = +1.40 for the H2O/PA66 system using a PA66 (Zytel 101, Wilmington, DuPont) with
a molar mass of 87,000 g·mol−1 and intrinsic viscosity of 2.683 dL·g−1 [33] (whereas the
PA66 used in this work presents 11,600 g·mol−1 molar mass with intrinsic viscosity of
0.555 dL·g−1). This result indicates that χ13 is inversely proportional to the molar mass and
the polymer’s intrinsic viscosity.

According to Mulder (2003), a non-solvent penetrates the polymer until the chemical
potential of the liquid inside is equal to the chemical potential outside [6]. Thus, the
equilibrium establishment may have been impaired by the lower polymer molar mass and
enhanced the χ13 interaction parameter.

(χ23) Solvent/Polymer Interaction Parameter

The solvent/polymer interaction parameter (χ23) determination required the study
of solvent activity from liquid/vapor equilibrium by means of the vapor pressure
method [13,62]. Solvent activity (calculated from Equation (10)) of FA and HCℓ at dif-
ferent PA66 concentrations are presented in Figure 8.
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The FA and HCℓ activity as a function of the PA66 volumetric fraction can be explained
by the Flory–Huggins theory [63,64]. This theory proposes that polymer solutions have
negative deviations from Raoult’s Law and are triggered by wider entropic contributions
caused by the difference between the molar volumes of the solvents and polymer. However,
the large molar mass difference can be due to the similar vapor pressures of dilute solutions
(P1) and pure solvent (P0

1 ) at the same temperature since only the solvents coexist in both
phases (given that polymers do not evaporate) [13]. This behavior was observed in the
present study for the PA66/FA system but not for the PA66/HCℓ system.

The vapor pressure of pure HCℓ was 277 mmHg, which is the same found value
in the literature [65]. The value obtained for FA was 45 mmHg, which is close to the
tabulated value in the Handbook of Chemistry and Physics (1962): 42 mmHg [66]. The
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HCℓ used employed (fuming HCℓ, boiling point = 45 ◦C [67]) was more volatile than FA
(boiling point = 100.7 ◦C [67]), which was evidenced by the difference in vapor pressure
with the addition of PA66 (Figure 8). FA is less volatile than HCℓ (Figure 8), revealing the
behavior described by Tager (1978) and Wohlfarth (2001), i.e., a minor difference in the
vapor pressure with the polymer addition [12,13].

The solvent activity In the PA66/FA and PA66/HCℓ systems was reduced with the
increase of the polymer volumetric fraction, influencing the PA66/HCℓ system more
than the PA66/FA system. It can be explained by the strong interaction of HCℓ with
PA66 through dipole–dipole intermolecular forces [55], which is similar to the behavior of
polyelectrolyte solutions [33]. On the other hand, FA and PA66 interact through hydrogen
intermolecular bonds and do not possess the same affinity between solvent and polymer.
It can be attributed to the limitation of the Flory–Huggins model in assuming an ideal
interaction between polymers and solvent molecules. This model is constrained to liquids
without volume variation in the mixture since significant differences in intermolecular
forces and molecule size are not considered [32]. Similar behavior was observed by Karimi
et al. (2008), which showed the pressure reduction of N, N’-dimethylformamide (DMF,
polar solvent) as a function of the polysulfone volumetric fraction in both the semi-dilute
and concentrated conditions [14].

The solvent volatility influences the membrane morphology; for instance, volatile sol-
vents form less porous membranes with a higher polymer concentration in the membrane’s
upper (dense) layer [59], as observed in Figure 5. FA is less volatile, so the diffusion speed
between the solvent and the non-solvent in the immersion–precipitation process is slower,
promoting pore formation. HCℓ is more volatile; thus, the diffusion speed in the demixing
process is faster, favoring the formation of a non-porous dense layer [3].

The solvent/polymer interaction parameter (χ23) for the PA66/FA and PA66/HCℓ

binary systems was calculated using the vapor pressure results, and the values for χ23 were
given by the non-linear fit coefficient, as shown in Figure 9.
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The nonlinear fit using the slope coefficient provided values for the solvent/polymer
interaction parameter (χ23) of −9.0 for the PA66/FA system and −7.74 for the PA66/HCℓ

system. The Flory–Huggins interaction parameter (χ) is an interaction force measured
between solvent and polymer. If χ is less than 0.5, there are favorable interactions between
solvent and polymer, and the solvent dissolves the polymer [30]. Poor solvents (solvents
with a smaller variation of ∆G and ∆µi when interacting with polymers [68]) have an χ

value greater than 1.0, while good solvents (solvents with a larger variation of ∆G and ∆µi
when interacting with polymers [68]) have an χ with negative values, as observed in the
present study. The determination of the solvent activity was made with the interaction
parameter χ, improving the experimental data interpretations. This is particularly possible
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for polar systems, given that the Flory–Huggins model considers the entropic term related
to the polymeric chain configuration, while the enthalpic term relates to the polymer and
solvent molecules interactions [32].

It is possible to observe in Figure 9 that the PA66 volumetric fractions (φ3) added to the
PA66/HCℓ system are superior to the ones added to the PA66/FA system. Moreover, the
logarithm values of HCℓ activity are more negative when compared to FA. However, due
to the best non-linear fit of PA66/FA system, the value of χ23 was more negative, indicating
that FA is a better solvent for PA66. The inadequate non-linear fit of the PA66/HCℓ system
probably occurred due to the acid volatility and the water amount present in the solvent,
raising the χ23 value and suggesting that HCℓ is not as good of a solvent as FA for PA66.
Considering the lower HCℓ concentration in the solution (37–38%, compared to 98–100%
for FA) and that almost twice the polymer fraction (φ3) has been dissolved, HCℓ can be
considered the best solvent for PA66. Strong acids protonate polyamides and significantly
enhance the dissolution of the crystalline phase; however, even though water interacts with
polyamides through hydrogen bonding, it cannot be considered a solvent at the evaluated
temperature [69].

Cheng et al. (1994) determined χ23 for Nylon 6, Nylon 66, and Nylon 610 with FA
and H2O, but using the exothermic interaction of polyamides with FA to build the ternary
systems, barring a direct comparison [33]. Later, Bulte et al. (1996) determined χ23 for the
ternary systems of three types of nylon and FA/H2O utilizing the Flory–Huggins model [23].
The interaction parameters found were expressed as logarithmic functions of ratios of the
volume fractions of solvent–polymer (v2) obtained from the fusion temperature for Nylon
4,6 (−3.95–1.46 lnv2), Nylon 4,6-co-6 (−4.32–1.32 lnv2), and Nylon 6 (−3.91–1.59 lnv2) [23].

Previous studies demonstrated the Gibbs free energy (∆Gm) of both homogeneous
mixtures is negative [43]. Negative values for χ23 were obtained for the PA6/poly(vinyl
alcohol)(PVA)/FA system in different concentrations, with −1.7846 being the most negative
value for the PA6/PVA 20/80 concentration [55]. The negative values of χ23 indicate that
the miscibility is attributed to hydrogen bonds between the PA6 and PVA segments [55].
The PA66/PVA/FA system in different concentrations also had negative χ23 values, with
χ23 = −14.1 for the PA66/PVA 50/50 concentration [70]. The authors attributed the re-
duction of the hydrogen interactions between PA and segments of PVA when the ratio of
hydrocarbon chain to amide group increases from six carbons in PA66 [70]. This value
(χ23 = −14.1) is more negative than the one obtained in the present work for the PA66/FA
and PA66/HCℓ systems. It is believed the negative values for the χ23 of polyamides are
due to the polymer protonation by solvents.

Low values for χ23, coupled with high values of χ13, increase the amount of non-
solvent necessary for the L–L phase demixing process [45]. The PA66/HCℓ system pre-
sented this behavior; aside from the solvent containing a large water concentration in its
formulation, the added amount of non-solvent for precipitation was practically double the
required amount for the PA66/FA system (in which the solvent is virtually pure).

Ternary Systems

The ternary phase diagrams comparing the initial composition (binary system)
with the cloud point curve (χ23 final composition) for the H2O/FA/PA66 (a) and
H2O/HCℓ/PA66 (b) systems are shown in Figure 10. Thermodynamic systems are gener-
ally demonstrated by a ternary phase diagram, which comprises non-solvent, solvent, and
polymer (here, H2O, FA or HCℓ, and PA66, respectively). The triangle vertices represent
the pure components, and the points inside the triangle represent the mixture of three com-
ponents. The boundary of the L–L phase demixing is generally called the “binodal curve”
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for monodisperse polymers, whereas it is called the “cloud point curve” for polydisperse
polymers [5].
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Analyzing Figure 10a, the cloud point curve for the ternary system H2O/FA/PA66 is
close to the solvent/polymer axis (FA/PA66), in which the system’s initial composition can
be found. It indicates that less non-solvent is required to induce the phase demixing [47],
intensifying as the PA66 concentration increased, which is similar to that observed by
Zhang et al. (2011) [47]. It is also in agreement with the presence of a thick dense layer
(Figure 5c,d) and the intersection point of the phase demixing on the non-solvent/polymer
located near the polymer axis since higher χ13 values are attributed to a delayed phase
demixing process [5].

On the other hand, the cloud point curve for the ternary system H2O/HCℓ/PA66
(Figure 10b) is close to the non-solvent/polymer axis (H2O/PA66) and far from its initial
composition, indicating that a larger water volumetric fraction (φ1, non-solvent) was
required to induce the phase demixing. This effect was also confirmed by the φ1 added to
the non-solvent/solvent binary system (g12, H2O/HCℓ), which was practically double the
added amount to the H2O/FA system.

According to Mulder (2003), the cloud point curve is the boundary between the one-
phase region (homogeneous and equilibrium) and the two-phase region [6]. This means
that the homogeneous region of the PA66/HCℓ binary system is larger than the PA66/FA
binary system, favoring a membrane formation with uniform microstructure [47].

Lower g12 values indicate high miscibility between non-solvent and solvent, reducing
the solvent strength because the non-solvent competes with the polymer for the solvent [60].
This effect was not observed in the H2O/HCℓ/PA66 ternary system. Although it has
presented a lower g12 value, the solvent strength was not reduced (cloud point curve
location in Figure 10b), which may be justified by the HCℓ ionization force (Ka = 1 × 107).

The cloud point curve linearization using Boom’s CPL method (Equation (6)) for the
H2O/FA/PA66 and H2O/HCℓ/PA66 systems is shown in Figure 11.

The H2O/FA/PA66 system presented perfectly adjusted linearization (R2 = 0.9996),
indicating that L–L demixing occurred (according to the parameter of R2 > 0.999 [47]). PA6
and PA66 solutions in strong acids (such as H2SO4 and HCℓ) have an L–L phase demixing
structure [33], similar to the one observed in Figure 5d when immersed in water. This
is due to the strong protonation of the polyamide, which remains even in the presence
of water. As a result, the crystal nucleation and growth are delayed and the L–L phase
demixing becomes kinetically favored in relation to the S–L crystallization process.
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Figure 11. Cloud point curve linearization for the H2O/FA/PA66 and H2O/HCℓ/PA66 systems
based on CPL Boom’s correlation.

The H2O/FA/PA66 system shows a lower R2 fit deviation slightly below 0.999
(0.98156), indicating that both L–L and S–L (or crystallization) demixing processes oc-
curred. While some studies stated that the PA66/FA/H2O system is dominated by the S–L
crystallization process [33], others reported competition between L–L and S–L demixing
processes [11]. In the latter, the L–L was dominant at lower concentrations (<17% v/w),
while S–L demixing was preferable between 20 and 30% (v/w) due to the smaller non-
solvent amount required for the demixing process, confirming the result found in this
work [11].

The cloud point curve experimental points and the theoretical curve calculated us-
ing the CPL Boom’s correlation for the PA66/FA/H2O and PA66/HCℓ/H2O systems
are presented in Figure 12. It is observed that the equilibrium region is larger in the
PA66/HCℓ/H2O system (Figure 12b), indicating that the system accepts more water, prob-
ably due to the interactions that occur in the system. The non-solvent competes with
the polymer for the solvent, as indicated by the g12 negative value [60]. No hydrogen
bonds happened with PA66/HCℓ/H2O, neither between non-solvent/solvent nor between
solvent/polymer; but, dipole–dipole interactions, acid–base interactions, and/or similar
behavior to polyelectrolyte solutions may have happened [33]. It is likely that the competi-
tion for the solvent was not intense because the solvent in this case is a solution (37–38%),
i.e., it has a certain amount of water.
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For the PA66/FA/H2O system (Figure 12a), the stable region is close to the poly-
mer/solvent axis, indicating that a small non-solvent amount is sufficient to promote
phase demixing [27,71]. Hydrogen bonds occur both between the non-solvent/solvent and
between solvent/polymer, justifying competition for the solvent between the non-solvent
and the polymer (g12 mean value of −2.2) [60].

The Gibbs free energy calculated by the Flory–Huggins method (Equation (7)) is shown
in Figure 13 as a behavior of the mixture as a function of the polymer volumetric fraction
(φ3) for the PA66/FA/H2O and PA66/HCℓ/H2O ternary systems. The PA66/FA/H2O and
PA66/HCℓ/H2O ternary systems present opposite behaviors. While ∆Gm increases with
φ3 for the PA66/FA/H2O system, it decreases for the PA66/HCℓ/H2O ternary system,
probably due to interaction forces. Hydrogen bonds among the three components of
the PA66/FA/H2O system cause a reduction in the spontaneity as φ3 increases, which is
common since polymer and non-solvent compete for hydrogen bonds with the solvent.
In the PA66/HCℓ/H2O system, dipole–dipole interactions happen between solvent and
non-solvent, hydrogen bonds between non-solvent and polymer, and between solvent
and polymer the possibilities are dipole–dipole, acid–base, and/or similar behavior to a
polyelectrolyte solution [33]. This means the chemical affinity among the three components
increases the possibilities of interactions, favoring the system’s spontaneity with an increase
in φ3.
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The Flory–Huggins model does not consider all the complexities of specific interac-
tions between solvent and polymer (such as hydrogen bonds and specific intermolecular
bonds) [32], which can explain the behavior observed in Figures 12 and 13. However, this
shortcoming can be addressed by employing empirical parameters, which do not compro-
mise the simplicity, broad acceptance, and ease of application of the Flory–Huggins model.

4. Conclusions
This work investigated two ternary systems (PA66/FA/H2O and PA66/HCℓ/H2O)

using experimental analysis associated with theoretical data regarding the preparation
of polymeric membranes using the phase inversion technique. Both the H2O/FA/PA66
and H2O/HCℓ/PA66 ternary systems promoted similar morphologies to the membranes,
which included a dense and non-porous upper layer. The membranes obtained from
the H2O/FA/PA66 ternary system presented a delayed phase demixing, with L–L and
S–L demixing processes competing depending on the polymer concentration. The
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H2O/HCℓ/PA66 membranes also showed delayed phase demixing, following a L–L demix-
ing process.

Regarding the thermodynamic analysis, the Flory–Huggins theory served as a guide;
however, several adjustments had to be considered due to the strong polarity of both
solvents since the theory was developed for apolar systems. Although both systems
were favorable, the Gibbs free energy of the H2O/FA/PA66 ternary mixture indicated
that this system was more favorable than the H2O/HCℓ/PA66 system. In addition, the
solvent/polymer interaction parameter of the PA66/FA system indicated that FA is a better
solvent. However, considering the HCℓ concentration (37–38%), water amount, volatility,
and the dissolved φ3 fraction, HCℓ can be considered the best solvent for PA66 to produce
porous polymeric membranes with a dense upper layer.

Further studies are still necessary to define the metastable region of the ternary system,
including the spinodal curve and tie lines, as well as to identify the critical point. This
information will enable the quantification of the polymer-rich and polymer-lean phases,
which are valuable pieces of information for membrane preparation. Additionally, it is
important to develop a methodology to experimentally determine the non-solvent/solvent
interaction parameter for both systems.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:
//www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/membranes15010007/s1, Figure S1: Schematic of the membrane
preparation by the immersion precipitation technique; Table S1: Values of ∆Gm as a function of φ1

for the H2O/FA and H2O/HCℓ systems; Table S2: Concentration dependence summary of the (g12)
non-solvent/solvent interaction parameter for the H2O/FA and H2O/HCℓ systems.

Author Contributions: J.D.: project conceptualization, experimental design, experimental work,
analysis of results, discussion of results, writing—original draft; C.S.R.: writing—review and editing;
C.B.: writing—review and editing; V.d.S.: supervision; funding acquisition, writing—review and
editing; M.Z.: supervision, funding acquisition, writing—review and editing, project administration.
All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data are contained within the article or Supplementary Materials.

Acknowledgments: J.D. is thankful for the sponsorship from the University of Caxias do Sul.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References
1. Liao, G.; Li, Z.; Luan, C.; Wang, Z.; Yao, X.; Fu, J. Additive manufacturing of polyamide 66: Effect of process parameters on

crystallinity and mechanical properties. J. Mater. Eng. Perform. 2022, 31, 191–200. [CrossRef]
2. Kohan, M.I. Nylon Plastics Handbook; Hanser: New York, NY, USA, 1995.
3. Lin, D.-J.; Chang, C.-L.; Lee, C.-K.; Cheng, L.-P. Fine structure and crystallinity of porous nylon 66 membranes prepared by phase

inversion in the water/formic acid/nylon 66 system. Eur. Polym. J. 2006, 42, 356–367. [CrossRef]
4. Yan, J.; Nie, L.; Li, G.; Zhu, Y.; Gao, M.; Wu, R.; Wang, B. Axial crystal growth evolution and crystallization characteristics of

bi-continuous polyamide 66 membranes prepared via the cold non-solvent-induced phase separation technique. Polymers 2022,
14, 1706. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. van de Witte, P.; Dijkstra, P.J.; van den Berg, J.W.A.; Feijen, J. Phase separation processes in polymer solutions in relation to
membrane formation. J. Membr. Sci. 1996, 117, 1–31. [CrossRef]

6. Mulder, M. Basic Principles of Membrane Technology; Springer Science & Business Media: London, UK, 2003.
7. Baker, R.W. Membrane Technology and Applications; John Wiley & Sons: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2004.

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/membranes15010007/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/membranes15010007/s1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11665-021-06149-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpolymj.2005.07.007
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym14091706
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35566874
https://doi.org/10.1016/0376-7388(96)00088-9


Membranes 2025, 15, 7 22 of 24

8. Tang, Y.; Lin, Y.; Ford, D.M.; Qian, X.; Cervellere, M.R.; Millett, P.C.; Wang, X. A review on models and simulations of membrane
formation via phase inversion processes. J. Membr. Sci. 2021, 640, 119810. [CrossRef]

9. Chan, K.-Y.; Li, C.-L.; Wang, D.-M.; Lai, J.-Y. Formation of porous structures and crystalline phases in poly(vinylidene fluoride)
membranes prepared with nonsolvent-induced phase separation—Roles of solvent polarity. Polymers 2023, 15, 1314. [CrossRef]

10. Reuvers, A.J. Membrane Formation: Diffusion Induced Demixing Processes in Ternary Polymeric Systems; University of Twente:
Enschede, The Netherlands, 1987.

11. Bulte, A.M.W.; Folkers, B.; Mulder, M.H.V.; Smolders, C.A. Membranes of semicrystalline aliphatic polyamide nylon 4,6:
Formation by diffusion-induced phase separation. J. Appl. Polym. Sci. 1993, 50, 13–26. [CrossRef]

12. Tager, A. Physical Chemistry of Polymers; Mir Publishers: Moscow, Russia, 1978.
13. Wohlfarth, C. Methods for the measurement of solvent activity of polymer solutions. In Handbook of Solvents; Wypych, G., Ed.;

ChemTec Publishing: Toronto, ON, Canada, 2001.
14. Karimi, M.; Albrecht, W.; Heuchel, M.; Weigel, T.; Lendlein, A. Determination of solvent/polymer interaction parameters of

moderately concentrated polymer solutions by vapor pressure osmometry. Polymer 2008, 49, 2587–2594. [CrossRef]
15. Wang, X.; Zhang, L.; Sun, D.; An, Q.; Chen, H. Formation mechanism and crystallization of poly(vinylidene fluoride) membrane

via immersion precipitation method. Desalination 2009, 236, 170–178. [CrossRef]
16. Peng, N.; Widjojo, N.; Sukitpaneenit, P.; Teoh, M.M.; Lipscomb, G.G.; Chung, T.-S.; Lai, J.-Y. Evolution of polymeric hollow fibers

as sustainable technologies: Past, present, and future. Prog. Polym. Sci. 2012, 37, 1401–1424. [CrossRef]
17. Liu, Z.; Xiang, J.; Hu, X.; Cheng, P.; Zhang, L.; Du, W.; Wang, S.; Tang, N. Effects of coagulation-bath conditions on polyphenylsul-

fone ultrafiltration membranes. Chin. J. Chem. Eng. 2021, 34, 332–340. [CrossRef]
18. Romay, M.; Diban, N.; Urtiaga, A. Thermodynamic modeling and validation of the temperature influence in ternary phase

polymer systems. Polymers 2021, 13, 678. [CrossRef]
19. Young, T.-H.; Huang, J.-H.; Chuang, W.-Y. Effect of evaporation temperature on the formation of particulate membranes from

crystalline polymers by dry-cast process. Eur. Polym. J. 2002, 38, 63–72. [CrossRef]
20. Wienk, I.M.; Boom, R.M.; Beerlage, M.A.M.; Bulte, A.M.W.; Smolders, C.A.; Strathmann, H. Recent advances in the formation of

phase inversion membranes made from amorphous or semi-crystalline polymers. J. Membr. Sci. 1996, 113, 361–371. [CrossRef]
21. Algebraistova, P.Y.; Basko, A.V.; Ilyasova, A.N.; Lebedeva, T.N.; Mironov, A.V.; Pochivalov, K.V.; Popov, V.K. Phase equilibria

and structure formation in the polylactic-co-glycolic acid/tetraglycol/water ternary system. Polymers 2023, 15, 1281. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

22. Pochivalov, K.V.; Basko, A.V.; Ilyasova, A.N.; Lebedeva, T.N.; Yurov, M.Y.; Bronnikov, S.V. Experimental phase diagram for the
pvdf–dmac–water ternary system with new topology: Method of construction, thermodynamics, and structure formation of
membranes. Polymer 2023, 282, 126152. [CrossRef]

23. Bulte, A.M.W.; Naafs, E.M.; van Eeten, F.; Mulder, M.H.V.; Smolders, C.A.; Strathmann, H. Equilibrium thermodynamics of the
ternary membrane-forming system nylon, formic acid and water. Polymer 1996, 37, 1647–1655. [CrossRef]

24. Bulte, A.M.W.; Mulder, M.H.V.; Smolders, C.A.; Strathmann, H. Diffusion induced phase separation with crystallizable nylons. Ii.
Relation to final membrane morphology. J. Membr. Sci. 1996, 121, 51–58. [CrossRef]

25. Shih, C.-H.; Gryte, C.C.; Cheng, L.-P. Morphology of membranes formed by the isothermal precipitation of polyamide solutions
from water/formic acid systems. J. Appl. Polym. Sci. 2005, 96, 944–960. [CrossRef]

26. Thomas, J.L.; Olzog, M.; Drake, C.; Shih, C.-H.; Gryte, C.C. Polyamide membrane precipitation studied by confocal backscattering
microscopy. Polymer 2002, 43, 4153–4157. [CrossRef]

27. El-Gendi, A.; Abdalla, H.A.M.; Ali, S. Construction of ternary phase diagram and membrane morphology evaluation for
polyamide/formic acid/water system. Aust. J. Basic Appl. Sci. 2012, 6, 62–68.

28. Kools, W.F.C. Membrane formation by phase inversion in multicomponent polymer systems. In Mechanisms and Morphologies;
University of Twente: Enschede, The Netherlands, 1998.

29. Lobo, L.Q.; Ferreira, A.G.M. Termodinâmica e Propriedades Termofísicas; Imprensa da Universidade de Coimbra/Coimbra University
Press: Coimbra, Portugal, 2006; Volume 1.

30. Flory, P.J. Principles of Polymer Chemistry; Cornell University Press: New York, NY, USA, 1953.
31. Sperling, L.H. Introduction to Physical Polymer Science, 4th ed.; John Wiley & Sons: New Jersey, NJ, USA, 2006.
32. Danner, R.P.; High, M.S. Handbook of Polymer Solution Thermodynamics; Wiley: New York, NY, USA, 1993.
33. Cheng, L.-P.; Dwan, A.-H.; Gryte, C.C. Isothermal phase behavior of nylon-6, -66, and -610 polyamides in formic acid–water

systems. J. Polym. Sci. Part B Polym. Phys. 1994, 32, 1183–1190. [CrossRef]
34. Shih, C.-H.; Gryte, C.C.; Cheng, L.-P. Precipitation dynamics for the formation of nylon-6 polyamide membranes by isothermal

precipitation in water/formic acid solutions. J. Appl. Sci. Eng. 2012, 15, 361–370.
35. Aulova, A.; Cvenkel, A.; Žakelj, S.; Planinšek, O.; Kristl, A.; Emri, I. Mechanical properties and drug permeability of the pa6

membranes prepared by immersion precipitation from pa6–formic acid–water system. J. Membr. Sci. 2018, 562, 67–75. [CrossRef]
36. Brandrup, J.; Immergut, E.H. (Eds.) Polymer Handbook, 3rd ed.; John Wiley and Sons: New York, NY, USA, 1989.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2021.119810
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym15051314
https://doi.org/10.1002/app.1993.070500103
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2008.03.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2007.10.064
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.progpolymsci.2012.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cjche.2020.11.038
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym13050678
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0014-3057(01)00183-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0376-7388(95)00256-1
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym15051281
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36904522
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2023.126152
https://doi.org/10.1016/0032-3861(96)83714-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0376-7388(96)00164-0
https://doi.org/10.1002/app.21545
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0032-3861(02)00250-1
https://doi.org/10.1002/polb.1994.090320706
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2018.05.022


Membranes 2025, 15, 7 23 of 24

37. ISO 307:2007(e); Determination of Viscosity Number of Polyamides in Dilute Solutions. ISO: Geneva, Switzerland, 2007.
38. Duarte, J.; Santos, V.d.; Zeni, M. Comportamento viscosimétro da poliamida 66 comercial em ácido fórmico y ácido clorídrico.

Rev. Iberoam. Polím. 2016, 17, 293–303.
39. ASTM D570-98; Standard Test Method for Water Absorption of Plastics. E1. ASTM International: West Conshohocken, PA, USA,

2010.
40. Poletto, P.; Duarte, J.; Lunkes, M.S.; Santos, V.d.; Zeni, M.; Meireles, C.S.; Filho, G.R.; Bottino, A. Avaliação das características de

transporte em membranas de poliamida 66 preparadas com diferentes solventes. Polímeros 2012, 22, 273–277. [CrossRef]
41. Poletto, P.; Duarte, J.; Thürmer, M.B.; Santos, V.d.; Zeni, M. Characterization of polyamide 66 membranes prepared by phase

inversion using formic acid and hydrochloric acid such as solvents. Mater. Res. 2011, 14, 547–551. [CrossRef]
42. Cheval, N.; Xu, F.; Gindy, N.; Brooks, R.; Zhu, Y.; Fahmi, A. Morphology, crystallinity and thermal properties of polyamide

66/polyoxometalate nanocomposites synthesised via an in situ sol/gel process. Macromol. Chem. Phys. 2011, 212, 180–190.
[CrossRef]

43. Duarte, J.; Santos, V.d.; Zeni, M. Behavior classification physical/chemistry pa66/hcl binary system utilized to obtain separation
membranes. Glob. J. Sci. Front. Res. 2016, 16, 11–18.

44. Barzin, J.; Sadatnia, B. Theoretical phase diagram calculation and membrane morphology evaluation for wa-
ter/solvent/polyethersulfone systems. Polymer 2007, 48, 1620–1631. [CrossRef]

45. Altena, F.W.; Smolders, C.A. Calculation of liquid-liquid phase separation in a ternary system of a polymer in a mixture of a
solvent and a nonsolvent. Macromolecules 1982, 15, 1491–1497. [CrossRef]

46. Wei, Y.-M.; Xu, Z.-L.; Yang, X.-T.; Liu, H.-L. Mathematical calculation of binodal curves of a polymer/solvent/nonsolvent system
in the phase inversion process. Desalination 2006, 192, 91–104. [CrossRef]

47. Zhang, J.; Zhang, Y.; Zhao, J. Thermodynamic study of non-solvent/dimethyl sulfoxide/polyacrylonitrile ternary systems: Effects
of the non-solvent species. Polym. Bull. 2011, 67, 1073–1089. [CrossRef]

48. Fredenslund, A.; Jones, R.L.; Prausnitz, J.M. Group-contribution estimation of activity coefficients in nonideal liquid mixtures.
AIChE J. 1975, 21, 1086–1099. [CrossRef]

49. Magnussen, T.; Rasmussen, P.; Fredenslund, A. Unifac parameter table for prediction of liquid-liquid equilibriums. Ind. Eng.
Chem. Process Des. Dev. 1981, 20, 331–339. [CrossRef]

50. Skoog, D.A.; West, D.M.; Holler, F.J.; Crouch, S.R. Fundamentals of Analytical Chemistry, 8th ed.; Brooks/Cole, Cengage Learning:
Belmont, CA, USA, 2004.

51. Florence, A.T.; Attwood, D. Physicochemical Principles of Pharmacy, 3rd ed.; The MacMillan Press: London, UK, 2003.
52. Le Huy, H.M.; Rault, J. Remarks on the α and β transitions in swollen polyamides. Polymer 1994, 35, 136–139. [CrossRef]
53. Yao, C.W.; Burford, R.P.; Fane, A.G.; Fell, C.J.D. Effect of coagulation conditions on structure and properties of membranes from

aliphatic polyamides. J. Membr. Sci. 1988, 38, 113–125. [CrossRef]
54. Zeni, M.; Riveros, R.; de Souza, J.F.; Mello, K.; Meireles, C.; Filho, G.R. Morphologic analysis of porous polyamide 6,6 membranes

prepared by phase inversion. Desalination 2008, 221, 294–297. [CrossRef]
55. Al-Rawajfeh, A.E. Polyamide-based composite membranes: Part 1. Preparation and characterization. Desalination 2005, 179,

265–272. [CrossRef]
56. Vasanthan, N.; Salem, D.R. Infrared spectroscopic characterization of oriented polyamide 66: Band assignment and crystallinity

measurement. J. Polym. Sci. Part B Polym. Phys. 2000, 38, 516–524. [CrossRef]
57. Liu, Y.; Shao, Z.; Zhou, P.; Chen, X. Thermal and crystalline behaviour of silk fiborin/nylon 66 blend films. Polymer 2004, 45,

7705–7710. [CrossRef]
58. Canevarolo, S.V. Ciência dos Polímeros: Um Texto Básico para Tecnólogos e Engenheiros, 2nd ed.; Artliber: São Paulo, Brazil, 2010.
59. Guan, R.; Dai, H.; Li, C.; Liu, J.; Xu, J. Effect of casting solvent on the morphology and performance of sulfonated polyethersulfone

membranes. J. Membr. Sci. 2006, 277, 148–156. [CrossRef]
60. Lai, J.-Y.; Lin, S.-F.; Lin, F.-C.; Wang, D.-M. Construction of ternary phase diagrams in nonsolvent/solvent/pmma systems. J.

Polym. Sci. Part B Polym. Phys. 1998, 36, 607–615. [CrossRef]
61. Boom, R.M.; van den Boomgaard, T.; van den Berg, J.W.A.; Smolders, C.A. Linearized cloudpoint curve correlation for ternary

systems consisting of one polymer, one solvent and one non-solvent. Polymer 1993, 34, 2348–2356. [CrossRef]
62. Gundert, F.; Wolf, B.A. Polymer–solvent interaction parameter. In Polymer Handbook, 3rd ed.; Brandrup, J., Immergut, E.H., Eds.;

Wiley: New York, NY, USA, 1989; pp. 173–182.
63. Huggins, M.L. Solutions of long chain compounds. J. Chem. Phys. 1941, 9, 440. [CrossRef]
64. Huggins, M.L. Theory of solutions of high polymers. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1942, 64, 1712–1719. [CrossRef]
65. Perry, R.H.G.; Don, W. Perry’s Chemical Engineers’ Handbook, 7th ed.; McGraw-Hill Professional: New York, NY, USA, 1997; p. 2640.
66. Handbook of Chemistry and Physics, 44th ed.; CRC Press: Florida, FL, USA, 1962.
67. Budavari, S. The Merck Index: An Encyclopedia of Chemicals, Drugs, and Biologicals, 11th ed.; Merck & Co.: Rahway, NJ, USA, 1989.

https://doi.org/10.1590/S0104-14282012005000041
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1516-14392011005000087
https://doi.org/10.1002/macp.201000443
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2007.01.049
https://doi.org/10.1021/ma00234a008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2005.07.035
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00289-011-0525-9
https://doi.org/10.1002/aic.690210607
https://doi.org/10.1021/i200013a024
https://doi.org/10.1016/0032-3861(94)90061-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0376-7388(00)80874-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2007.03.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2004.12.024
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-0488(20000215)38:4%3C516::AID-POLB3%3E3.0.CO;2-Y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2004.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2005.10.025
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-0488(199803)36:4%3C607::AID-POLB7%3E3.0.CO;2-L
https://doi.org/10.1016/0032-3861(93)90819-V
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1750930
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01259a068


Membranes 2025, 15, 7 24 of 24

68. Lucas, E.F.S.; Bluma, G.; Monteiro, E.E.C. Caracterização de Polímeros: Determinação de peso Molecular e Análise Térmica; E-Papers:
Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, 2001.

69. Laurati, M.; Arbe, A.; Rios de Anda, A.; Fillot, L.A.; Sotta, P. Effect of polar solvents on the crystalline phase of polyamides.
Polymer 2014, 55, 2867–2881. [CrossRef]

70. Al-Rawajfeh, A.E.; Al-Salah, H.A.; AlShamaileh, E.; Donchev, D. Polyamide-based composite membranes: Part 2. Interaction,
crystallization and morphology. Desalination 2008, 227, 120–131. [CrossRef]

71. Maghsoud, Z.; Famili, M.H.N.; Madaeni, S.S. Phase diagram calculations of water/tetrahydrofuran/poly (vinyl chloride)ternary
system based on a compressible regular solution model. Iran. Polym. J. 2010, 19, 581–588.

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2014.04.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2007.06.020

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Materials 
	Polymer Characterization: Water Adsorption 
	Membrane Preparation 
	Membrane Characterization 
	Fourier-Transform Infrared Spectroscopy Analysis 
	Differential Scanning Calorimetry Analysis 
	Scanning Electron Microscopy 

	Solution Characterization 
	Polymer Binary and Ternary Systems Determination 
	Determination of the Non-Solvent/Solvent Interaction Parameter (g12) 
	Determination of the Non-Solvent/Polymer Interaction Parameter (13) 
	Determination of the Interaction Solvent/Polymer Parameter (23) 


	Results and Discussion 
	PA66 Water Absorption 
	PA66 Membrane Characterization 
	Chemical Characterization Through Fourier-Transform Infrared Spectroscopy Analysis 
	Thermal Analysis Through Differential Scanning Calorimetry 
	Morphological Analysis of the PA66 Membranes 
	Polymer Binary and Ternary Systems 


	Conclusions 
	References

