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Table S1. Recent studies (form 2018 to 2020) of TFC membranes fabricated based on PAN substrates

via IP.
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Figure 1. Enlarged SEM images of the original PAN substrate and the PAN substrates with the heat
treatment and alkaline treatment; (a) The enlarged SEM image of the original PAN substrate (i.e.,
PAN-O); (b) The enlarged SEM image of the PAN substrate with the heat treatment (i.e., PAN-H); (c)
The enlarged SEM image of the PAN substrate with the alkaline treatment (i.e., PAN-A).
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