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Abstract: In spite of wide variety of commercial ion-exchange membranes, their characteristics,
in particular, electrical conductivity and counterion permselectivity, are unsatisfactory for some
applications, such as electrolyte solution concentration. This study is aimed at obtaining an anion-
exchange membrane (AEM) of high performance in concentrated solutions. An AEM is prepared
with a polypyrrole (PPy)-based modification of a heterogeneous AEM with quaternary ammonium
functional groups. Concentration dependences of the conductivity, diffusion permeability and
Cl− transport number in NaCl solutions are measured and simulated using a new version of the
microheterogeneous model. The model describes changes in membrane swelling with increasing
concentration and the effect of these changes on the transport characteristics. It is assumed that PPy
occupies macro- and mesopores of the host membrane where it replaces non-selective electroneutral
solution. Increasing conductivity and selectivity are explained by the presence of positively charged
PPy groups. It is found that the conductivity of a freshly prepared membrane reaches 20 mS/cm and
the chloride transport number > 0.99 in 4 M NaCl. A choice of input parameters allows quantitative
agreement between the experimental and simulation results. However, PPy has shown itself to be
an unstable material. This article discusses what parameters a membrane can have to show such
exceptional characteristics.

Keywords: ion-exchange membrane; conductivity; diffusion permeability; counterion permselectivity;
polypyrrole; modelling

1. Introduction

The main functional property of ion-exchange membranes (IEMs) is their selectivity
with respect to the transport of counterions. The efficiency of desalination and concentration
of electrolyte solutions by electrodialysis methods mainly depends on this property [1–3].

Due to the growing demand for the treatment of wastewater, recovery and concentra-
tion of valuable ion components [4–6], production of fertilizers [5,7], energy production
by reverse electrodialysis [8,9] fuel cells [10–12], flow batteries [12–14] and other processes
that involve IEM [15–18], the need for high-selective IEMs is growing rapidly.

In the literature, there are a number of studies aimed at increasing the selectivity of
IEMs in relation to the counterion transport both by synthesizing new membranes [19,20]
and by modifying commercially available ones [21–24]. Attempts to increase selectivity
often lead to a decrease in IEM conductivity [25]. Conversely, modification or synthesis
of membranes that results in an increase in conductivity is accompanied by a decrease
in selectivity. Generally, an increase in conductivity can be achieved by increasing the
membrane water content, which negatively affects its selectivity. To ensure high selectivity,
the pore size must be small so that their volume is completely occupied by an electric
double layer, in which there are practically no coions. As for the conductivity, its high
values, especially at high external solution concentrations, on the contrary, are due to the
presence of large pores containing an electrically neutral solution. This problem in the
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literature is called “the trade-off between membrane selectivity and conductivity” [5,25,26].
It concerns not only counterion permselectivity, but permselectivity between two different
species, which can be different gas molecules [27] or competing counterions [25,26].

It is possible to simultaneously increase the IEM selectivity and conductivity by increas-
ing their exchange capacity; however, this method can lead to a decrease in the membrane
mechanical strength due to an increase in its osmotic pressure and a tendency to break
polymer chains. The solution to the problem can be an increase in the exchange capacity in
combination with an increase in the degree of cross-linking of the polymer [25], which will
limit the increase in the degree of membrane swelling. Another strategy to overcome the
trade-off is to obtain hybrid membranes by introducing inorganic nanoparticles into the
IEM structure. In some cases, this approach makes it possible to simultaneously increase
the conductivity and reduce the water content [28], as well as increase the selectivity [23].

Despite the fact that the technologies of IEM production are constantly being improved,
the development of new types of membranes is quite expensive. As a result, their number
remains limited [5]. A promising direction for obtaining new membranes with high
performance is the modification of commercial membranes, which is carried out using
a small amount of modifying agents and, as a rule, leads to only a slight increase in the
membrane cost. There are many studies that use this approach to the development of
monovalent-ion-selective membranes [15,25,29–33]. However, only a few studies where
this approach is used are devoted to improving the membrane permselectivity with respect
to counterions [34–36].

In order to improve the membrane properties, the idea of clogging the membrane’s
non-selective macropores with a homogeneous microporous ion-exchange material was
realized in some studies [24,35,37,38]. This idea is based on the fact that relatively large
(macro)pores are the pathway for coions through the membrane [35,39,40]. The realization
of this approach leaded to a 2.5-time decrease in the coion transport number in an anion-
exchange membrane (CJMA-7, Hefei Chemjoy Polymer Materials Co., Ltd., Hefei, China)
after its modification with the sulfonated fluoropolymer MF-4SK (JSC “Plastpolymer”,
Saint Petersburg, Russia) [35]. The polypyrrole (PPy)-based modification of an FAA-3-
50 membrane (Fumatech BWT Company, Bietigheim-Bissingen, Germany) resulted in a
twofold increase in membrane conductivity [38].

The literature shows that PPy-based modification is mainly used to obtain monovalent-
ion-selective membranes [41,42]. As far as we know, only the paper of Salmeron-Sanchez
et al. [37,38] on PPy-based modification of IEMs was aimed at improving other mem-
brane properties, namely, membrane conductivity, and this task was successfully solved in
relatively dilute NaCl solutions (up to 0.04 M). Note that the authors used the microhetero-
geneous model (MHM) [43] to interpret their results. This model suggests that IEM can be
considered as a two-phase system consisting of a microporous gel phase and a solution
that fills the intergel spaces. The change in membrane properties after modification with
PPy is explained by the presence of anion-exchange fixed groups in PPy, which leads to an
increase in the total exchange capacity. From the point of view of the model, the presence of
PPy causes an increase in the volume fraction of the gel phase and a decrease in the content
of the electrically neutral solution filling the intergel spaces [38], which should lead to an
increase in counterion permselectivity.

In this paper, we compare the properties of the heterogeneous anion-exchange mem-
brane MA-41 with its PPy-based modifications MA-41mod and MA-41modED. The MA-41mod
membrane is a membrane freshly obtained after modification; the MA-41modED membrane
is an MA-41mod one used in an ED process. Like Salmeron-Sanchez et al. [38], we apply a
modification of the MHM [43] to describe the properties of the membranes under study. In
addition to the membrane conductivity studied in Ref. [38], we examined the membrane
diffusion permeability, counterion permselectivity (the Cl− transport number) and thick-
ness as functions of the bathing solution concentration. We developed a new version of
the MHM, which takes into account the presence of PPy in macro- and mesopores via its
equivalent volume in dry form and its exchange capacity. This MHM version also accounts
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for the loss of water by the membrane with an increase in the bathing solution concen-
tration and associated decrease in the swelling degree. The model allows us to obtain a
quantitative agreement between the simulation and experiment in a wide concentration
range from 0.1 M to 4 M NaCl.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Experiment
2.1.1. Pristine Membrane

The commercial heterogeneous anion-exchange membrane MA-41 (JSC “Shchekinoa-
zot”, Pervomayskiy, Russia) is used for preparing polypyrrole-modified samples. The
MA-41 membrane is produced by hot pressing of a mixture of polyethylene (inert binder)
and powdered AV-17 ion-exchange resin (styrene-divinylbenzene copolymer) (LLC “Ural
Chemical Company”, Chelyabinsk, Russia) with nylon reinforcing cloth. Ion-exchange
groups are represented mainly by quaternary amines with a small amount of tertiary and
secondary amines [44]. The membrane contains polyethylene as a binder and reinforcing
net of polyamide filaments.

2.1.2. Membrane Modification

To obtain the modified samples of MA-41 with homogeneously existing polypyrrole
(PPy) across the membrane thickness, the following protocol was used. First, membranes
were immersed in an aqueous 0.4 mol/L solution of pyrrole (Py) (LLC “Merck”, Moscow,
Russia) for 24 h to let the samples soak and equilibrate with the solution. Then, without any
blotting, the samples were immersed in an aqueous 0.5 mol/L FeCl3 (JSC “LenReaktiv”,
Saint Petersburg, Russia) solution for 24 h. The latter allowed chemical polymerization of
Py in situ in the membrane’s porous medium using FeCl3 as the oxidizing agent.

In this paper, three membranes were characterized: the pristine MA-41 membrane, the
freshly PPy-modified membrane (MA-41mod) and a MA-41mod membrane that was used in
ED (MA-41modED) at current densities close to or higher than the limiting current density
during 5 h. Measurement of the current–voltage curves of the MA-41modED membrane
showed that these curves did not change after 5 h of ED. Therefore, it can be assumed
that a five-hour membrane operation under conditions of intensive current ED is sufficient
to stabilize the electrochemical properties of this membrane. The optical images of the
cross-section of the MA-41 and MA-41mod membranes are shown in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. Optical images of the cross-section of the (a) pristine MA-41 membrane and (b) PPy-
modified MA-41mod membrane in the swollen state.

2.1.3. Membrane Characterization

Membrane conductivity and diffusion permeability were measured at 25 ◦C.
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Electrical Conductivity

The values of electrical conductivity for the membranes studied were determined
from the resistance measured using a differential method with the laboratory clip cell [45]
and the MT4080A immittance meter (Motech Industries Inc., New Taipei, Taiwan) at the
alternating current frequency of 1 kHz.

Diffusion Permeability

The diffusion permeability coefficients were determined using a laboratory two-
compartment flow cell [46]. A NaCl solution of a known concentration and neutral pH was
pumped through one of the compartments, and deionized water was pumped through
the other. Determination of the electrolyte flux, J, across the membrane separating two
compartments allowed calculation of its integral diffusion permeability coefficient:

P = Jd/c, (1)

where c is the electrolyte solution concentration (NaCl) d is the membrane thickness.
Knowing P, it is possible to calculate the differential diffusion permeability coefficient,

P*, and ion transport numbers, t∗+ and t∗−, in the membrane as follows [35,40]:

P∗ = P + c
dP
dc

, (2)

and

t∗− =
1
2
+

√
1
4
− P∗F2c

2RTκ∗
, t∗+ = 1− t∗− (3)

where the subscripts + and − refer to cation and anion, respectively.

Water Content

To determine the water content, the membrane samples preliminarily equilibrated
with deionized water were gently blotted and placed in the MB25 moisture-content analyzer
(Ohaus, Parsippany, NJ, USA), which was used to measure the weight of the samples in
a wet (mw) and dry (md) state. To bring the sample to a dry state, it was subjected to a
temperature of 80 ◦C until the weight of the sample ceased to change. The water content
(WC, %) was calculated as follows: WC = (mw −md)/mw.

Ion-Exchange Capacity

First, a sample of known weight was converted into the Cl− form and equilibrated
with deionized water. Second, this sample was immersed in 250 mL of a 1 M KNO3
solution for 24 h under constant stirring. After that, the amount of substituted Cl− ions was
determined with the ion chromatography system DIONEX ICS-3000 (Dionex Corporation,
Sunnyvale, CA, USA).

2.1.4. Polypyrrole Properties

PPy is an electrically conductive polymer; it has an organic structure and at the same
time has properties inherent in semiconductors: redox activity and electronic and ionic
conductivity. Polypyrrole is a hydrophobic material, although it exhibits anion exchange
properties. The conductive properties of polypyrrole are provided by protonated oxidized
units (Figure 2) [47]. Figure 2 shows the ion-conductive oxidized form of PPy, where the
charged groups are positive polarons stabilized by chlorine anions.
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PPy can undergo protonation/deprotonation, causing a change in its oxidation form
and, as a result, the electrical conductivity can vary over a wide range (from 10−6 to
10 S/cm) [48]. Its value is also greatly influenced by the method by which the PPy was
obtained (using various surfactants, dyes, etc.) [47,48], as well as by its morphology (nan-
otubes, globules, etc.) [49].

As for PPy’s ion-exchange capacity, the maximum theoretical value estimated in [50]
was 3.4 mmol g−1. Taking into account PPy’s density of 1.5 g/cm3 dry PPy [51], this value
is equal to 5.1 mmol/cm3 dry PPy. It is known that PPy undergoes deprotonation as a
result of attack by OH− ions. The deprotonation leads to a decrease in the concentration of
the positively charged fixed groups [52] and opening of the pentacyclic rings in the PPy
chains [53,54].

2.2. Theoretical Modelling

The developed model is a modification of the model published earlier [55,56] The
modified model takes into account the change in the membrane’s degree of swelling. Below
we present the main elements of this model.

The studied commercial heterogeneous anion-exchange membrane MA-41 contains
mainly quaternary ammonium groups [44,56]. These groups are considered to be perma-
nently positively charged regardless of the pH value. In addition, the membrane contains
up to 20% of primary, secondary and tertiary amines. In conditions of membrane char-
acterization (measurement of conductivity and diffusion permeability, Section 2.1.3), the
solution pH does not change; hence, we consider the total ion-exchange capacity due to all
functional groups.

2.2.1. Model Description
Membrane Swelling

The system under study consists of an IEM in equilibrium with a binary electrolyte
(NaCl) solution of a given concentration at neutral pH. The model considers a microporous
gel (assumed to be homogeneous), as well as meso- and macropores, as structural elements
of the membrane. The latter may include structural defects and voids.

The membrane swelling is due to the presence of bound water in micro- and mesopores.
We will assume that bound water forms the hydration shells of fixed hydrophilic groups of
the membrane and mobile ions. The amount of bound water in macropores is negligible, so
these pores do not contribute to swelling.

According to Gregor’s model [57], the osmotic pressure is due to the presence of
bound water; its value is greater the greater the fraction of bound water in the micro- and
mesopores of the ion-exchange material:

πIX =
RT
Vw

ln
qw + qwb

qw
, (4)
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where Vw is the molar volume of water; qw and qwb are the number of moles of free and
bound water in one equivalent of the polymer gel matrix, respectively; and R and T are the
gas constant and temperature, respectively.

Let the equivalent volume of dry gel be VRdry (the volume that contains 1 equiv. of
fixed groups with counterions, and associated polymer chains [1]):

VRdry = VR0 + VCl , (5)

where VR0 (in cm3/mmol dry gel) is the equivalent volume of dry gel without counterions
(in the case of an anion-exchange membrane, these are Cl− ions); VCl is the crystallographic
volume of a Cl− ion.

We consider the dry gel as part of a dry membrane. The dry gel is a dense material
not containing pores. The dry membrane contains the dry gel and macropores, which
are defects of the structure, voids, etc. When the membrane is in an electrolyte solution,
it absorbs water. Water moves first towards fixed ions and counterions; this leads to the
formation of micro- and mesopores. The expansion of micro- and mesopores allows “free”
water to penetrate into the membrane. The number of moles of bound water per 1 equiv. of
fixed ions in the swollen gel can be calculated with the equation

qwb =
(
hRQ + hClcCl + hNacNa

)
/Q, (6)

if we know the values of the hydration numbers of the membrane fixed groups, hR, and
single charged ions in the membrane, hi, (i = Cl−, Na+), as well as the gel exchange capacity,
Q, and the concentration of ion i in the membrane gel phase ci (i = Cl−, Na+) (in mol/L
swollen gel).

The swollen gel contains micro- and mesopores. Its volume comprising 1 equiv. of
fixed ions is

VRwet = VRdry + (qw + qwb)Vw, (7)

The amount of free water in this volume, qw, depends on the mechanical balance of
the swollen membrane: the osmotic pressure exerted by the bound water (Equation (6)) is
balanced by the external solution osmotic pressure, πsol , and by the restoration force, Frest,
which resists the matrix stretching:

πmb = πsol + Frest, (8)

According to van’t Hoff’s law

πsol = 2cRT. (9)

Hooke’s law assumes that Frest is proportional to the relative elongation ε: Frest = εE,
where E is Young’s modulus characterizing the resistance of a polymer matrix to tensile
stress. The difference between the osmotic pressures in the membrane and in the solution
can be expressed as ∆π = πmb − πsol = πIX(1− fmacro)− πsol ; then

ε = ∆π/E, (10)

where the (1− fmacro) factor takes into account the fact that the macropores do not con-
tribute to the osmotic pressure of the membrane. As a result, the expression for VRwet takes
the form [56]:

VRwet = VRdry(1 + ε)3. (11)

To calculate the number of moles of bound water in the membrane gel (Equation (6)),
it is necessary to know the membrane exchange capacity (concentration of fixed groups
in the membrane) and the concentration of mobile ions in this gel. According to the basic
version of the MHM, the gel phase of the membrane is in thermodynamic equilibrium with
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an electrically neutral solution that fills the central parts of the macro- and mesopores. This
equilibrium is expressed by the Donnan relation:

cClcNa = KDcClcNa = KDc2, (12)

where KD is the Donnan constant, the overbar refers to the gel phase and the absence of
the overbar refers to the electroneutral solution. In the pore electroneutral solution cCl =
cNa = c, where c is the external solution concentration in equilibrium with the membrane.

Equation (12) is supplemented by the electroneutrality condition in the gel phase:

cCl = Q + cNa, (13)

where Q = Q/ f1 is the concentration of fixed ions per unit volume of the gel phase and
f1 is the volume fraction of the microporous gel phase in the membrane not containing
electroneutral solution in the central parts of the mesopores.

Substitution of Equations (4)–(7), (9), (10), (12) and (13) in Equation (11) gives an
algebraic expression for qw, whose solution with known parameters VRdry, Q, E, KD, hR, hi
(i = Cl−, Na+) and f1 makes it possible to calculate the values of qw and VRwet for a given
external electrolyte solution concentration c. One can also calculate the total amount of
water in the equivalent volume of the membrane and its water content [55].

Calculation of Pristine Membrane Transport Characteristics

The main transport equations of the basic microheterogeneous model are presented in
a number of papers, for example [38,43,56]. Using the irreversible thermodynamics and
effective medium approach, the following equations are derived [43] under the assumption
that only two ions (e.g., Na+ and Cl−) are present in the solution and in the membrane:

Li = Dici/(RT), Li = Dici/(RT), (14)

L∗i =
(

f1Li
α + f2Li

α
) 1

α , (15)

κ∗ = F2(L∗Na + L∗Cl) (16)

t∗i = L∗i /(L∗Na + L∗Cl), (17)

P∗ =
2RTt∗Cl L

∗
Na

c
=

2RTκ∗t∗Nat∗Cl
F2c

, (18)

where Li, Di and ci are the transport coefficient, diffusion coefficient and concentration
of ion i (i = Cl−, Na+), respectively; f1 and f2 are the volume fractions of the gel phase
and intergel spaces filled with the electroneutral solution in the membrane ( f1 + f2 = 1),
respectively; c = z+c+ = −z−c+ is the electrolyte concentration in the external equilibrium
solution; t∗i is the ion transport number in membrane; κ∗ is the conductivity; P∗ is the
local coefficient of diffusion permeability; α is the structural parameter, which reflects the
arrangement of the phases constituting the membrane (two limiting cases are possible:
α = 1 corresponds to the parallel arrangement of phases relative to the transport axis;
α = −1 corresponds to the series arrangement); the asterisk and the overbar refer to the
membrane as a whole and to the gel phase, respectively; the absence of overbar refers to
the electroneutral solution; and R, T and F are the gas constant, absolute temperature and
Faraday constant, respectively.

In Equations (14) and (15) Di, f2 and α are considered to be dependent on the degree
of membrane swelling as described below.

With an increase in the external solution concentration, its osmotic pressure increases.
That is, the force opposing the membrane swelling grows. The membrane swelling degree
decreases: part of the free water leaves the membrane; as a result, πmb increases and a new
equilibrium is reached. A decrease in the degree of swelling is expressed in a decrease in
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the pore size, which leads to a decrease in the parameter f2. To account for this effect, we
represent f2 as

f2 = fmacro + f2meso, (19)

where f2meso is the volume fraction of the electroneutral solution localized in the membrane
mesopores (it occupies the central part of the pores, outside the EDL, Figure 3, Redrawn
from [56]).
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Figure 3. The schematic representation of micro- or mesopore structure showing the cases of a low
(c) and a high (b) degree of swelling. The numbers denote hydrophobic polymer chains (1), fixed ions
(2), bound water (3), free water (4) and electroneutral solution (5). In figure (a), λH is the Helmholtz
length, λB is the Bjerrum length and λEDL is the length of the electric double layer.

Since macropores contain almost no bound water and do not contribute to the mem-
brane osmotic pressure, their volume is assumed to vary proportionally to the volume of
the membrane matrix, i.e., fmacro does not depend on c. With an increase in c, the volume of
the electroneutral solution in the mesopore decreases, because mesopore radius decreases
(the mesopore loses free water). However, the thickness of the electrical double layer nearly
does not change, so that the fraction of the charged solution in the mesopore increases; ac-
cordingly, the volume fraction of the electroneutral solution inside the mesopore decreases.
To account for this effect, we will use the empirical formula:

f2meso = fwη, (20)

where
η = 1− e1/( fw−1) (21)

and
fw = Vwqw/Vtot. (22)

In Equations (20)–(22), fw is the ratio of the total free water (in micro- and mesopores)
volume to the membrane volume. The membrane volume is calculated as

Vtot = VRwet/(1− fmacro). (23)

If we imagine that the micropores of the gel phase do not contain free water, and all
free water is in the mesopores (macropores are not considered), then the f2meso value will be
only slightly less than the value of fw, because the volume of the electroneutral solution in
the mesopore is slightly less than the volume of free water (Figure 4). Bound water makes
up the hydration shells of fixed ions, i.e., it enters the electrical double layer, although free
water is present there at a distance of approximately 0.5 nm from the charged wall [58]
(Figure 3). The factor η in Equation (20) takes into account the fact that with a decrease in
the free water fraction, the difference between fmeso and fw decreases.
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Figure 4. f 2meso and fw as functions of the amount of free water, qw, in the MA-41 membrane. The
range of qw and calculated f 2meso and f w values corresponding to the solution concentrations from
0.1 to 4 mol/L are shown by solid lines. Extrapolation of simulation data is shown by dots.

With a decrease in the pore size, the ion mobility decreases due to an increase in the
constraint of ion channels and an increase in the tortuosity of the ion pathways. According
to Mackie and Meares [59], the effective value of the ion diffusion coefficient, Di, in the gel
phase is determined by the expression

Di = D′iζ/ζ, (24)

ζ = (1− fm)
2/(1 + fm)

2, (25)

fm = VRdry/VRwet (26)

where D′i (a fitting parameter) is a character value of Di (achieved at c = 1 M), ζ is the
tortuosity coefficient, ζ is the value of ζ at c = 1 M, and fm is the volume fraction of the
swollen polymer matrix impermeable for diffusion.

Mackie and Meares assume that D′i takes the same value as an ion diffusion coefficient
in free solution (D0

i ), which is acceptable for relatively big pores. In our model, D′i < D0
i

to account for the tightness of ion-conducting pores; D′i is independent of the membrane
swelling degree.

In addition to a decrease in the ion diffusion coefficients, an increase in the tortuosity
of the ion path leads to an increase in the number of series gel/electroneutral solution
arrangements, i.e., to a decrease in the value of the parameter α. To take this effect into
account, we use an empirical equation similar to Equation (24):

α = α′ζ/ζ. (27)

where α′ is the fitting parameter, and ζ and ζ have the same meaning as above.
Thus, the algorithm for calculation of the IEM transport characteristics, taking into ac-

count the change in the membrane matrix structure with an increase in the bathing solution
concentration, is as follows. For each given concentration of the bathing solution, first the
set of equations describing the membrane swelling is solved [Equations (4)–(7), (9)–(13)].
This allows one to determine the number of moles of free and bound water in the membrane
matrix, as well as its equivalent volume. Knowing these parameters makes it possible to
further calculate the volume fraction of mesopores, f2meso [Equations (20)–(22)], as well as
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Di (i = Cl−, Na+) [Equations (24)–(26)] and α [Equation (27)]. Finally, Equations (14)–(18)
allow calculation of the conductivity, transport number and diffusion permeability. The
determination of the model input parameters is discussed in Section 3.1.

Accounting for the Presence of PPy

PPy is a polymer whose chains carry fixed positively charged ions. An increase in the
conductivity and a decrease in the diffusion permeability of the PPy-modified membrane
are explained by the fact that PPy penetrates into macro- and mesopores and replaces
the electrically neutral solution there (which reduces the membrane permselectivity). The
PPy polymer chains form a kind of selective wall that separates relatively large pores into
smaller compartments (Figure 5). In this case, in order for ions to cross the pore space, it is
necessary to cross the selective walls. These walls can be easily passed by anions, but they
serve as barriers for cations.
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Figure 5. Schematic representation of the changes in studied membrane structure at different stages
of its treatment: (a) the pristine MA-41 membrane, (b) the modified membrane, (c) the modified
membrane used in an ED process. The membrane structure is presented in accordance with modern
concepts [58,60,61]: mesopores (ion clusters) are connected to each other by narrower ion-conducting
channels; the macropores are due to structural defects including the gaps between ion-exchange
material and non-conductive fillers, such as fibers of reinforcing cloth [40]. The arrows show ion
pathways during salt diffusion through the membrane.

A previously developed model approach [62] is used in accounting for the presence of
PPy in the membrane. In this approach the modified membrane structure is represented as
an “ion exchanger inside ion exchanger”. To calculate the effective conductivity coefficient
of the membrane, L∗i , Equation (15) is used. However, in this equation, Li now is not the
coefficient characterizing the electrically neutral solution in the pore, but the conductance
coefficient of the effective medium, which is a swollen ion exchanger—PPy. It is assumed
that PPy occupies the volume that was previously occupied by an electrically neutral
solution in a non-modified membrane: the macropores and central parts of mesopores with
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a total volume fraction f 2. Similar to the entire membrane in the non-modified form, the
gel phase and the intergel spaces filled with an electrically neutral solution are considered
to exist in the swollen PPy (Figure 5). To calculate the ion transport coefficients in PPy, we
will also use a system of equations of the form of (14)–(18):

LPPy
i = DPPy

i cPPy
i /(RT), (28)

L∗PPy
i =

(
f PPy
1

(
Li

PPy
)αPPy

+ f PPy
2 Li

αPPy
) 1

αPPy

. (29)

As before, the overbar refers to the gel phase (of the PPy in this case); quantities
without an overbar refer to the phase of an electrically neutral solution present in relatively
large pores of PPy.

Knowing L∗PPy
i , it is possible to calculate the ion transport coefficients in the modified

membrane (index “mod”):

L∗mod
i =

(
f mod
1

(
Li

mod
)αmod

+ f mod
2

(
L∗PPy

i

)αmod)1/αmod

. (30)

After calculation of L∗mod
i using Equation (30), the values of κ∗mod

i , t∗mod
i and P∗mod

i
are calculated with Equations (16)–(18).

Both the swelling of PPy and the swelling of the host membrane matrices result in
stretching of the system of polymer chains of these materials. The model assumes that
when PPy swells inside the host membrane, it exerts additional pressure, which tends to
stretch the host membrane matrix. Thus, Equation (8), which expresses the equality to zero
of all acting forces on the host membrane matrix, and Hooke’s Equation (10) are still used
for the calculation of qw. The difference is that πmb is understood as the sum of the forces
applied to the host membrane matrix, exerted by both the host membrane matrix and the
nested PPy. In this case, the difference in osmotic pressures exerted on the membrane
matrix by bound water inside and outside the membrane will be equal to:

∆π = πIX(1− f MA−41
2 f PPy

macro)− πsol (31)

where πIX is the osmotic pressure in an ion exchanger which is understood here as the
gel phase formed by both fixed groups of the host membrane and guest PPy. As before,
it is believed that only micro- and mesopores can exert osmotic pressure. PPy occupies
a volume fraction f MA−41

2 in the host membrane; it contains macropores with a volume
fraction f PPy

macro (relative to the volume of PPy itself).
In the first stage of calculations, we find the parameters of membrane swelling. Equa-

tion (4) is used to calculate πIX . In this equation qw and qwb are the number of moles of free
and bound water in one equivalent of the MA-41 gel matrix including the contributions
caused by the presence of fixed ions of both MA-41 and PPy. The qwb value is found
as follows:

qmod
wb =

 (
hMA−41

R QMA−41
+ hClcMA−41

Cl + hNacNa

)
(1− f MA−41

2 )+(
hPpy

R QPPy
+ hClc

PPy
Cl + hNacPPy

Na

)
f MA−41
2 (1− f PPy

2 )

/QMA−41 , (32)

The volume of the swollen modified membrane is then

Vmod
Rwet = Vmod

Rdry + VPPy
Rdry + (qw + qwb)Vw, (33)

where, compared to Equation (7), we take into account the volume of dry PPy, VPPy
Rdry, nested

in the membrane.
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When using Equation (10) with the value of ∆π determined with Equation (31), and
replacing Equation (6) with Equation (32) and Equation (7) with Equation (33), we obtain a
similar algebraic equation system to find qw. By solving this equation system, we also find
the equivalent volume of the modified membrane at a given concentration and the relative
elongation of the membrane, ε, due to its swelling.

In the second stage, we calculate the transport characteristics of the modified mem-
brane. To apply Equations (14)–(18) and (28)–(30) for this purpose, it is necessary to know
not only the structural and kinetic parameters of the host membrane, but also the similar
parameters of the nested PPy. As in the case of the pristine membrane, we take into account
that with increasing concentration of the bathing solution, the host membrane and nested
PPy lose a part of the free water. This causes narrowing of the pores (and a decrease in
parameters f2meso and f2) as well as a decrease in the ionic diffusion coefficients in the gel
phases of the host membrane and PPy. To do this, we calculate the values of parameters
f2meso and f2, as well as the tortuosity coefficient, ζ, using the same Equations (19)–(23),
(24) and (25) through the values of qw and qwb found in the previous calculation step. The
difference is in the application of Equation (26) for calculating the volume fraction of the
hydrophobic polymer chains, fm. In the case of the host membrane, we use Equation (26)
without changes. However, for calculation of the similar parameter for PPy, Equation (26)
is replaced with the following equation

f PPy
m =

VPPy
Rdry

VPPy
Rwet

=
VPPy

Rdry

Vmod
tot f mod

2
(34)

Note that to have the same value of f2 at a given concentration c in the first and
second calculation stages, we perform several iterations: we take a tentative value of f 2 to
calculate the parameters of the swollen membrane, then apply Equations (19)–(23) to find
the reduction in f 2 due to the increase in the concentration, then use the new value of f 2 to
repeat the loop until f 2 stops changing.

3. Results
3.1. Determination of the Input Parameters

The model input parameters involve thermodynamic, structural, kinetic and mechani-
cal parameters characterizing (1) the pristine MA-41 membrane, (2) the host membrane
right after modification (MA-41mod), (3) the host membrane used in an ED process (MA-
41modED); (4) the freshly synthesized PPy and (5) the PPy after the use of the modified
membrane in an ED process (PPyED). The PPy modification leads to an increase in the
membrane thickness, i.e., to a stretch of the MA-41 membrane matrix. As mentioned in
Section 2.1.4, PPy is deprotonated by attack of OH− ions. During ED under intensive
current regimes, these ions are generated in the water-splitting reaction [63–65] occurring
in the membrane/depleted solution interface. The H+ ions formed in this reaction are
released into the depleted solution, and OH− ions move through the AEM towards the
concentrate compartment. The presence of OH− ions in the PPy-modified membrane leads
to a decrease in the concentration of the positively charged fixed groups [52] and opening
of the rings of the PPy chains [53,54]. The decrease in the ion-exchange capacity of the PPy
after the use of the membrane in ED leads to a decrease in its swelling, which causes a
decrease in the thickness of the MA-41modED membrane.

Table 1 shows all the input parameters. Some of them were found experimentally or
evaluated theoretically. The ion-exchange capacity of the pristine MA-41 membrane, Q,
(equal to the concentration of fixed ions per unit volume of the membrane) was determined
as described in Section 2.1.3 and equal to 1.47 mmol/cm3 wet membrane. The determined
value is close to values reported in Refs. [40,55]. It is assumed that the Q value for the host
membrane matrix remains unchanged even in the presence of PPy in the membrane pores.
The maximum possible exchange capacity of PPy, theoretically determined in Ref. [50], is
equal to 5.1 mmol/cm3 dry PPy. As our simulation shows (Section 3.2), the total amount
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of water in PPy is about 10 mol H2O/mol fixed ions. Therefore, 1 cm3 of dry PPy should
contain about 50 mmol or slightly less than 1 cm3 of H2O. In fact, the volume of water
held by one functional group of PPy should be essentially lower than the volume of water
held by one functional group of the host membrane matrix, due to the more hydrophobic
nature of PPy [52] as compared to the IEM matrix. Thus, the concentration of fixed ions
in wet PPy not containing macropores should be more than 2.5 mmol/cm3 wet PPy. For
calculations, we take 2 mmol/cm3 wet PPy (not containing macropores) for the freshly
prepared PPy inside the MA-41mod membrane and 0.05 mmol/cm3 wet PPy inside the
MA-41modED membrane.

Table 1. The values of the input parameters of the model.

Parameter MA-41 MA-41mod MA-41modED PPy PPyED Description

Thermodynamic parameters

Q, mmol/cm3

swollen membrane 1.47 1.47 1.47 2.0 0.05 Membrane exchange capacity

KD 0.035 0.09 0.05 0.01 0.10 Donnan equilibrium constant

Structural parameters

f macro 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.83 0.40 Volume fraction of macropores

α′ 0.15 0.42 0.23 −0.28 0.08 Parameter of the
membrane structure

VRdry, cm3/mmol 0.48 0.48 0.48 0.03 0.03
Volume of dry polyelectrolyte gel
containing 1 mmol of fixed
functional groups with counterions

hR 1.7 Hydration number of membrane
fixed groups

hCl 0.5 Hydration number of Cl− in the
membrane pore solution

hNa 1.5 Hydration number of Na+ in the
membrane pore solution

Kinetic parameters

D′Cl , cm2/s 3.4 × 10−7 5.8 × 10−7 2.0 × 10−7 5.4 × 10−7 1.1 × 10−7 The values of Cl− and Na+ diffusion
coefficients in the gel phase at c = 1 M
NaCl, Equation (24)D′Na, cm2/s 6.0 × 10−8 3.5 × 10−9 3.2 × 10−8 6.4 × 10−10 4.6 × 10−8

Mechanical parameter

E, bar 3800 2000 2000 - - Young’s modulus

The evaluation of VRdry for the host matrices of the studied membranes and for PPy is
given in the Supplementary Materials.

The characteristic values of the parameter describing Donnan equilibrium, KD, can
be estimated when considering its dependence on the water content in the membrane as
described in [55]. When writing Equation (12) for the concentrations expressed in mmol
per cm3 of free water within the membrane pores (cmol

i ), the Donnan constant should be
on the order of 1. For this, we assume that the bound water in the pore solution does not
take part in the equilibrium relations [1], and there are no specific interactions of ions with
the membrane polymer matrix. In our model, we use the ion concentrations expressed in
mmol per cm3 of swollen membrane, ci. The latter is linked to cmol

i by the relation

ci = cmol
i V f ree

w /Vtot, (35)

where V f ree
w is the volume of free water in one equivalent of the membrane.

Since according to our calculations, V f ree
w /Vtot ≈ 1/3, KD in Equation (12) should be of

the order of 0.1.
The volume fraction of macropores in the MA-41 membrane is estimated as f macro = 0.1.

This quantity was determined by Vasil’eva et al. [66,67] by digital processing of SEM images.
This result agrees with the evaluation of f macro by determining the volume fraction of water



Membranes 2023, 13, 103 14 of 20

filling the membrane pores with the radius from 100 to 1000 nm [55], when using the
pore distribution diagrams reported by Kononenko et al. [68]. PPy is a polymer that has
relatively large pores [38,52]. When swelling in an aqueous solution, the pore size of PPy
should increase. Therefore, the parameter f macro for PPy must be significantly larger than
that for a dense MA-41 membrane; we set f macro = 0.83 for the freshly synthesized wet PPy,
and f macro = 0.40 for the wet PPy in the state after the use of the membrane in ED (PPyED).

The hydration numbers of Cl− and Na+ and that for the fixed quaternary amine ion
were taken from [55], where they were estimated using the literature data on a swelling
experiment of an ion-exchange resin [1], on an ion mobility in solution [69], on the partial
molar volumes of NaCl, NaBPh4, and Ph4AsCl in water solutions [70] and on the membrane
water content [66].

The structural parameter α′ and the character diffusion coefficients D′i of mobile
ions in the gel phases of the host membrane and nested PPy are fitting parameters. In
principle, different sets of the input parameters make it possible to satisfactorily describe
the experimental data (membrane conductivity, diffusion permeability and thickness)
considered in the next Section. However, there is a certain logic in the accepted values
presented in Table 1. The value of α′ in the MA-41 membrane is set equal to 0.15, which is
typical for heterogeneous membranes [40,56]. The MA-41mod membrane has a stretched
matrix, which should provide easier pathways for ions, since some very narrow pores
become larger and ions do not need to go around them (Figure 5). Stretching of the matrix
leads to a reduction in series connections of the gel and intergel solution and an increase
in parallel connections. For this reason, we set α′ = 0.42 for MA-41mod and 0.23 for MA-
41modED. The latter is due to the fact that after ED the membrane thickness decreased,
the degree of stretching was reduced, but the membrane thickness remained higher than
that of the pristine membrane. Therefore, the value of α′ for the MA-41modED membrane
is between the values of these parameters for MA-41 and MA-41mod. As for the nested
PPy, α′ was set −0.28 for the freshly prepared membrane and 0.08 for that used in ED. The
first value is explained by the specific structure of this polyelectrolyte: there are relatively
large free spaces limited by polymer chains wearing charges with a high local density
(5.1 mmol/cm3 dry PPy [50]) (Figure 5). Although counterions can easily pass through
the charged walls, coions have to find gaps in the polyelectrolyte chains where the local
concentration of the fixed charges is low in order to pass from one solution-filled space
to the next one. The pathway of coions is quite tortuous and is characterized by a great
number of series connections. The concentration of fixed charges in the chains of PPy that
underwent an ED operation together with the host membrane is much lower; hence, coions
easily find pathways to move from one solution-filled space to the next. This makes the
value of α′ larger and closer to that of the pristine membrane.

Similar logic was used when choosing the D′i values. The counterion diffusion co-
efficient, DCl , in the gel phase of MA-41mod is greater than that in MA-41 because of the
stretching of the matrix. However, DNa is lower in the gel, since coions have to pass around
the mesopores filled with PPy, while in MA-41 they pass relatively easily through these
regions. For a similar reason, DCl in the freshly prepared PPy is quite high, while DNa is
very low. After the use in ED, DCl in PPy decreases, since the loss of fixed charges leads to a
loss of water and narrowing the pores permeable to ions. In the contrary, DNa increases, as
the biggest barriers for coions are fixed charges of the same sign. However, this coefficient
remains lower than DCl .

Young’s modulus is found by fitting the values of the membrane thickness measured
for the pristine and modified membranes (Section 3.2). The value of this modulus for the
modified membranes is nearly two times lower than for the pristine membrane. This result
reflects a decrease in the membrane mechanical strength caused by its modification. The
mechanical strength, i.e., the capability of the membrane to resist stretching caused by
internal osmotic pressure, depends on the ability of the membrane’s polymer chains to
stretch elastically. After modification, the membrane matrix is significantly stretched due
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to the increased osmotic pressure created by additional fixed charges. Apparently, part of
the polymer chain breaks, which is the reason for the decrease in the Young modulus.

3.2. Results of Simulations

As can be seen from Figure 6, the choice of input parameters (Table 1) described
in the previous Section makes it possible to obtain a quantitative agreement between
the experimental and simulation results for the MA-41, MA-41mod and MA-41modED. A
good agreement is obtained at once for electric conductivity, diffusion permeability, trans-
port numbers of Cl− ions and membrane thickness as functions of the concentration of
bathing solution.
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Figure 6. Experimental (markers) and simulated (solid lines) concentration dependencies of (a) elec-
tric conductivity, (b) diffusion permeability, (c) counterion, Cl−, transport number and (d) thickness
of MA-41, MA-41mod and MA-41modED membranes (indicated near the corresponding curve).

As noted above, some input parameters (α′, D′i) and some output parameters (κ*,
P*, tCl*, thickness, qwb, qw, f 2meso) are functions of the bathing solution concentration c.
These functions are presented in Figure S1, Supplementary Material. Table 1 gives the
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characteristic values of α′ and D′i. The concentration dependencies of the main membrane
characteristics are shown in Figure 6; in order to facilitate the comparison of some output
parameters in the pristine membrane and in the different states of its modification, the
values of these parameters at c = 1 M NaCl are gathered in Table 2.

Table 2. The values of some output parameters of the model at c = 1 M NaCl.

Parameter MA-41 MA-41mod MA-41modED PPy PPyED Description

f 2meso 0.1 0.12 0.14 0.12 0.14
The volume fraction of the electroneutral
solution localized in the membrane
mesopores, Equation (20)

f 2 0.2 0.24 0.24 0.95 0.55 The volume fraction of the intergel spaces,
Equation (19)

qwb 2.2 3.0 2.4 - - The amount of bound water in the
membrane

qw 6.0 9.7 9.0 - - The amount of free water in the membrane

ε 0.088 0.120 0.118 - - Relative elongation, Equation (10)

Figure 6 shows that the conductivity of the MA-41mod membrane and the Cl− transport
number in this membrane are significantly higher than these characteristics for the pristine
membrane. With that, the diffusion permeability is much lower. However, after the use of
this membrane in an ED process at current densities close to or higher than the limiting over
5 h, the values of κ* and tCl* become lower than those for the pristine MA-41 membrane.
The value of P* increases, but remains lower than that for the MA-41 membrane. The cause
of these changes in the membrane properties during ED is the degradation of PPy due
to water splitting (Section 3.1). Note that an increase in the conductivity of an AEM after
its PPy modification was also experimentally detected by Salmeron-Sanchez et al. [38].
The authors also gave a theoretical explanation for this effect on the basis of the MHM,
assuming that PPy bearing anion-exchange functional groups occupies the pores of the
host membrane. This increases the concentration of counterions in the gel phase of the
membranes, which leads to an increase in membrane conductivity. Our model also supports
this explanation. In addition, it is important that the membrane stretches after the PPy
modification. This stretching leads to an increase in the value of DCl and the value of
electroneutral solution filling the central parts of macro- and meso-pores, f 2, in the freshly
modified membrane. The value of f 2 increases in spite of the fact that PPy occupies the
macro- and mesopores. The reason is that PPy is a polyelectrolyte, which has relatively
large pores in the swollen state [52]. The model assumes that 83% of the space occupied
by PPy remains macropore. These macropores make a significant contribution to the high
membrane conductivity, especially in concentrated solution, whose specific conductance is
much higher than that of the gel phase at c > 1 mol/L.

At first glance, it seems that a very high conductivity of the MA-41mod membrane
contradicts the fact that its diffusion permeability is very low (Figure 6). However, the
model explains this effect by a very low effective mobility of coions in the macropores
occupied by PPy. As mentioned in the previous Section, a high concentration of positive
fixed charges in the polymer chains forming walls between solution-filled spaces presents
a big barrier for coions. This feature of the PPy structure is taken into account in the model
by a very low coion diffusion coefficient in PPy and a negative value of α in the spaces
occupied by PPy. Negative values of α reflect the fact that series connections of the gel and
intergel solution predominate over parallel connections (Section 3.1). Since both the gel
phase and the intergel solution are good conductors for counterions, the value of α has a
relatively weak effect on the membrane conductivity. However, the gel phase is difficult to
overcome for coions. For this reason, decreasing α, especially when it is negative, strongly
reduces salt diffusion.
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Note the unusual concentration dependence of P* in the MA-41mod membrane: instead
of an increase in P* with an increase in c, generally detected in experiments [40,46,71], we see
a decreasing concentration dependence. Usually, an increasing P* vs. c curve is explained
by the fact that the coion concentration in the membrane increases with an increase in c
due to weakening of the Donnan exclusion effect. In the case of MA-41mod, the Donnan
exclusion weakens with an increase in c. However, the effect of a decrease in the parameter
α with an increase in the bathing solution concentration and the fact that α < 0 are of greater
importance. This effect is caused by a decrease in the membrane pore size due to the loss of
water by the membrane in a concentrated solution and an increase in the tortuosity of the
coion pathway, as discussed in Section 3.1. As seen in Figure S1 (Supplementary Materials),
α decreases with increasing c in all cases: for the host membranes (MA-41, MA-41mod and
MA-41modED), and for PPy in these membranes. However, only in the case of the freshly
prepared PPy is α < 0. In the case of PPy in the membrane used in ED, α is small, but
positive. This difference in α between the “fresh” PPy and PPy in the used membrane
is explained by the loss of fixed charges on the PPy chains caused by the attack of OH−

ions during ED, as described in Section 2.1.4. A decrease in the exchange capacity of PPy
facilitates coion transport through the PPy chains: coions do not need to find long and
tortuous pathways to transfer through a region occupied by PPy. As a consequence, the
fraction of the series connections decreases, and α increases.

The fraction of mesopores occupied by the electroneutral solution, f 2meso, calculated
using Equations (20)–(23) is equal to 0.1 for the pristine MA-41, as in Ref. [55]. This value
is characteristic for homogeneous ion-exchange membranes, not containing macropores,
when it is understood as the volume fraction of electroneutral intergel solution in these
membranes [55]. The model shows that f 2meso is slightly higher in the MA-41mod (f 2meso =
0.12) and MA-41modED membranes (f 2meso = 0.14) (Table 2), since the matrix of the MA-41
membrane is stretched, which is characterized by a higher size of all pores. The obtained
values are consistent with the values of the bound and free water (Table 2) involved in
Equations (20)–(23). When a mesopore increases in size, the EDL thickness does not change,
therefore the fraction of the electroneutral solution in the pore increases. In addition, some
micropores may become mesopores after stretching the matrix.

The modelling allows us to formulate the main properties of a modifier capable of
imparting such high characteristics to the host ion-exchange membrane. The modifier
should (1) be a polyelectrolyte bearing fixed functional groups with the same sign of charge
as that the host membrane; (2) be nested into the non-selective macro- and mesopores of
the host membrane; (3)have a special structure: the polymer chains should form charged
walls that separate the solution in a macropore into smaller compartments. The ions
in the solution filling these compartments should be sufficiently mobile to ensure high
conductivity of the membrane in concentrated external solutions.

4. Conclusions

We show that a PPy-based modification of a heterogeneous AEM with quaternary
ammonium functional groups can lead to a membrane of exceptional performance. Its
conductivity reaches almost 20 mS/cm and the chloride transport number tCl* > 0.99 in 4 M
NaCl. The modelling carried out in this work serves to understand what parameters an
IEM may have to show such exclusive parameters, especially a very high counterion perms-
electivity.

Although PPy as a modifier makes it possible to obtain a membrane with extraordinary
performance (when the membrane with PPy is freshly prepared), this polymer is not stable.
It degrades, in particular, under attacks of OH− ions, which can be a product of water
splitting at the membrane/solution interface. Therefore, we cannot give a positive answer
to the question posed in the title, at least if the same membrane modification protocol
is used as described in this paper. However, our results can tell what properties the
modifier polymer should have to preparer a “super” membrane. Another polyelectrolyte
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with similar properties but stable, or a method of PPy stabilization, are needed to obtain
better membranes.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:
//www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/membranes13010103/s1, Figure S1: Simulated concentration
dependencies of (a) tortuosity coefficient (Equation (25)), (b) f 2 (Equation (19), solid lines) and
f 2meso (Equation (20), dashed lines), (c) counterion, Cl− (solid lines), and coion, Na+ (dashed lines),
diffusion coefficients in membrane gel phase (Equation (24)), (d) parameter α (Equation (27)), (e) qwb
(Equations (6) and (32), solid lines) and qw (dashed lines), (f) membrane water content. Dependencies
for MA-41, MA-41mod and MA-41modED membranes as well as PPy or PPyED are indicated near the
corresponding curve. References [1,52,72] is cited in the Supplementary Materials.

Author Contributions: A.K.: Data analysis and curation; draft preparation, writing and editing. N.P.:
Methodology; research design and investigation. V.N.: Research conceptualization and investigation;
manuscript writing, revision and validation, project administration, funding acquisition. M.P.:
Investigation. V.R.: Investigation. A.G. Formal analysis. All authors have read and agreed to the
published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the Russian Foundation of Basic Research, grant number
20-08-00933.

Acknowledgments: The authors thank the Center for Collective Use of the Kuban State University
“Diagnostics of the structure and properties of nanomaterials” for the equipment provided.

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

References
1. Helfferich, F. Ion Exchange, 1st ed.; Dover Publications, Inc.: New York, NY, USA, 1962; pp. 1–608.
2. Strathmann, H. Applications of ion-exchange membrane separation processes. Membr. Sci. Technol. 2004, 9, 287–330. [CrossRef]
3. Strathmann, H. Electrodialysis, a mature technology with a multitude of new applications. Desalination 2010, 264, 268–288.

[CrossRef]
4. Jiang, S.; Sun, H.; Wang, H.; Ladewig, B.P.; Yao, Z. A comprehensive review on the synthesis and applications of ion exchange

membranes. Chemosphere 2021, 282, 130817–130836. [CrossRef]
5. Ran, J.; Wu, L.; He, Y.; Yang, Z.; Wang, Y.; Jiang, C.; Ge, L.; Bakangura, E.; Xu, T. Ion exchange membranes: New developments

and applications. J. Memb. Sci. 2017, 522, 267–291. [CrossRef]
6. Zhao, W.-Y.; Zhou, M.; Yan, B.; Sun, X.; Liu, Y.; Wang, Y.; Xu, T.; Zhang, Y. Waste conversion and resource recovery from

wastewater by ion exchange membranes: State-of-the-art and perspective. Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 2018, 57, 6025–6039. [CrossRef]
7. Zhang, X.; Liu, Y. Circular economy-driven ammonium recovery from municipal wastewater: State of the art, challenges and

solutions forward. Bioresour. Technol. 2021, 334, 125231–125242. [CrossRef]
8. Sharma, M.; Das, P.P.; Chakraborty, A.; Purkait, M.K. Clean energy from salinity gradients using pressure retarded osmosis and

reverse electrodialysis: A review. Sustain. Energy Technol. Assess. 2022, 49, 101687–101700. [CrossRef]
9. Golubenko, D.V.; Van der Bruggen, B.; Yaroslavtsev, A.B. Ion exchange membranes based on radiation-induced grafted function-

alized polystyrene for high-performance reverse electrodialysis. J. Power Sources 2021, 511, 230460–230471. [CrossRef]
10. Merle, G.; Wessling, M.; Nijmeijer, K. Anion exchange membranes for alkaline fuel cells: A review. J. Memb. Sci. 2011, 377, 1–35.

[CrossRef]
11. Yaroslavtsev, A.B.; Dobrovolsky, Y.A.; Shaglaeva, N.S.; Frolova, L.A.; Gerasimova, E.V.; Sanginov, E.A. Nanostructured materials

for low-temperature fuel cells. Russ. Chem. Rev. 2012, 81, 191–220. [CrossRef]
12. Thangarasu, S.; Oh, T.H. Progress in poly(phenylene oxide) based cation exchange membranes for fuel cells and redox flow

batteries applications. Int. J. Hydrog. Energy 2021, 46, 38381–38415. [CrossRef]
13. Ye, J.; Cheng, Y.; Sun, L.; Ding, M.; Wu, C.; Yuan, D.; Zhao, X.; Xiang, C.; Jia, C. A green SPEEK/lignin composite membrane with

high ion selectivity for vanadium redox flow battery. J. Memb. Sci. 2019, 572, 110–118. [CrossRef]
14. Dai, Q.; Liu, Z.; Huang, L.; Wang, C.; Zhao, Y.; Fu, Q.; Zheng, A.; Zhang, H.; Li, X. Thin-film composite membrane breaking the

trade-off between conductivity and selectivity for a flow battery. Nat. Commun. 2020, 11, 1–9. [CrossRef]
15. Luo, T.; Abdu, S.; Wessling, M. Selectivity of ion exchange membranes: A review. J. Memb. Sci. 2018, 555, 429–454. [CrossRef]
16. Xu, S.; Song, J.; Bi, Q.; Chen, Q.; Zhang, W.M.; Qian, Z.; Zhang, L.; Xu, S.; Tang, N.; He, T. Extraction of lithium from Chinese

salt-lake brines by membranes: Design and practice. J. Memb. Sci. 2021, 635, 119441–119463. [CrossRef]
17. Van der Bruggen, B. Chapter 7-Ion-exchange membrane systems-Electrodialysis and other electromembrane processes. In

Fundamental Modelling of Membrane Systems; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2018; pp. 251–300. [CrossRef]

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/membranes13010103/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/membranes13010103/s1
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0927-5193(04)80037-8
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2010.04.069
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2021.130817
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2016.09.033
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.iecr.8b00519
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2021.125231
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.seta.2021.101687
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2021.230460
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2011.04.043
http://doi.org/10.1070/RC2012v081n03ABEH004290
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2021.09.081
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2018.11.009
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-13704-2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2018.03.051
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2021.119441
http://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-813483-2.00007-1


Membranes 2023, 13, 103 19 of 20

18. Apel, P.Y.; Velizarov, S.; Volkov, A.V.; Eliseeva, V.; Nikonenko, V.V.; Parshina, A.V.; Pismenskaya, N.D.; Popov, K.I.; Yaroslavtsev,
A.B. Fouling and membrane degradation in electromembrane and baromembrane processes. Membr. Membr. Technol. 2022, 4,
69–92. [CrossRef]

19. Chen, Q.; Yao, Y.; Liao, J.; Li, J.; Xu, J.; Wang, T.; Tang, Y.; Xu, Y.; Ruan, H.; Shen, J. Subnanometer ion channel anion exchange
membranes having a rigid benzimidazole structure for selective anion separation. ACS Nano 2022, 16, 4629–4641. [CrossRef]

20. Xi, J.; Wu, Z.; Teng, X.; Zhao, Y.; Chen, L.; Qiu, X. Self-assembled polyelectrolyte multilayer modified Nafion membrane with
suppressed vanadium ion crossover for vanadium redox flow batteries. J. Mater. Chem. 2008, 18, 1232–1238. [CrossRef]

21. Zhang, H.; Zhang, H.; Li, X.; Mai, Z.; Wei, W. Silica modified nanofiltration membranes with improved selectivity for redox flow
battery application. Energy Environ. Sci. 2012, 5, 6299–6303. [CrossRef]

22. Khoiruddin, K.; Ariono, D.; Subagjo, S.; Wenten, I.G. Structure and transport properties of polyvinyl chloride-based heterogeneous
cation-exchange membrane modified by additive blending and sulfonation. J. Electroanal. Chem. 2020, 873, 114304–114310.
[CrossRef]

23. Porozhnyy, M.V.; Shkirskaya, S.A.; Butylskii, D.Y.; Dotsenko, V.V.; Safronova, E.Y.; Yaroslavtsev, A.B.; Deabate, S.; Huguet,
P.; Nikonenko, V.V. Physicochemical and electrochemical characterization of Nafion-type membranes with embedded silica
nanoparticles: Effect of functionalization. Electrochim. Acta 2021, 370, 137689–137702. [CrossRef]

24. Kozmai, A.; Pismenskaya, N.; Nikonenko, V. Mathematical description of the increase in selectivity of an anion-exchange
membrane due to its modification with a perfluorosulfonated ionomer. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2022, 23, 2238–2253. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Stenina, I.; Golubenko, D.; Nikonenko, V.; Yaroslavtsev, A. Selectivity of transport processes in ion-exchange membranes:
Relationship with the structure and methods for its improvement. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2020, 21, 5517–5550. [CrossRef]

26. Park, H.B.; Kamcev, J.; Robeson, L.M.; Elimelech, M.; Freeman, B.D. Maximizing the right stuff: The trade-off between membrane
permeability and selectivity. Science 2017, 356, eaab0530–eaab0542. [CrossRef]

27. Robeson, L.M. The upper bound revisited. J. Membr. Sci. 2008, 320, 390–400. [CrossRef]
28. Yaroslavtsev, A.B.; Karavanova, Y.A.; Safronova, E.Y. Ionic conductivity of hybrid membranes. Pet. Chem. 2011, 51, 473–479.

[CrossRef]
29. Reig, M.; Farrokhzad, H.; Van der Bruggen, B.; Gibert, O.; Cortina, J.L. Synthesis of a monovalent selective cation exchange

membrane to concentrate reverse osmosis brines by electrodialysis. Desalination 2015, 375, 1–9. [CrossRef]
30. Golubenko, D.V.; Karavanova, Y.A.; Melnikov, S.S.; Achoh, A.R.; Pourcelly, G.; Yaroslavtsev, A.B. An approach to increase

the permselectivity and mono-valent ion selectivity of cation-exchange membranes by introduction of amorphous zirconium
phosphate nanoparticles. J. Memb. Sci. 2018, 563, 777–784. [CrossRef]

31. Epsztein, R.; DuChanois, R.M.; Ritt, C.L.; Noy, A.; Elimelech, M. Towards single-species selectivity of membranes with sub-
nanometre pores. Nat. Nanotechnol. 2020, 15, 426–436. [CrossRef]

32. Ounissi, T.; Dammak, L.; Fauvarque, J.-F.; Hmida, E.S.B.H. Ecofriendly lithium-sodium separation by diffusion processes using
lithium composite membrane. Sep. Purif. Technol. 2021, 275, 119134–119144. [CrossRef]

33. Falina, I.; Loza, N.; Loza, S.; Titskaya, E.; Romanyuk, N. Permselectivity of cation exchange membranes modified by polyaniline.
Membranes 2021, 11, 227. [CrossRef]

34. Luo, T.; Roghmans, F.; Wessling, M. Ion mobility and partition determine the counter-ion selectivity of ion exchange membranes.
J. Memb. Sci. 2020, 597, 117645–117656. [CrossRef]

35. Sarapulova, V.; Pismenskaya, N.; Titorova, V.; Sharafan, M.; Wang, Y.; Xu, T.; Zhang, Y.; Nikonenko, V. Transport characteristics of
CJMAEDTM homogeneous anion exchange membranes in sodium chloride and sodium sulfate solutions. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021,
22, 1415. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Kingsbury, R.S.; Coronell, O. Modeling and validation of concentration dependence of ion exchange membrane permselectivity:
Significance of convection and Manning’s counter-ion condensation theory. J. Memb. Sci. 2021, 620, 118411–118425. [CrossRef]

37. Salmeron-Sanchez, I.; Asenjo-Pascual, J.; Avilés-Moreno, J.R.; Pérez-Flores, J.C.; Mauleón, P.; Ocón, P. Chemical physics insight of
PPy-based modified ion exchange membranes: A fundamental approach. J. Memb. Sci. 2022, 643, 120020–120033. [CrossRef]

38. Salmeron-Sanchez, I.; Asenjo-Pascual, J.; Avilés-Moreno, J.R.; Ocón, P. Microstructural description of ion exchange membranes:
The effect of PPy-based modification. J. Memb. Sci. 2022, 659, 120771–120783. [CrossRef]

39. Akberova, E.M.; Vasil’eva, V.I.; Zabolotsky, V.I.; Novak, L. A study of ralex membrane morphology by SEM. Membranes 2019, 9,
169. [CrossRef]

40. Sarapulova, V.; Shkorkina, I.; Mareev, S.; Pismenskaya, N.; Kononenko, N.; Larchet, C.; Dammak, L.; Nikonenko, V. Transport char-
acteristics of fujifilm ion-exchange membranes as compared to homogeneous membranes AMX and CMX and to heterogeneous
membranes MK-40 and MA-41. Membranes 2019, 9, 84. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Sata, T. Studies on anion exchange membranes having permselectivity for specific anions in electrodialysis—Effect of hydrophilic-
ity of anion exchange membranes on permselectivity of anions. J. Memb. Sci. 2000, 167, 1–31. [CrossRef]

42. Kong, L.; Palacios, E.; Guan, X.; Shen, M.; Liu, X. Mechanisms for enhanced transport selectivity of like-charged ions in
hydrophobic-polymer-modified ion-exchange membranes. J. Membr. Sci. 2022, 658, 120645. [CrossRef]

43. Zabolotsky, V.I.; Nikonenko, V.V. Effect of structural membrane inhomogeneity on transport properties. J. Membr. Sci. 1993, 79,
181–198. [CrossRef]

44. Slavinskaya, G.V.; Kurenkova, O.V. On the multifunctional character of strong basic anion-exchange resin. Sorp. Chromatograph.
Proc. 2019, 19, 101–110. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1134/S2517751622020032
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.1c11264
http://doi.org/10.1039/b718526j
http://doi.org/10.1039/C1EE02571F
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jelechem.2020.114304
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2020.137689
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms23042238
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35216352
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21155517
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.aab0530
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2008.04.030
http://doi.org/10.1134/S0965544111070140
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2015.07.023
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2018.06.024
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41565-020-0713-6
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.seppur.2021.119134
http://doi.org/10.3390/membranes11030227
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2019.117645
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms22031415
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33572516
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2020.118411
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2021.120020
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2022.120771
http://doi.org/10.3390/membranes9120169
http://doi.org/10.3390/membranes9070084
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31337131
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0376-7388(99)00277-X
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2022.120645
http://doi.org/10.1016/0376-7388(93)85115-D
http://doi.org/10.17308/sorpchrom.2019.19/655


Membranes 2023, 13, 103 20 of 20

45. Lteif, R.; Dammak, L.; Larchet, C.; Auclair, B. Conductivité électrique membranaire: Étude de l’effet de la concentration, de la
nature de l’electrolyte et de la structure membranaire. Eur. Polym. J. 1999, 35, 1187–1195. [CrossRef]

46. Berezina, N.P.; Kononenko, N.A.; Dyomina, O.A.; Gnusin, N.P. Characterization of ion-exchange membrane materials: Properties
vs. structure. Adv. Colloid Interfac. 2008, 139, 3–28. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Trchova, M.; Stejskal, J. Resonance raman spectroscopy of conducting polypyrrole nanotubes: Disordered surface versus ordered
body. J. Phys. Chem. A 2018, 122, 9298–9306. [CrossRef]

48. Yang, C.; Wang, X.; Wang, Y.; Liu, P. Polypyrrole nanoparticles with high dispersion stability via chemical oxidative polymerization
in presence of an anionic-non-ionic bifunctional polymeric surfactant. Powder Technol. 2012, 217, 134–139. [CrossRef]

49. Stejskal, J.; Trchová, M.; Bober, P.; Morávková, Z.; Kopecký, D.; Vrňata, M.; Prokeš, J.; Varga, M.; Watzlová, E. Polypyrrole salts
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