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JO7FH Y S A R 28 A8 P B L ) 38 A0 5 % )y T
JRIL B R 1. T R FERRAL A B AR SR I e
JE I » R % T % v AV 1 ke 0 Ak G
K S5 B N2 D R A 3 R YR 907,
H AT » 3 O0UETE I o 2 e G R A T
il 25 AR/ 4k 22 J2 ik A TR 26 T 25480 . 22 )5 PR
AT T 1% B 26 1 I 32 1 BEEC . b i Alftessi
ZEDRGE T H PVDF - HFP K FAS-17 S4LJE 1Y
BRKIE SiNPs [ 25 78 23 2F 4 i b %k Hgb £ X0 2
AT B S RRRT ZK R B2 il £ Sk 167° X 21 A A
T EE Al A IR B 157°, 12 I 7E B2 o B 7% 1 3 A
MK A 3] 35. 1 kg/(m® « h) H#% 8 R4k
100%. Li Z0T 3038 T & FS.FAS fIg8k — 4
ARk B 7K M U J2 0 W U B 5 A R L 1 PVDE i
30 o R BT AE FH  A TOWLE FS/FAS/Si i,
TZIEXT MD T2 rp & S T 1 PR 7] L 205 e 4
KA HLTE Y et it 26 B0 v 8RS i e
I R RTINS T G SR 30 S B o s 7y 2 3 o 5 22
A T ANk 22 2 i A TR RS 26 1 2544 12001 4%
W NE SR, Az Rk ms WA ER e R EM S
£ i 2y 1 (E1F ST = 11 T N2 7 LB S
2 JZ 4 N\ LR R 2 18 45 R4 10 0L PR i A /D

AN]SR 10 1/ A0 K 22 2 1 A RRUHEL R %
AT 5 40 1) SUBTE ., A BIF 5 5 3 A — i 7 48 1 777
il 28 22 I TC T/ AR 22 2 ik A TR REL RS % I 285 440 1 38
RUSUG R, B Rl 2 R O 0 — HoR MR I (SMA)
55 PVDF iR Fe i S5 RO il B, e B 51 AT SR
(IERIEF LA, FHAK P L1290 3- EIN 3 = L | 3
itk CAPTES) | ¥ % = H it & (TMC) | 1H, 1H,
2H, 2H -2 28 Jk = LA BRI (17T -FAS VI B
RRTTRERY 17-FAS 32 21 53 i FRE AR H R /e 75
F| PVDF RS, HE— 5 % Xs 5 ik 47 45 k) K b
FAE, I J5 & A 32 100 6 M 7 2 ke I B R A
(SDS) 11 HL V5 G P (19 1R A % WA R B X
PVDF XU kA7 24 fim =X 7% 18 (DCMD) P g
WFFE » A58 XU 7 Ak B 55 3 1 33 P 500 A HIL TS
YL W A B Y R S e RE.

1 SRy

1.1 ZEHHSIKF

PVDF, =% & #i t B4 IR A 7l SMA, 4252
700(M,, = 120 000 g/mol) ., 5& M4 F Ak T4 PR
Al se— O NMERE (CPL) , G468 (NaCl, fh2z4l) . 7

P (IPA, 43 #14l) L SDS (A3 #r 4t o [ 25 42 A1 i 7
FBRAE s APTES(B i 204k 99%0) , £ . 5
g (HA) , 43Afr 4t LB hr T 23w s TMC (it 2 53
9820 JIE CUE (B 401 9920) (BH R (FA, 43
Brat) 2 stk vl 17-FAS, Fia 7050 98%, 13
LA BR 2 75 Je Je 66 LM (PAD ., i FLR <F
125 pm, J& 120 pm.

1.2 PVDF EEHI&

KA R4 B (NTIPS, R FI 30 4 25 45
ARSI B O il % PVDFE SLJE. & 5ok 54
+ PVDF.SMA Fiffi#5) CPL R & 57 150 °C %
P 1P 2 50 A I A 5 O TR O 1 TR L
WG FETAZE 150 °C BB AR A b #oe A4y
JeJe 66 A% [ E K 5 R I FE 3 s ALY
PR EIE, T 20 °C R Tk 1A B I
TR i 2 B T KR I D g 43 B 2 R Ak B Y
CPL. 57 - M BV VR T 145 31 PVDF B, B
165£5 pm. il & PVDF 3 BT N () 54 1B 8 4H B an
3 1 FiR.

# 1 R PVDF At 5 6 45 Ik 40 %,

Table 1 Composition of casting solutions for various

PVDF pristine membranes

o) PVDF—O:SMA CPI: i SMA 5 PVDF
B g/ % B/ % it
J-1 15.0 85.0 1:29
1-2(5-2) 15.0 85.0 1:19
J=3 15.0 85.0 1:14
J-4 15.0 85.0 1:9
S-1 13.0 87.0 1+:19
S-2J-2) 15.0 85.0 1:19
S-3 18.0 82.0 1:19
S-4 21.0 79.0 1:19

1.3 PVDF WHER &

PVDF XUH AR A6l & U0 R« % PVDF JERELE {4
BUr# 1% APTES IE O e, TERBEHET
B2 h SRR REECH . A B R 0. 5%
TMC WIECBE R = IR 1 h SR E R IR R
FE AR E 2% 17-FAS [WIE C A b 16
45 ‘CHIR 24 h S B BREHUR BT, 58 IR Ak L
PERIFR. B A5 3 PVDF BS54 5 4 44 K FJ -
1.FJ-2.F]-3.F]-4 . FS-1.FS-2 FS-3.FS-4, 434
YR FER 1 A AR J-1.]-2.]-3.]-4.S-1,
S-2.8-3.S-4.
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KA < SR F L0 KL MBS ] o b B TR T R © 3 -

1.4 PVDF WEREMEERIES MK T %
1.4.1 (HS7LTAMEREU BT R AE

fift FH A8 37 - 21 40 S 3% 4 (Nicolet 6700, 3€ [E]
Thermo Fisher Scientific 2> &) % F 2 I8 4 & 5
(ATROBE 3ol AR 2. LA I R 45 1158 3 T ) it
I3 LA B AR S B e
1.4.2  JFOEBGHRAE

A BT 5 s (S-4800, H A% Hitachi 2y
) ) WL 1 4 T 0 R TR S 2. 68 B 3 >4 B 179 Ak
FE A B HARATE WA T 32 4 (0 T 24 DL R B Dy
Sh R 3 I T P RO o [ S R A B R R
W% < F 30 3 40 5 P O 5 FREAE: i ) 3 T R AT T 485
4.
1.4.3  4&fbffnd i &

KA (CA M5 (DSAT00, 72 Kruss
N A E R b R R R A A R R AR Y =
R/ E R BRI A IR AR RS & b BOE
il A ASCROR AR TR 3 s T H2 Ml £ /N 40 B
R BRI E 5 ABE KA DLl R ZE.
144 A i

SR HT A B I e e 4 SCRRL25 ] i ik 1Y & 2
FHERIE T AR i LEP. SRR
MRV B3 Ry 58 7K AEB AL THE S R
1 HL SR (DDS] - 308A b F L SR AL
TELR T S W D2 375 0 1 vy v S 2R AR A, DL ARAR BB
FLIEWE K AR XS N LEP {527,
1.4.5 fLBAFP LA

FLBR (o) 1y SR BEALARER B SR R A
I3 E BT BT Wl K/ BT & g IFIC SR
B HAE S BRI 24 h SRR TR m, Hid 5.
X T A SR I A R AR = (D TR L

e=—r T )
oA (L — Ll
OPA

KrPom, IR & kgsmg & T BE, kes o 72
SENBER R kg/m? s A BA SRR, m* s L &5
JEEBE s 1005 0 K S HEE X)) TET 25 152, kg/m 5 oo S22 JE TR
66 B  kg/m®.

B ) - 2 LA SR FH 0 ok O &, R B i S 1R
AR 1, FE L8 FKEHROBE, Z
Ji » FHUE AR i etk 2 Guerout—Elford -
Ferry Jr- AP AR ()

_ [(2.9—1.75¢) X87hQ
T \/ e XAXAp (2)

i SR A A i B R R s A 3 O VR Y B
JE,Pa -« s; Q M4k, m/s; Ap HEEAEEZE,
Pa.
1.4.6  FLAEAEAM BRI M GE i

K H DCMD P PFEAd AR Y 7 1t FEh 80 FE =2,
DCMD 2% 8 ULAS IS 22 Fir 40! 28 B K
A3k 3 A EB 53 o3 SR R R G0 AR B A A
BIBEW ARG AR A 10X10 m*, FEH)
FB B ML 110 L/h 53 &85 00 B4 345 W AT
TR0 0 3 Ao S B . A 1 O R 2 4 A A
TR B FEELE 70 “CHI 17 C ., [R5 0 43 5]
i 1 HL SR AR L F K (EK - 20001, A&D By
AR ED AL 10 535 38 WK ) LS R AR AL J
Joz i AR AL B

7E DCMD 5255, it F 8 2 TS P71 R B s+
FETEPER SDS A HLIE J9h HA B3 FA. DL i
BABCR 3. 5% 4R . 2 mmol/L SDS, 300 mg/L
HA 8 1 mmol/L FA (¥ AE b BHE , #2598 PVDF
XU EAE DCMD 3o #2915 17 48 B8 VERE P i A g
VE etk RE. a2 (3) L () TR Y 7K G RN

Ao J RBEZERKGE R kg/(m” « h) s AW JETET
FERFRIE] R ¢ Ch) PN S A 2 B W A i 1 kgs A
AR, m.

R:Cf%{c‘)xmo% (4)
AR R, Y0 Cr SRR N4 4 £ 5 ik
FE g/ L C, s il B 2B W ) 3 B e vk T g/ L.

2 ZERE#

2.1 PVDF EFEXUER B F2 41 Sh R AE

K1 A ATR £ FTIR FAF 45 2] 1
PVDEF JEJIE 28 XU 01k 420 BRI i S R T 21410
L B 1) AR 1) B EA T 2 000~1 500
em A JRERICK L FEE 1 AR — 2 B =
HOME S B i 44 9 FM—-APTES.FM-TMC #l
FM-FAS.

ME T v, X ez 55— APTES etk fE iy
X FM-APTES 5 PVDF/SMA IR BB £1 58

3
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HE, AT LA et e X R TR F 1 780 em Atk
P4 R P AT IR S U 9 2, T AE 1 543 1 1 642 em !
IR T BRI A (— CONH — ) [R5 AF I i 65, 56 S
APTES ) —NH, 53 b SMA iR I 25 4] [ g
(25 R0 28 — 5 TMC Bt Ja i i FM-TMC
55— APTES et J5 B FM - APTES #H L.
TE 1720 em AR ER TR AR M A0 X U iR T
TMC e SE A RO e AR B IR ) C = O 4
g 4 3h g™, ) TMC © i 3h 5 1 FM -
APTES & Jii. NE 1) Hal LFE . &5 =4
17-FAS g PE 5 i i FM-FAS 78 1 150 #1 1 205

B /%

~
1205 «—-CE,~/—CF;—

2000 1800 1600 1400 1200 1000 800

WA fom'!
(a) PEEL2 000~700 e FEFFAFIE X 1L

em AR H BT SR OICREAE %, X U & T CF, il CF,
XERRIP GRS RIS 78 1 110 em™ " HY B T 45 A g
W ARG, 3 R Si—O— Si BMARIR SN 51 AY . X
3 ANLLAMRISCREE W B, B 17 - FAS m ) #2
R b, 5 3Cik[10].[30 145 R —FL.

AN N 108 ] LI H, PVDEF/SMA Sl
FLREAE 763 A1 1 072 em ' HUIR T 45AF 16, X UH & T
PVDF [ o« 1 fbAH . 76 842 cm ™' H B T HEAF I, 3X
IFJEF PVDE (9 B AH S AH . R AR AH A7, e B 5L
JIES ) 4 R i A & A2 T NTIPS B4 B LI, 54
L 2 AR 5T 25 SR — 3.

¢=0 \—LONH—
2 000 1900 1800 1700 1600 1500
PEL fem!

(b) L2 000~1 500 em™ SRR A X I

1 SRS R P 3R ATR-FTIR ik
Fig. 1 ATR-FTIR spectra of each step of amphiphobic modification of pristine membranes

2.2 BaBIE PVDF WERER L

& 2(a).2(b) . 2(c) 4] Jy B ) PVDF J g
J-2H1 PVDF Wi FI-2 9 1 T 2 i A i 1) i
BilEl, N 2 AT LUE Ui e 56 ] -2 B 3Rim
FLARAR /N R HE IR 2(a) (2 (b) AT LR Y BUS i FJ -
2 1Y BRI RV, T R IARXRRSE . B 2(0)
ATLLE . PVDE 5 5 R 008 S i) W 1 2 3 760 1Y)
NTIPS i il £ B BEAL G5 , S 3R T A% W7 1T S 4
ARFLILR iR A L2 R 45 FLE5 . 2o v Tk
71N FR) A A LB B T 1) S 42 D 21 4.
2.3 BUMETEEREZEM BN

FE Ll A7 FH T 8 A B 9 T X V4R 7 i 1
PE. ABIFFE R K R AR B3 11 1) 2% B K M >R FH SC
R v o0 W B 20 R Sl FEAE IR % 25 165 il
PRSI T KR ] -2 K A oM S B F)
=2 By KN & A 2 fk £ DA S W el P i B

FJ -2 75 HAXHED 25 R0 3 FiR.

P 3 Ca) S M e 1 i s 7K Moy 1) 28 £k » 3 2o %t
FEE 2Ca) & 2(b) . i AR BIAHIR R R A 2R ] -2 F
FA ST b 2 0m BAHURE | e RS R R
T B AR 22 S e K R 3 () AT LR L Btk I
Ay T A K 42 ik F D 96, 1R &) 135, 9°, F
T A KB Ab A N 125, 78 E] 147. 3°. Sk EcrE
Ji » MEE R AT RE RAAER o 0 /K 1 00 35 40 v I T /K 2 f
AR T 2 407, FRMKIEZA AN T 2 22°. & 3
(b) R CPE AT JF £ — W fil o 1 AR 4k, IR 13
A7 ) 2, A2 ok A A 53°HE T E] 112, 2°, N R 1E Y
TR A N 32, ATHE N E 123, 5°, Y I F T
FIN 2100 1 & T 1 o A 28 B A RS 28 184 o, i 2
T AR 7 Ak 1 B SR T T R 2 DRI
PRl /N T 90°) 2 I H4 A8 SRy i 1 1 28 T (4 fik
FART90%). ik, BEF] -2 [w) i & B 5 7K A
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Fig. 2 SEM of the surface and cross section of pristine

membrane and amphiphobic membrane
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Fig. 3 WCA and ethanediol CA before and after membrane modification
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2.4 WERBEXS A BHK B HuE T 1 aE
BRI P A RS P o

VAR R T 5K 7 2 T A o A T AR A ) R 1 1

PERE. LEP 23R LR R S8 TR

MD 75 ¢ 2l 49 J J7 i R IE % 32 17 Eykens

AU TR VA 3 T P TR A B B Y ik

LEP Z/b 0. 25 MPa. 4 W P 2% 1 1% % 77 A7 7
B, 2 fin Pl B 2% T R, VAR B B E A TR AL,
LEP 235 % F . Khan %55 il 5 (1 SUS S LEP 2
0. 27 MPa, Lu ZEM W £ R LEP 7E 0. 25 MPa,
[ oy T E T P 2 o NS M 90 R ST
PERIA R R 4T T PVDF Ui FI -2 1Y LEP
PEREMNA, B2 T HAYUHERPERE, 45 R 403k 2 P,



“ 6 BOR ¥

5 og A 14 2

F 2 MR F]-2 a4k
Table 2 Properties of amphiphobic membrane FJ-2

LEP/MPa
4 L S A% 2% /0
LK TR/ AR T NaCI-SDS®  NaCI-SDSLFA® NaCI1SDSL HA®
FJ-2 12.3+41.1  75.3 +1.8 ~0.5 0. 40, 02 0. 440, 02 0. 440, 02
() &AL 3. 5% NaCl 1 2 mmol/L SDS B ; (b) & B8 434k 3. 5% NaCl.2 mmol/L SDS, 1 mmol/L FA i

Wi (OB R E 3. 5% NaCl.2 mmol/L SDS.300 mg/L HA M.

M 2 AT LLE A5 i A 0 R R AE B
2 mmol/ LRI MER] SDS M4 T AT IR RE
ik 0.4 MPa ) LEP, RWXUgi B F] -2 AT
TENRMERE. X 2245 25 T RUHL IR () /NFLAR B R Ak e
PEIRIRAF AR 1 8. ¥ Laplace— Yang J7 &t
AT, 38 3 PR AT 2 1 R S LA ] LAARAS =5 1) LEP.
2.5 NEHER DCMD 48E8F 3
2.5.1 BT S K RN AR B SR A R

S T N N P 7 Y S = S R S Y il e
BN 132038 K3 21 Yo X AU AL (FS-1, FS-2, FS-
3, FS—4) (/K8 & AR A R R A5 . p 1 4 WA
X4 SMA 5 PVDF Jig e fds 1 s 19 A48, &0+
SR BON 13% 8 E] 21% i, X T A
2 mmol/ L 1% 51 SDS #1 3. 5% NaCl ¥
B, BB RS K38 B A 41. 8 kg/(m” « h) RS
25.5 kg/(m® « h), ifi #& ¥ R N 99. 502 44 finn £
99. 980, ixX Bt TRl 5 51 4 T LR B I G K
FEE R FLAR B A LB 820 7 /) o 5 BOBUBRL IR 1Y) 7K 3
BEAR. BRI FS—1 1) B R IE AL (99. 50%0) » 3% Al
e i TRAY & 2 TR B 13 00 S B0l 45 A 280 1ot
TR AT BB AEAE Y SR e e 1 B ). DRI, 256 2 SRR
(14 71 38 £ B A B R P e - R 4 B 15 260 1
WL FS-2 (B F] - 2) #7582 52 5.

L — 7100
| iz
N‘fo 30¢ o
i) 1 ¥
% 10} 102

: Jso

15 18 21
R REE L %
Bl A & B s R A s il
Fig. 4 Effect of polymer concentration on

membrane performance

2.5.2 SMA 5 PVDF 15t i LX) 7K 8 £ F ik B
5]

K5 W TRFENE AT, 52 SMA 5
PVDF #9 i & 3 3 i (FJ -1, F] -2 F] -3 . F]-4)
B 7K 38 R AR R R AR . R S T R R R T
BT B Bk 15. 0% R4, SMA 5 PVDF [ i
BT 20 4RI RZE 119,114 fe 129,24
FRIP A E B4 5 3. 5% NaCl 1 2 mmol/L SDS
AF, XU Y )l B DA 30, 8 kg/(m® « h) Jgt K&
1: 196FAY 37. 2 kg/(m® » h), FEREMLZE 1 ¢ 14 Bt
i 19.1 kg/(m® « h) & 1 9 B 16. 7 kg/(m? »
h). 4 SMA 5 PVDF [# it bk 1 2 29 B, S
FI-1 AR H 99. 78%, X4 SMA Jfi il K =
1:19.1: 14,1 = 9 i, AR B R R HFAE 99. 94 % A
b, RIHPLF B MR, L5 A RIS R E
T P SR RL VR Y K GE R AR R MR Lk SMA 5
PVDF il bl 1 ¢ 19 MXEAR FJ -2 /5 M0 &t
Tritt—L By PERe Y.

50 =
= 100

199

— 40} 98

=~

ql’ ‘97 a

E30f 196 &

=1Y] g

= 195 #%

W20 A 194 %

=) 193

<10t 192
191

0 90
1:29 1:19 1:14 1:9
SMA5 PVDF JGi st e

5 SMA il PVDF (5 fit WK it R S 0 3
Fig. 5 Effect of the mass ratio of SMA to PVDF on
water {lux and rejection of the amphiphobic membranes
2.5.3  SDS i B2 XS UG R A 7K 3 i A R A8 ) 52

M)
SR TAI T 1A 7] 140 38 2 2 MR VR P9 2 T RE 38 i
MR LEP, DL AL 5 2 9. &1 6 S XL
B FJ -2 AL J-2 78 DCMD S25 v, 2 754
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KA < SR F L0 KL MBS ] o b B TR T R VA

TR FR L & A 1 mmol/L SDS il Jiit 2 7348
3.5% NaCl iR AW M 6 1T LLE 1, BUSE
FI-2 Wi 6 h J5 , HE 4k P9 R 1T -5 R 422 fik IX Sl o
B, HAT U0 R AP W e, MR A ST,
WA WG PER) PVDE 605 -2, AR F] 1 min,
I T 5 A i DX 2 B B, E 8 57 4T
1. AT LA -l sk PVDF B -2 ZE x5
BANR B A 2 TE S PR R 09 S WA, A B 4 £y
DCMDid #2 (1 1E 5 #5475

(a) RS FI-2

(b) FfE J-2

&6 PRI A
Fig. 6 Membrane wetting condition

K7 s 7ORHR R 3 R R) Y SDS e %] XL
Hi 5 FJ-2 19 DCMD PERERYSZ M. AL 7 FTAL P4
Fiie 734 3. 500 NaCl ¥ FEAE, 24 SDS 43k 2 i
1 mmol/L¥ K Z| 2 mmol/L, F-3¥ K &) 4 mmol/L
R J5E 8 7K T8 R P AR AR S IR 2 TE N L 1
PRFE KB i 36. 1 kg/(m” « ) FIEREE %R 99. 97%.
3X 3 T ROl A R g o R ) 2 T 9% A R AR XL
FJ -2 WaRELH L R A 5TiE e b2 @ i P RE.

50} |
100

199

4or 198
5 1 =a i {7
E 30t {96 &
m 184
< | 195 ¥
i 20 ~94%
) 193
X 10f 192

191

0 90

1 2 4

SDS ¥ /(mmol L")

7 AR REE SDS XSS AR FJ -2 #47K 8 fd F e 22
Fig. 7 Effects of different concentrations of SDS
on the water flux and rejection rate of the amphiphobic

membranes FJ -2

2.6 WERATSRERETT
2.6.1 AHHLIG YR RUH L DCMD MR8 1) 52 i

B K MD JEAR 315 28 1 BT 5 5 45 R AR A
HLYI R, B2 T 5 T 4535, A 5% 1k Bt
AAAFMER HA FUKEEE FA VE R 15 329, (58 3L
BifEAE DCMD o 72 i i 5 YL PR g, 25 3L ni&l 8 Jir
7. B8 () (8(h) 75 AR & 1 mmol/L FA Al
3.5% NaCl By M & 300 mg/L HA F1 3. 5%
NaCl f¥A B, SEL I F] -2 78 DCMD 33 8 (1) 7K il
1B 0 H S R R R R RS A T ] s fh it 2
K 8 (o) k& M 1 mmol/L FA Hi1 3. 5% NaCl
(ISR, LA T2 78 DCMD 3 FR i /K38 i 18 15
] H R B SR B B AT I (R] AR fb i 2. AR 8
(a) Je (AT LUE MBI F] -2 258 24 his1T,
FEE R 7KGH fE AR ZEE B N R E A I H g iE g
SRTHE/NT 5 1S/ em. X R R 15399, 95 %
DL RBOH AL S A R ERE. R 8o T LA,
BT 24 hJE JEME T -2 K R T 10. 700, B85
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Preparation and properties of polyvinylidene fluoride amphiphobic
membrane for membrane disillation

DONG Kedi, LI Xuena , DING Qichao, XIAO Tonghu
(School of Materials Science and Chemical Engineering, Ningbo University, Ningbo 315211, China)

Abstract: When treating complex liquid solutions containing surfactants using membrane distillation,
conventional hydrophobic membranes are prone to wetting and contamination issues. Currently, multilevel
re-entrant surface amphiphobic membranes have garnered widespread attention. This paper proposes a
novel polyvinylidene fluoride (PVDF) amphiphobic membranes without multilevel re-entrant surface.
Initially, PVDF and styrene-maleic anhydride copolymer (SMA) blended pristine membranes were
prepared using a composite phase transformation method, followed by grafting of low surface energy
perfluorodecyl-triethoxysilane(17 - FAS) to produce the amphiphobic membranes. The contact angles of
water and ethylene glycol on the top and bottom surfaces of the membrane were measured at 135. 9°,
147.3°, 112. 2°, and 123. 5°, respectively. The membrane exhibited excellent liquid entry pressures (LEP)
exceeding 0.4 MPa in saline solutions containing surfactants and organic pollutants. Direct contact
membrane distillation was employed to process complex liquid solutions containing salt, the surfactant
sodium dodecyl sulfate (SDS), and organic pollutants such as fulvic acid (FA) or humic acid (HA). The
results demonstrated that the PVDF amphiphobic membrane achieved a water flux of 36 kg/(m? « h) and a
salt rejection rate of 99. 9%, exhibiting excellent anti-wetting and anti-fouling properties.

Key words: PVDF amphiphobic membrane; direct contact membrane distillation; anti-wetting; anti-foul-

ing; surfactant



