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1. 53| o3 B 1 R0 52 BB T 5 0k R A 2 (R] (R RUEE OC AR IR R

ARSF R RN EE TSR . 5SS AR
WesE 7 B AR A B, TR AR B R — M R T
%, AT AR, DGR A RRA B A G IR SE L[ 1-4].
B AL TR B R ST 1980 SEBNET, A
TEAA HY 72&([5]. BIHATDNIE, A ERC )
Z N T, s AR (COy iR, RN
Bt Hy A2 ML e i 23 2 AEL At A P AR 5 (1 2 [6—
101 A 7 SEBAR I B VERE, AT SCE IFR T 2 MEM
B GRETHUR. —4E D) ERIEFAESMIE[11-20].
REVER HAREA . 5 T T 5 T 8 R S A 2 1
ARG E T R S AL (11,201, ARTT, SRE IR
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W2 ALIBRIIN R G b, A& R A Yk
AR, BFHEREEREE (MMMs) [25]. MMMs 44
ETREMIZINE . AT T 5 2 LIRS A (R 15 AT
AT, AT AT A B s s R E R B R [25-28]. BAR—
e MMMs B A L5 1> B kRE, HBT2fUEBS RS
YRR A F U R A Bh A, B EATT H BRI ME AR
RIE B . Bk, 4 MMMs ] REP A R RIS,
AFRIERLEUR R . ARIE MR MR RA Y EERE LR
HORHRLFLIE 2E (2D [13,26-27]. SERHEURL I R4 4
TERE P P2 A R B 1 S B 2 22 WP, 3800 B
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1. B R G P 2 8] AU 2 A Ko i [24]

PERIBEAG . ST 25 B TR RS 7 7 B AR S 55 1%, 2 30T
DLZAME B B o Sk B . TR AW EE R sl
%, SERHE B 15 A DR Ak 2 o SRS i R RS, M
MFBEE R, XEETBRRERA YN MMMs H
TR ML[29-30]. 5% Wi 5 77 40 10 DR FLI BH %€
AT DA 2 FLBURHE A N ANIB B (R, W38 A4 danis
g4 B, FEKIBEME13,31-33].
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2. 14 (¥ MMM 1) 7% 2 AT MMM S AR TESR R B 5% [27] -

N T RO L ] R R MMM (938 77, EFE N
e TV Z 2B S R AR & FUT R SReE, LAk
SR SO A 21 [13,27,29]. X £ 7 VA5 B £ 5L
HORL R JURTTESRAN D ReAk, DA R385 T R FEAE LA
A, mofRE, LRI EORE L 2 AR S R AR
Z R E . Frik R 2 LR A S8 A HLAE 22
(MOFs). A HIHELE (COFs). ZALNHHELE. &R
HHLE (MOCs) %5[26,34-36]. MOFs B A 1] i () FL B 5

FL ERRE MR Z R AT BT, A2 MMM HF A A
ZHZILEE 2 —, FRI BT R & EE[26].
MOCs & —FH B HUr FACEDD, &% AHT Y 1) 2 fLIE K
[36]. HARMOCs ARG iz B0 7L, (HH BRI 1R
FERTIN T MOCs B £ T /K ESEBss &) i e 5
REWER R HAYEIBIERE /1, X 0] DU MMMs
K HAFEALE () L0 1) B [36-37]. %% %] MOFs 5 MOCs 2 [d]
MR, ASCATHAER T 2 H MOFs Fl MOCs 1F < 44
I3 B 2 SR MMM (B idk g o FRATT e T BA 1Y
S S T e 2% 11 A4y 55 4 RE (1) 5 T MOF/MOC 1) MMM [
il £ HuE . UbAh, FRATHERIE T MMMs R SR & R I I 1 )
ok AT 5, O S REEAORE I 1 TE Ak 45 DL R 1 e
MMMs 9 g HE L5 7

2. ZAMHRIEE

2.1. &JE A HLHEL

MOFs 72 Hi 4 J& & 1 BB H ) Ak 2 FLA KL, @
IR B S E W UESRRBCAL, T RAE R I R AR £ 14 [38-40]
MMMs i P () i 78 MOFs 4045 i 47 DK R HE 22 (ZIFs) .
Oslo k2266 (UiO-66) FFIF Lavoisier M EMIF 7T (MIL)
51 (FE3) [26,33]. ZIFs & Wi & @& ¥ (Wi Zn*
Co™) FIPH B WKL £ B AR,  H A SR T b
[41-42]. 38 UL BB T IR g Eh i 27, hAE il T
— R B A [F L A2 B ZIF, 1 ZIF-8 (0.34 nm) Al ZIF-90
(0.35 nm), FAGHB NREESYILT A+ H T MMMs i % [41,
43-46]. Horf, HHZn® 1 2- F BE K2R 12 7 2H 1Y) ZIF-8,
O IZ BT TSR 0 B B R AR i) o TR A/ A e
(C,H/CHY 14y #5[41,47-48]. UiO-66 1 5 —F) VZHF 7
2 ALK, RIS A HLIAI[38] R I RAFIY
et VI UI0-66 & HXT K —HR (BDC) A4
B, B )\ T AR O T A4 25 526,381 it I HiAth BDC T
EEEREY), WS- RVVAAANRERE (-
NH,. -OH. —-SO,;H) [ UiO-66 %Y MOFs [49-54]. UiO-
66-NH, & — Ff & Th GE1L () MOF,  [R H [E 5 Y A AiE 14 J5 1
BAEWG T, HARASERA R Yy, Feargt—
WAEMI[29,38]. MIL &R %1 MOFs & 3L H AR (O 1 E, G2
P R A AR, N MMM il #41 K 7T
Al REPE[55-58]. fltn, MIL-53 HAA “BEWE” 28, 4%
B 2 A4 43 I, Sl R R A AL 18] K L KR AR 5 A2 [26,55] .
MIL-101 (Cr) HEBERKMAFLEE (2.9 nm F 3.4 nm)
LR TR A R Bk #vEe e 1 R s 1R CO, T it
(40 mol-kg™', 7£304 K A5 MPa ) [53,57,59].
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SEE MIL-101(Cr) % Uio-66

3. 7£ MMM {8 F B P MOF's ) i iR 25440

22. &R EHIE

MOCs, X#&E-AVZHE (MOPs), ZHE/E
HT 5 HLECAAR 2 18] R G AL B 1 ) — SR B 4 T R 4
1 [60-64]. 5 MOFs AN[A, MOCs A Bk 4E F& [ AfE 42 2
. 2 MOCs B fEIS, MOC AJ LA #L 1 4> T U7 T
W, AT EB IR [65]. #5325 MOCs (Zr-MOCs)
H =A% BRI R IR SRR AR R, TR LA = i /K e M AT
2 A58 VT 52 B ER B 2 11 G [64,66-67]. B (FRJK
TR TEMLEE (Cp,zrCly) SELE Zr-MOCs & BT B H
e (zo HEEEh, HowaamFk & Cp
FEIRHAE 7 IETE AE EAESE [ 4 () J[68]. it 87T AC
WRAL, RN ARG T HAARFEE R (W1-NH,.
—S0,. —SO;Na) [#] Zr-MOCs, K45 BT 52 MOC 22 Fk
WR2%, 3G 5E MOC X 7 B SR 5E A1 /1[63,68-71]. il
SRR IEELI Ze-MOC (R ZrT-1-NH,), ‘&% i Cp,Zr-
CL A 2-F I Xt % — H R (NH,-BDC) & ki), )
W T T S A R 45 f [ 4 () 1[66,68,71-72]. Zr-
MOC & TR A T A VIE R KRS AR, QN,
N-ZHIEFRE R (DMP) /K. FEK. RERZKA 28/
7K[66].

i3 MOCs (Cu-MOCs) Hi 12 X% Cu(I) 24 #t
24 NFARH R, HA S /TR 4 b 163,
73] —A4> Cu-MOC T 2001 4E ] 5Bk R (TPA) 1E Miid
& R[74]. B, L DIREA IPARCARI S AL, BTl &
BT — &% Cu-MOCs [61-62,75]. FERCAE_E 5] N K b k%
R . (PEG) ‘B CUBEIIE A 2 32 51 Cu-MOCs 7E % H
BHHER [P A (THE) . & H i (DCM) il
DMEF | H () fif B 1A 3007 14:[65,76-79]. I8 Cu-MOCs
IR E IR 2, RIMTEKAFETERS 2 R AR, X PR T

43

FLAE KA AR 2 1 8 [73,77,80]. 5 Cu-MOCs M Eb
AR5 F MOCs (Rh-MOCs) R mMIKEEM, X2
T2 o d B 9 K9 Rh-Rh 82 (Rh-Rh 8 f8 :
16.5 keal *mol™", 1 kcal ~ 4184 1) [81]. % If] Rh-Rh 3%
193 P4 11 Rh-MOCs 1) 45 1 F2 @ P fo Vs 72 N 01 id o 20 ¢
JEEME (PAMD B N A4 43 1 FC A7 2k 1 15 Rh-MOCs [
TR EEANTRE, X A i B A B LR 2 (1) MOC $: D g
MRHEHE 7 AT REE[82-83].

WL SR A R 52 € M 1) MOCs & MMMs Tl
B FH AR ANET A s AR 3R —— MMM B (1)
AN ———¥ Rk AR e iR . K FRE R 2 1
MOCs M T B SIS IR, SR AEEMTHE, Mk
ZBRET T N T fRPGX — R, PAM A& R U Cu™ 55
&8 B TR MOCs F2 58 PRI ZE 0 3 s (63,841
B 7K B i EAB MR TE MOCs [ 71 38 TH B A2 AR 4B 1 MOCs 2k
PSR B, AT B TRE 2 ALEE ), RAEX R
1E—EFLE FAPE MOCs VAN T 1% [85-86].

3. flIEREERR

&% MOFs 1 MOCs FE (147K, {# F| MOFs 2 MOCs
18 % FLIUR A 2 (1 e 3E MMMs 028 9 T % H R [26,34,
36,87-88]. IEPEIE MM 2 ALK R G4 G T ik
S B G (R S A 2 AR S 1 43 B 1k B ) EE SRR 25,
271 fEik, FATK T MOF/MOC K MMMs ] £ S 43
NP DBV SRS RSN A RS . AT A 2 LR
RUEREWIRI IR A, RS R R R B8 1 AH
TER Cln#e oA EAEAT . BOAZ s Esd), & e 1L
R 5 REW 2R SIL H

3.1. 24 MMMs

3.1.1. 3F MOF [{11% 4 MMMs

MOFs 5 5 AP0 P TR A 2 — Pl FH R R 1 4%
MMMs (1777, AT EZ IR RN MG & LR AT
S MOFs 75 586 W 2 A v S8 0 (1 23 SO 3R A9 R 19 20 25
PERE, BFFCN G138 B0 F I MOF LA FE 3% A T B
b0 ¥ MOF FURL T4 /I8 21 L 48>K A5 F1 -4 5 MOF it
B0 2 BOPE[89-901. BT, 40K R SF i) Ui0-66 (20~
30 nm) EEAMILEESY (PIM-1) FE4Rd R B 7 47
I B, 45 CO/NIEFEME N T 40% [91]. 52 T 1l
K2 Ui0-66 (11 MMMs A L, 7E PIM-1 3 57 A 54 W 22 )
YK R~ Ui0-66 KR 5 . 9K RST I ZIF-67 (25~



44

NH,-BDC

ZIT-1-NH,
(@)

(b)

B4, () H2-ZHENK_HE (NH,-BDC) 1 Cp,ZrCL JE i H 2 HE T REAL I Zr-MOC (ZrT-1-NH,) FI A 45849 [68]: (b)  H 52 1] 7% — HE IR AN XU

Cu(INZ4e B R Th g4k Cu-MOC ) f i 4544

35 nm) B R Ih & IR N B PIM-1 B3 h, Bl 4% (1)
MMMs K] CO,/CH, 1L FEPERE I 69%, 1112 TR 24 ) ZIF-
67 [t MMM & B AL I T 35% [92]. fift, He%%[93]
s IR 7 VR AE PIM-1 &R 5t v & 1 1 90K 9 ZIF-8 CR
29100 nm) . H T REFH F s, HL 7 mik
67.2 wt%[1] MOF 15 fi & . EANZEiZ I (DFT)
BEAIE S, 1% B2 /& ¥ MOF 1 #03 & 32 &1 1 CO, i
R, X534 C& R M MOFs i (2 #E S AT Bk 45 51
AIRKIIA ] o

B T RURDRLAR 41, MOF JESH 500 MMM 1) 73 &5 74
. Wltn, 540 Matrimid5218 A EL, 3£ T MIL-53 452K
WKL MMM s [ CO, #21% % )\ 8.01 Barrer 42 5%1 9.03 Bar-
rer [1 Barrer = 3.35x107"® mol *m* (m*+s-Pa)™'], 1ff MIL-53
Yiy KA AT MIL-53 fEH 1 MMM (1) CO, 1838 R F#K T 7.52
Barrer [56]. fFF0 N 4RH, 1XLegh Rl He 2 T MIL-53
YK RIORLSE IF Mo AT 7RG BE I HE S T 30, FER B
JRHFEA T B LK E BAR[S6]. HAh, MR EAK T L
FHARIEAR I ZIF-8, R A SR 20584 (PEO)
FEJ R % MMM [94]. SRS E IR o5 RAR T, T
T4l K HE ZIF-8 () MMMs 2 8 H #4316 C,H/CH, 7 25 1
At (BB Py, = 16.6 Barrer, 4 B9 31 oy o, =
9.2), X HE A BT 99K FE ZIF-8 181 55 1 07 40 250 b7 4 53k
[94]. & BAS 0 &5 K4 1) MOF 45 FI| T B AR A A4 S8 i HORHZ
JEWAESBE ), T H A 106 0 5 )= R B E R R . 5]
wn, 5EA 500 ZIF-67 MUK ZIF-67/PIM-1 MMMs AH LE ,
B4 75 0 ZIF-67 kL (1) ZIF-67/PIM-1 MMMs (1] CO, 5 i&
EIEE T 37%

MOF 3y R4k & 15 71 MOF- 58 & 1) 51l (1) — Fh i FH 7
o JEI H A R PAM M B E FE B RER] (W1-NH, .

—OH. -CN) [fJMOFs nJ i -l % = 1 i MMMs, X 7Eid
KW EREE 7z BT IE[91,96-103]. fxiL, Jiang
SF (104138 1 PAM il £ 1 — F bk e -2- 2 8% Ty e 46 1 UiO-
66-NH, (Bl Ui0-66-NH,@ICA) . 5 & Ih g 1L i) UiO-66-
NH, Mt & ) Ui0-66-NH,@ICA &7 7 5 5 1) CO,
BEaE7), XRH T E B 7 E 2 5 CO, ka8 KA
(N) Ji-F. Wik, 5 Ui0-66-NH,/Matrimid 5218 MMMs
A E, 7R &N 10 wit% [1 UiO-66-NH,@ICA/Matrimid
5218 MMMs ] CO,/CH, i £ V£ 11 T 40%. Hillman %5
[LOSIHEH T —Flolr i) “ B EEHFNR I &, Hl& T
B AR BRI MR #h % 45 77 1V & ZIF-8 HESE . BTl 45 11
MMMs £ 3L B K CH B &M (P, = 111.9 Barrer)
M CHYCH 7 B FEE (g gy o, = 143 [105] 705 A
Lt PR, BEE ARCKE R #hE B G 0, R
BB, XEHTRA ZIF-SHEAE N A T H 2 R
BERMBEA R E L.

8 5 —Fh 2 FLIORL O MOF R T #E4T DhRefl, BAKY
HAZFRE A4, T LA MOFs [ R THRR I, LA
DR B L 2R T AR B SR A Wk T 11 55 R 77 [106—
107]. H1T COFs 44T HLE ), Cheng 5 [108]38 i /5 &
RA MG ML RS & 7 — M MOF@COF #% 7235 kL (RJ)
UiO-66-NH,@TpPa-1), HA1, COF 4MZEH it % 1 4k
HEEEMESBRMIERL (B5). MIEFRENS wi%hf, Frifil&
) UiO-66-NH,@TpPa-1/Z£H4 (PST) MMMs X CO,/CH, ]
W HEE N 46.7, 23w T 4l PSE R A1 UiO-66-NH,/PST
MMMs. MOF@MOF % 5e BB 3 & a, FFI 2R &
Y T MMM il % . Song Z5[ 107181 2 2 DTN VL
il 7 UiO-66-NH,@ZIF-8 1% 7 i K} . 15 UiO-66-NH,/PSE
MMMs # L,  Friil % 1 Ui0-66-NH,@ZIF-8/PSf MMM [f]



CO,/N, ik M2 = 339, X &t T ZIF-8 5¢ 2 M fL A 5
N, TS 8 T A% S IR 4 0R r REME[107]. AR
7 ) MOF@MOF #% 7¢ SRk 2L Bl Th i fs FH ZIFs 1 R 7e 4k
A A[109-111]. &L, WuZE[112]4R1E T #£ MOF % Tf
(41 MOF-808. Ui0-66. UiO-66-NH,) K /NF 20 nm A~
BIEIHMOF-74 584k (6). H4,4'- ONERHNE) —
AR ZHIEREF (6FDA) -¥ I FHEIRAUEAR L, P £ 1)
MOF-801@MOF-74/6FDA-durene MMMs ] 2. #i/Z. Hi
(C,H/CHy) et ZHdmB5.91, #id 1 201341
Robeson [ [R . IXFhAL 5 173 2 M GE IR T MOF-74 7% 4k I
(1 i 5 FE P IR AL A, XA IR BE 08 5 IS W B gk
AT O A B, AT A OR 7 R L FAD 5 T AH 25 1 R 3 5 1)
C,H,/C,H 4y Bk BENE[112]0 43 3h J1 24 40 R 3R AE
MOF-74 £ 6FDA-durene % &) 2 A1 FIAH AR . Bl S,
W 5N R FH ZRAL A 2 D7 i 2 T MOF @40 K R #E 1%
FHRL, HA K BRI R A A (BRI PgCCw)
H5REY[WPSE. PIMAIERBLZ (PD 1 At &R
PhRIACEE,  SEHL T S A A B[ 113]

FIFH K 43 HEAT MOF ) REAK 2 32 = FL 1] AH 25 14 70 43
BEVERER) S — Iz A RS N . XK T
(1 58 MM T DA AR 2 FLIEDRL 5 B A W Ak i 2 T 1)
Wi B, % ZIF-8 8 — =R Z E% (PDA), w3k{E
ZIF-8@PDA 9K Fiki[114]. ZIF-8@PDA 5 P13 i 2 ] &
B RCE B TR AR BN A, 325 7 MMMs
VSRS BRI, [FIR RN T E . BN

NH,

Polymerization
ZrCl,+HOOC COOH — > I
3 o

Surface

Tp

45

REVETARE R, AR A A BAE R .
i, Wang S [115]3E 7 K LM% (PVAm) #EEAE
MIL-101(Cr)K . BT 28K, PVAm &1 MIL-
101(Cr) AL 5 PVAm 2 Ji 2 5] F 57 A 25 1 159 21 1 o3
XA BT i 2% J0 SR B IR W[ 115]. R — R 2L 1
H)E S A AREEAR, BRI T B s A
FanE TE (18 MMMs - (82 KZ575 200 nm),  H CO, 2%
FKONGINFMBIEHIC (GPU), COL/N, 4y 55 3% Bt
H242. DAPL NI, 44" - 420K — HEREF (OD-
PA) -2,4,6-—=H%:-1,3-2K % (DAM) PIMK R ILM
B F|Ui0-66-NH, % 1H] |, 1§58 | MOF 7£ P15t H 1) 73 H
PE[116]. FTfS 2] 1) MMMs &R H AL 7 (1 CO,/CH, #1 CO,/
N, 7P B PERE (P, = 142 Barrer, aco oy, = 43, aco, =27) JF
Bm T co, it (7 [116]. Qian Z5[117]F1 Dai %%
(18] R A T 2k siems , K PUR SR SL 4 B2 31 Uio-
66-NH, F1 MIL-101(Cr)Z [ -

RO (PED M FE8E FHRAF 8 H-NH, &4,
BN A2 VT MO 25 T 1 57 R0 57 A 25 2 11 R A A8 1 771
Xin ZE[5718 H B == 4 Bh ik il £ 7 PEI Zh A& 4L 11 MIL-101
(Cr), H:rp PEI 73 kil iy 46 75 MIL-101(Cr) BURL IR 4 A0 3%
1. T ik REEEERT (SPEEK) )i L AI-SO,H 3 4] 5 PEI
e 43 Rl b AR NHL, 2 ] 2 TA) T i i e R S B A T AR
[57]. Kk, % # MIL-101(Cr)@PEI/SPEEK MMMs 5
MIL-101(Cr)/SPEEK MMM s # Lt., CO,/CH, &4 58 T
128.1%. fH F I AR Ry 3LAN 2G5, PELRI 45 52 H T

OH

OHC CHO
HO OH

CHO

Tp Polymerization

EE——

[ 5. Ui0-66-NH, (a). TpPa-1 (b) F1UiO-66-NH,@TpPa-1 (¢) EARHIEMIEL. Tp: =HBIEMRZE =M Pa-1: X2 f[108].
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Dual-interfacial engineering

MOF/polymer interface

MOF/MOF interface ;

e
i |

[o.fl o ®

¢ MOF-801
or

Polycrystalline /.

*\Open-metal site/polymer

UiO-66-NH,
or y

2 interaction
\ UiO-66

MOF-74 shell

Rough surface
Increased surface area

Preferred
pore orientation

100 ¢
80 E

60 £

40 f

CO,/CH, selectivity

[ O NeatODPA-DAM *  © -
20 [» » Ui0-66-NH,(x)ODPA
:0 0Ui(|.')-66-NH2@Ni74(|x)ODPA i
50 100 200
CO, permeability (Barrer)
(c)

& 6. MOF@MOF-74 £ &3k () KiBid MOF@MOF-74 & & OB FL SR IE 1) <A HE (b)) %

Sorption Diffusion
Polymer matrix

0) ¥
[ e N
MOF MOF

4

Interfacial voids

e

Uneven MOF-74 shell
(b)

T AA B0T@Ni74(x)durene
: V'V 801@Ni74(x)DAM
6L ©® 801(x)durene
o £ “Ni-MOF-74(x)durene|
£ E ONeat 6FDA-durene
£ E "?4 XINeat 6FDA-DAM
2 5t
g N
x
S 4
:EN L
O N
.

10 20 40 100
C,H, permeability (Barrer)

(d)
.+ (¢) JE4 ODPA-DAM. UiO-66-NH,(x)ODPA

(x =9 f124) HUIO-66-NH,@Ni74(x)ODPA (x =10 F122) ¥ CO,/CH, 4 B fE. (d) Jii4fi 6FDA-durene. Jii i 6FDA-DAM. MOF-801(x)durene
(x=9#122). MOF-801@Ni74(x)durene (x =10. 16 f126). MOF-801@Ni74(x)DAM (x = 8. 10 f118) HINi-MOF-74(x)durene (x =2.4 Fl18) M (#

C,H,/C,H L RE -

155 ) x TR MMMs FHIRFERH B B P o0t 0 TN, RIS AT S B0 2 AR B R B R e 113 ODPA: 4,

4" ALK Z HHRRT:; DAM: 2,4,6-—HJE-13- )% 6FDA: 4,4'- ONISFEAZE) AR ZHERREF112].

Christian-Albrecht University (CAU)-1 3& T #J $2 £ [119].
i, Wang Z6[120]48 7~ T AN [FIRG 2 (345 3R A Pl vl 52
WA S B RE (I 8). AL PEIFBER A B T2 M ik
B, TR B I R TR BRI BUBE G (Pebax) FIHEAH
THREBERZEMR[120]. MR KRS T, WKL
B, B (B MR RS (PDMS), Wi
T MOF K Thaefl, M4 E 1 5 i AH 205 5 1t
AE[121-123]. # 1 [45,56-57,91-95,104—105,107—-108,112,
114-120,12415 25 | fe i 52 H 56 T MOF 1) 4% 4t MMMs
<A o B P RE

3.1.2. #TF MOC £ 4 MMMs

F A8 MOCs 7E MMM H (1] R I AH X #8087, {H MOCs
HA 5 MOFs AL PERE, 75 MMM fill 2 J7 [ J2 50 H 7%
1o HEAIE, MOCs HIVE i AT A I TAEAE S A1 B K
B T ) & G F2 b o 5 ARV TR TR RO R TR VR
MOF fiRi A b, MOCs /E AN E 84+, 7 LLTESF F K
S b 8 A M Ay BOTE SR A R R R . i 45 2T MOC 1)
MMMs ] — AN B 25 B8 2 4 MOCs [ R FE 5 T ik &

VIV fREEARDCES . 7E3X /T, Cu-MOCs T H A &M
LB 5T IhREACFITE R AR RIFITERE, TEMHI%
£+ MOC [ MMM J5 T3 2 7T 12 (A 52

L PIE NI i, NH, T REAL 1) Cu-MOC  CHp
MOP-15) ##EfE —HF K (DMSO) H, SRJE A E
6FDA-DAM PI % i 1] 4 MMM [125]. 5l % (3 76 &
910 wt%~20 wt% I 3R 45 85 £ 1 R 1 5 T MOF 1) MMMs
FHEE, AR 1.6 wt%[f MOC &l 7] MMM (1] CO, 15 3% 1t
m40%, FHEAREFMbtE. SR, dE— DK
MOC #7333 7.4 wtvo, 13 MMM [ 1% $ 14 1 25 1%
fiX, XAAERHT MOCs MERESTHN . RES FRAM
7 WA (FIB-SEM) #f— D32l T MOC 78 & & 1) 3
T BRI R . 7E 1.6 W% 50 2k R, AT LA 48 o
R BFEHMOC 71 (2~3 nm) MM ETHRES. A
T $&5 MOCs 755 FH PR s A I R, — Pl
BT & (CHCL) ke B8 &1 1) Cu-MOC (R MOP-
18), # A0 A % Matrimid 5218 J& 5 o Al - T MMM ) 1] %
[65]. A3 T EMEE (SEM) &oR, BIfE7ERIA 80 wt%
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Ui0-66-NH, UiO-66-NH,(ODPA)
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CO, permeability (Barrer)
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UiO-86-NH,@PAA

100
80 .

60 F

CO,/CH, selectivity

20 +

10 —t—es wasal s eaau
10 100 1000

CO, permeability (Barrer)
(c)

E7. (a) UiO-66-NH,@PI )& MLk, CO/N, (b) FICO,/CH, (¢) f7rEttfe: JFIGPI OF&J7I%) . Ui0-66-NH,@PI/ODPA-DAM MMM (M &
=ffJ%) FlUI0-66-NH,/ODPA-DAM MMM (& [HTE), Sy mlh 5% (HEFS). 9% (BERFS). 17% (LEFF5) 827% (BEFFS)

[116]-

HAET, MOP-18 KA REARH, X 5K T MOF
) MMM s 5E & AN ]

Cu-MOC HJ# N4 UE S mT DASE i 3R (1- = P ki
B e (PTMSP) BT ERe, 2552 2
SRR (B 9) [126]. I & 4d A PY Ff 24 7 1) Cu-
MOCs [BI# T % (‘Bu) MOP. —H (DEG) MOP. =
HE (TEG) MOPAIMOP-18, HFtik F A ARFK 1)
R AR P B S R 1 SR 2 R 1R Y MMM TR B 2 4k
PERE, WFARNREBHLER, MMMs RIHTEL R 3 22
FH MOC % [ B2 1 AN & A 5P o 3 35 [126] -

PEO /& —Fl = SR AL CO, MRG0, VR v 5 i
#%HT MOC I MMMs. —Fhill e = HAT A 9—SO,Na &
1 Cu-MOC (EIMOP-3) #5| APEOEJiiH, H-T CO,
(1953 B5[127]. B4 Cu-MOC ) 1% 7] LAYE it MMM [f) CO,
BB, (HIERMEIEA BFK. 5% 5% MMMs A~ H ,
Sohail ZF[ 128 I I T Ji F##2 H HFEK & (ATRP) 5
GYESHE (CAP) A, il 75T MOC i

MMM, W Bt 43 BT ESE, Cu-MOC b AN A 4 Ja A o5 A
PEG % A7 EMREE T CO,7E PEO 27 Y AL, M2
T CO, Vi %A CO, iR Pt (1100 [128]. Bk,
R 1 MMMs RILH R E 1 CO,iBE %R (G448 GPU)
— M CO/NIEFME CH30). Firihil & B L 20
291 nm, EFEZ M) EERTIEHIZE SO nm AR, X R T A
T ATRP ] CAP AN ] 45 i i MMM [ 2038 L. AA
HAIR IS5 8048 I MOCs I AN R A A i, DL
LA RS AR B[129]. K2 845 TIL AN R AT
MOC ¥4t MMM ) SUA 73 B 1 RE[65,125,127-130]

3.2. LA A MMMs

3.2.1. 3T MOF FHLA 8 & MMMs

TR N 5 R MOFs 5 %G B A i A o 2
— P 5 SR A ELAE R DA 2% ORI R R AT 207 . PLAN
PIM J& ¥ H T 0 7t 5 MOFs JE 3L S & B A& R A
Yo YuZ:[101]3R3E T PIM-1 5 UiO-66-CN {1k 2452 Bk,
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(i) Modify with KH560

(i) Modify with polymers

UKX-Pebax/mPSf JUKM-Pebax/mPSf] UKI-Pebax/mPSf
[ () ®

@ = OC‘ =
mﬁﬁ

" ' :
:' —O\ é i i
1 1
1 0-/‘—”-'wv—f . s !
g 2 § 2.
1! ~ ! O N 1
¥ Moo N o
:: i a I
|: —O\ é : o (l) :
! O—/‘-”-wv—f ! T
n 1
i (@)
:: © T : —\<_/J.Wz—c|'> |
¥ N SWEE |
1 O=01 1
1, 1 g 1
I: é : 1
l ——————————————————————————— 4
| UKX UKM

/ Pebax chain /PEI chain

(@)

@z /Pvamchain

I Pore wall

Gas transport process

Pore size: 0.52 nm

Pore size: 0.68 nm

Pore size: 0.74 nm
@ CO, molecule @ N, molecule = Amine group from PEI = Amine group from PVAm
= Amine group from Pebax [l Pebax membrane & mPSf membrane

(b)

10°

E49 Pebax/mPSf @ UKX-Pebax/mPSf
[ P UKI-Pebax/mPSf Q Simulated UKX membrane
I D>Simulated UKI membrane A Simulated UKM membrane
10¢ @ SPEEK/PEI@MIL-101(Cr) A UiO-66-NH,/PIM-1
F > Pebax/[Emim][BF /GO BUPP/PSf
> [A UKM-Pebax/mPSf < PVAM/PPO
= @ MMP-3/mPSf B UiO-66-NH,/Pebax
5 10% P
o Kk
g SAG McKeown 2019
o 4 upper-bound line
=102 F
o 10
(@]
10" F
| Robeson 2008 upper-bound line
| 10° 1 2 3 I4 5
10 10 10 10 10

CO, permeability (Barrer)
(c)

El8. (a) Pebax. PVAm FIPEI LIHEAL UiO-66 (& A2k s (b) i@ id Pebax. PVAm Fl PEI B RE4L UiO-66 FLIME i) AL MR &I (o Pl &
MMMs [f] CO/N, (14 8P B . UKX. UKM F1 UKI 43 528 ik Pebax. PVAm Al PEL X UiO-66 347 J5 1541 & )& (K1 WKL . KHS60: 3-H- il A S 7 3 =

EIERER; mPS: SR PPO: FKME; MMP: &) SA AL

RAY): [Emim][BF,]: 1-Z36-3 HIEDRPE DUGRANIR 28 GO: b A 244

BUPP: #i# UiO-66-NH,-5& (£ =F%) 4K H ¥ (PEGDE) -PVAm [120].

I PIM-1 (sPIM-1) [ #% 5 HE il % UiO-66-CN@sPIM-
IMMMs (B 11). Frifil £ 5 MMMs % 3 H 5% 5 1 C0, 3
%M (N 12 063 Barrer) A% 5 ) CO/N, s FEME Ch
53.5). PIM-1 (¥4 2 H 7] BL 5 Mg-MOF-74 L [f]-OH
B R RN, T RO BOE B LI 45 [131]. AL,
Mg-MOF-74@PIM-1 MMM [A] B ¥ CO, 112 1% % 3¢ =1 £
21 269 Barrer, CO,/CH, i #% ¥ 42 = ) 19.1 [131]. LA
6FDA N A & ik 1 [Cd,L(H,0)], - SH,0(Cd-6F)MOF, Ff
TN 6FDA-%8 % — 2K i% (ODA) PIFEJRH, EidJFA %
£ % MMM [132]. 1T Cd-6F L HIAEBLAI-COO R F1
6FDA-ODA £ Jii I [1J-NH, 2 H Z MMM E/EH, FHiEMH
FAERN Sy B M REARA BT e -

KT HBIREREH % MMM, XuZ5[13315 268
1L Ui0-66-NH, 5 PVAm FE i B AT 40 225 Bk, il 4% 1
HMMM. UiO-66-NH, H R (L 8% —4i/KH bt

(PEGDE) #EAT & 1M, 15 2 o K& 4 PF % 1) MOF kL
(EI PEG-UiO-66-NH,) , $A Jim it 1ok 15 £ ) A A A fig e 7
— B H5PVAm LN 4SS (F12) . fiil £ 1 MMMs fi&
JEE 410 nm, H CO,Bi%E M N 1295 GPU, CO,/N, ik
P8 91, T Ui0-66-NH,/PVAm MMMs. BT ER 2 —
SO 5] NI R BE B ], TR A 2R D e AL 1 UiO-
66 5% L JEFEINREAL b 524k T K2% (BUCT) MOFs [134—
135171 5 5 2 A IR L5, il & X MMMs. R T
PEG Ak, T PDMS (158 Bk MMM 4 15 T il #%
Katayama %[ 136]18 i o 244 %) PDMS 1] PAM fill & 1 {211
1) Ui0-66, i id it E AL [ . 5 PDMS 2 i J b [136],
AT T —MEA 50 wt% R AR TCH R MMM, JF R
H RPN . Gao Z[1371HF R -5- B4 0K I -
Hb-2,3- "R (ND) 21 1 UiO-66-NH,, I H it —
W5 EK A AT T B R A (ROMP)Y, H Tl &
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Polymer Filler Operation condition Gas pair Separation performance Ref.
XLPEO ZIF-7-NH, 0.5 MPa, 35 °C, mixed gas  CO,/CH, Py, =215 Barrer, ag oy, = 55 [45]
XLPEO CAU-1-PEI 0.3 MPa, 35 °C, mixed gas CO,/CH, P, = 546 Barrer, g oy, = 27.8 [119]
PIM-1 Nano-sized UiO-66 0.4 MPa, 25 °C, single gas  CO,/CH,, CO,/N, Pcof 2869 Barrer, Qo cn, = 28.3, Ao, = 27.5 [91]
PIM-1 Nano-sized ZIF-67 0.2 MPa, 30 °C, mixed gas CO,/CH, Pcof 2567 Barrer, Qo cn, = 19.8 [92]
6FDA-DAM MIL-53 nanoparticle 0.3 MPa, 25 °C, mixed gas  CO,/CH, c0,= 660 Barrer, Qo e, = 28 [56]
XLPEO ZIF-8 nanorod 35 °C, mixed gas C,H/C H Pyye= 16.6 Barrer, ac ¢y =92 [94]
PIM-1 Hollow ZIF-67 0.2 MPa, 30 °C, mixed gas CO,/CH, Py, = 7128 Barrer, acq oy, = 16.4 [95]
Matrimid® 5218 UiO-66-NH,@ICA 0.3 MPa, 25 °C, mixed gas CO,/CH, Py, =40.1 Barrer, o oy, = 64.7 [104]
PSf UiO-66-NH,@TpPa-1 0.1 MPa, 25 °C, mixed gas CO,/CH, P, = 7.1 Barrer, o, oy, = 46.7 [108]
PSf UiO-66-NH,@ZIF-8 0.3 MPa, 35 °C, single gas  CO,/N, P, =45.2 Barrer, o = 39 [107]
6FDA—durene MOF-801@MOF-74 0.3 MPa, 35 °C, single gas  C,H,/C,H Py, =26 Barrer, ac gy ¢y = 5.91 [112]
TBDA2-6FDA ZIF-8@PDA 0.1 MPa, 35 °C, single gas  H,/CH,, H,/N, Py, = 1858 Barrer, oy oy, = 36, 0y = 27 [114]
PVAm MIL-101(Cr)-PVAm 0.5 MPa, 25 °C, mixed gas  CO,/N, Pro, =823 GPU, o =242 [115]
ODPA-DAM UiO-66-NH,@PI 0.31 MPa, 35 °C, single gas  CO,/CH,, CO,/N, P, = 142 Barrer, acq oy, = 43, e, = 27 [116]
6FDA—durene UiO-66-NH,@PI 0.1 MPa, 35 °C, single gas  CO,/CH, Peo,= 1890 Barrer, o oy, = 18 [117]
6FDA-DDS NH,-PIEMcMIL101(Cr)@PI 0.3 MPa, 35 °C, single gas ~ CO,/CH,, CO,/N, P, =54.8 Barrer, acq oy, = 61.1, 0cq o =32.5  [118]
Sulfonated SPEEK  MIL-101(Cr)@PEI 0.1 MPa, 25 °C, single gas  CO,/CH,, CO,/N, P, =2490 Barrer, oo oy, = 71.8, e, = 80 [57]
Pebax/mPSf UiO-66@PEI 0.15 MPa, 35 °C, mixed gas CO,/N, Peo, = 1120 GPU, a, o =278 [120]
Pebax/mPSf UiO-66@Pebax 0.15 MPa, 35 °C, mixed gas CO,/N, Peo,= 1683 GPU, a o = 146 [120]
6FDA-DAM Defective UiO-66 0.2 MPa, 35 °C, single gas  C;H/C,H, Py = 237 Barrer, Qe ety = 9.8 [124]
6FDA-DAM Im/ZIF-8 0.1 MPa, 25 °C, single gas  C;H/C,H, Py = 111.9 Barrer, Qe ety = 14.3 [105]
PIM-1 Nano-sized ZIF-8 0.35 MPa, 35 °C, single gas CO,/CH,, CO,/N, P, = 6338 Barrer, Qo cn, = 18.8, Qoo n, = 244 [93]

XLPEO: crosslinked poly(ethylene oxide); TBDA2: 3,9-diamino-4,10-dimethyl-6,12-dihydro-5,11-methanodibenzo[b.f][1,5]diazocine (TBDAZ2); DDS: 4,4'-di-
aminodiphenyl sulfone; ICA: imidazolate-2-carboxyaldehyde; PIEM: poly(isocyanatoethyl methacrylate).

d CH,

+=t
|” I
H,C—— Si——CH,

2CH,

& 9.

(i) Pure polymer

(i) AIM composite

(‘BuMOP; (d) —HE (DEG) MOP; (e) =H® (TEG) MOP; (f) MOP-18. AIM: Hi#ALiIidiEK[126].

MMM, H3ETEE N 20 wt%H, MMM FIHLART) 1 5% 52
{51 Hossain 55 [29]% F 25 LA () ROMP R BE , K B 0K v I

(a) PTMSPE:JFR 454 ; (b) 4l PTMSP A AL Bl 5 35 T Cu-MOC [ MMM 7= B . (o) ~ (f) Jifik Cu-MOCs [#) i #y . (¢) #UT 3%

& i 11 Ui0-66 (Bl UiO-66-NB) 5 PEG/%E N ¥ 2. — I
(PPG) -PDMS RIS LM ERE (K 13). HIHER
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PAN substrates

1. Gutter layer
2. Initiating layer

R-(H C)a-élo sl O}gl-(CHz)s—R

PDMS (R, =NH,, R, =Br)

Bromo-functionalized PDMS

3. Selective layer

s ANV IN

EG,-MOP PEG,DMA

EG,-MOP/PEG,DMA
(a)

(b)

10. f7iil 4 () EG,-MOP/PEG,DMA/PDMS 5 52 & A1 L MMM [ Bk 28 (a) /R (b). BT F RS ER (. PAN: RN

EG3-MOP: —=HEZLeltke B AN LA, PEGIDMA: ¥ (L8 —HIEHHMRENE[128]-

R2 T MOC I H B MMMs [FS A5 25 1 e 25
Polymer Filler Operation condition CO,/CH, gas pair CO/N, gas pair Ref.

Peo, Sco,/cH, Peo, Gco,nN,

PSf MOP-3 0.3 MPa, 25 °C, mixed gas 15.18 Barrer 34.33 — — [130]
Matrimid 5218 MOP-18 0.26 MPa, 35 °C, single gas 14 Barrer 21.9 15.6 Barrer 26 [65]
PVDF PAMOP 35 °C, single gas 2.5 Barrer 19 2.5 Barrer 13 [129]
PVDF FeMOP 35 °C, single gas 4.5 Barrer 5.6 4.5 Barrer 23 [129]
PolyPDXLA MOP-3 0.78 MPa, 35 °C, single gas 580 Barrer 20 580 Barrer 62 [127]
XLPEO MOP-3 0.78 MPa, 35 °C, single gas 480 Barrer 14 480 Barrer 40 [127]
6FDA-DAM MOP-15 0.1 MPa, 25 °C, mixed gas — — 1413 Barrer 26.7 [125]
PEG,DMA EG,-MOP 0.25 MPa, 35 °C, single gas — — 448 GPU 30.1 [128]

PVDF: polyvinylidine fluoride; PolyPDXLA: poly(poly(1,3 dioxolane) acrylate).

243 wt%lit, 115 1 MMMs [ CO, i58i% % N 585 Barrer,
CO,/N, %1 N 53, #2312 2019 4F Robeson _FFR[29]. A
H I EL WS B BT e (595 2.53 MPa) TR
EMPEERE (KB 1IAHD . &3 84 TR T MOF 3%
A MMM H AR5 B PERE[29,101,131-133,135,137].

3.2.2. T MOC 3L 85 MMM

53+ MOF ) MMMs —#£f, 7l % MOC [f] MMMs
8 TR TR A SR T AR S 2 DLk S MOC AR BUAH
SE . B EHLE I MOCs 5 R G W 2 8114 43+ 8] AH ELAR
M, AHRTSIMOCs B4 71, BAMOCs 5 &G
3L e B2 F TR 8 MOC/ R & e pt kL, (B

FH He4 24101 % 25 T MOC 1) MMM (3R IE IR IR D,
TR AE SRSy B 408 [24,60,63,138]. N T SEELILA A

MOCs W 22 A R 5 FAR 5K A V01T DK SR 1) B R

DA E I i B0 B R AN L) 2% 0t A2 P B R 8 I AR . A
I, ARG HGE @A (UV) FSEBERS,
B AN Z-MOC (RIZrT-1-AA) 5 PEO R SR 1AL 228
B, #1472 (HHMs) (14D [139]. AR
Wi £ CO,/CH, IZEPEMIE LR, AN 1T wt% 1) MOC,
Fr 15 3 1) 2= A IR I HH 3 1 COL B 3E M o W BH 23 AT IE
5, MOCs I Bh T30 CO, ¥ fl 2 Ay 8% . |+
JEAE SE AN AL W] APRIR ] £k, DRI ) 6 A rpa] DA
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UiO-66-NH, UiO-66-CN

UiO-66-CN@sPIM-1 membrane
(b)

11. (a) #% Ui0-66-CN@sPIM-1 MMM &4 J% 1% 2% ;
MMM (] CO,/N, 55 B PEEE[101].

Z|-('_;|4 —_—

DMF
——
120 °C, 24 h
HooC COOH
H,N

OH
HNJ\J[O\/JEP/%/

PEG-UiO-66-NH,
I~
NH,

Polyvinylamine

n-x
N
o |
o}
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N

1) Mixing
—_———
2) Heating

UiO-66-CN@sPIM-1 membrane

103
Upper bound (2008) Hybrid membrane
> Mixture gas after six months
S 102 = o Hybrid membrane
= 4
13} Mixture gas
% Dlal% o o . ‘A/ /Ui0-66 crystal
o i
@ fgp S @ %ﬁ’ 8 o a 5 o @ @” Singegas
= o o o o O W Hybrid membrang
ingl
8‘ 10" b CH o ingle gas
O
100 s s L s N
100 10° 102 108 10* 10°

CO, permeability (Barrer)
(c)

(b) UiO-66-CN@sPIM-1 MMM W AL iR & Bl (o) firill 4 1) Ui0-66-CN@sPIM-1

1-Decanol
H 80 °C, 24 h OH

2
UiO-66-NH,
HN\)\%O\/i\o/g'
n

PEG-UiO-66-NH,

Poly(ethylene glycol) -
diglycidyl ether
(PEGDE)
(a)

z /; 3 OH OHy
70°C,2h HNJ\% OJ—N
n ~

N, atmosphere,
H,0

Bridging UiO-66-NH,-PEGDE-PVAM
(BUPP)

(b)

El12. (a) PEG-UiO-66-NH, 4 KMRI A ik 2k: (b) Frifil#% i PEG-UiO-66-NH,/PVAm MMM [133].
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E13. (a) #% 1 Ui0-66-NB-n@x (PEG/PPG-PDMS) MMM [¥& ML, (b). (o) Al M MMM EA R IR (b) MEJ) (1 atm =101 325

Pa) (¢) T CO/N,HI7rEtERE. xMMM: ZZELE MMM [29].

R3 AT MOF A& MMMs 1SR 7 B TE AR B 45

Polymer Filler Operation condition Gas pair Separation performance Ref.

XLPEO UiO-66-MA 0.35 MPa, 35 °C, single gas~ CO,/CH,, CO/N, P, = 1450 Barrer, o oy, = 14.2, 0o =458 [135]
PIM-1 UiO-66-CN 0.14 MPa, 25 °C, mixed gas ~ CO,/N, P, =12 063 Barrer, o,  =53.5 [101]
PIM-1 Mg-MOF-74 0.2 MPa, 25 °C, single gas CO,/CH, Peo,= 21 269 Barrer, o oy, = 19.1 [131]
6FDA-ODA Cd-6F MOF 0.2 MPa, 25 °C, single gas CO,/CH,, CO/N, P, =37.8 Barrer, o, cy, = 44.8, 0t = 35.1 [132]
PVAm PEG-UiO-66-NH, 0.3 MPa, 25 °C, mixed gas CO,/N, Pro,= 1295 GPU, o =91 [133]
Polynorbornene UiO-66-NH,-ND 0.3 MPa, 30 °C, single gas H,/CO, Py, =213.2 Barrer, ay; ., = 6.8 [137]
PEG/PPG-PDMS  UiO-66-NB 0.1 MPa, 30 °C, single gas CO,/N, Peo,= 585 Barrer, ., =53 [29]

MA: methacrylic anhydride.

B MOC IR 4E . RIEHARLE Sy F/KF _LAESE T MOCs
FE NG R (R 45 ) e BE AN 5 3 A . X PSSR VE A B
T HANA F A S5 FIFLAR B AL MOCs, Kl 4 i 13K
fITC BRI . 2% & F MOFs Al MOCs E A 2800t i TR A%

=, MEE T MOF AN 44 MMM [ 5 0% B 0] DLy & 31
3L T MOC H4r it & MMMs. i1, HAG-NH, 3 71 1)
MOCs A AL AN AT 5 % 7 UL RIS 56 P B3 A 2k 4]
TR RS B % MMM [133,140].
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(0}
\ H
N — NH, \)J\u N
- _— CH,
\ Heterogeneous
post-assembly
ZrT-1-NH, ZrT-1-AA
(a)
CH )
Hacal’o\/‘lgo)l\/ 2
PEGMEA
o
CH UV-induced
22N
HZC/TO\/‘L})J\/ polymerization ue
>_ > 3
PEGDA

H
Yo
J

(c)

El14. (2) ZrT-1-AA &R L. BT SEE 1 ZiT-1-AA FI PEO TE& ) i HHMs PR B (b) FIE gL (o). PEGMEA: % (L FD Wi

FZHis: PEGDA: % (Z ) —NMEEREE[139].
4. PREXFNREE

4.1. SRS BRI R

LA 16T MMM (R 7t 32 B4Rt e CO, A DR 1 43
% L, 45 CO/N,. CO,/CH, M H,/CO,5 5. FKHTAE
A LUK R Y R BT A B B, a1 CH,/CH M
C,H/CH, 7 1 [43,141-142]. B 7 REWPAKAE T
C,H/CH 7 B2 FLARL (i ZIF-8 F1 ZIF-67) 4k, Fk
SV ACHT B SRS, B Sk i 22 LA REAN AT B . 72
MOFs (U1t MOF. MOF/E Tl =AMk Hfe i
Xif C,H, 5% C,H, 175 W A A50KE A B T 42 /& €, H,/C,H 5%
C,Hy/C,H, 7 B 1% ¥ 1 [105,124]. 1 % #8 5 MOF 9 3% ()
MMMs A B T 5 m B SRB @, 70 RIEZ LAk
UESEER

4.2. HEHE MMM ] 4%

AR BRI B AR EU MMM AR 2158 T
I TR, AR B B I R P 1 T MMM s
EFEANF 1 pm) T R Tk N 2 5 2 LT,
143]. 7EHI{FHEH MMMs B, 0% MMMs 1) 7 1 e 25
PESE ) AT RE SRR . Blan, BRAR ORI, S8R
FEL, BT REAETE I Z LI R 144]. T IRAR
HATBUNER R SF (RIZNF 20 nm) 12 LIRS A BT
THBRANA S B S 1), IR ORFE A B BRI . FEXFh
THOLT, BSHLE MOCs H¢ b AR B K 1 MOF SUkL 5545 /i

s, Y MOCs [RURL RS 38 /N T 10 nmeo 532 (1 ]
B BRI e JE S T ] 4 T Bk o i T MMIMEs 2 &2 5 1 32
. FrmES (). EJ)E 5 E HH Ao T ATRP
(1) CAP B AT REAT B T8 7 MMM i 5 [ 1]

4.3. RAETIERTF K

B 1 2% 1 MMM (182 22 M n, SRAER AR 0 2
B, DMESE LR 1 AR T 2 fLRHE R S ) A
B . — Ok, G GEEOR WE S o1 WA
(TEM) MK X B 26415 (PXRD) REMEEHEESY
W) AR R MOF @i A 2% 55« 481G, FH-T- MOCs [ 54y
BOERGRGORAR, DRI AT RAE AR 5. 7EX P
5 0L~ , FIB-SEM B 2R £k & 1 % i il 1 R e (FIB-
TEMD $&HE T 7EGN K G b iy ORI i) A1 2 5014 4 T mT A
H[125-126,145-146]. ¢ G H AR T LLHE AL IR 25 14 i) = 4%
(3D) 4y ¥R, LAIEBHE T F MOCs 4514 e, HA
A — 5 MOCs LI H B 1) 5868 14£[139,147].  1LAF,
XL T7 VR AN R L IR I OB 3R 6 P BR o b ) m) R AL R
K, IEHFHEKHFa 6 (PALS) & —Fhl Z 2K
e MR, (AR ARIEAZITE T TN R
RESRTS. N TIRBEZ ST MIEE, SRR A
BiER (2ot RMEM . THEBENSREED
B2 S EER, TR SRR TR 2 K IE
BAH I H R D ER . BSZEILRE (ssNMR)
e — MR 2 FLIERLS AW 0150 T /K P AE BAE F (158
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KEAR, HAT RS2 2] =k E R AR BRHI[31,135,148—
149]. N T TR T /KF L% 3] MMMs P (1) S A BAEF
FAEAN TR W 5] B FH 2 Al 2 B [150]

4.4. G5K-TERER R I AL

BRI T3 AT 17 R 2 I 5250 K VF A MMM 1) <44
Sy EPERE, {H X} MOFs 1 MOCs [#) 4 78 J& 1 5 H MMM
(SR P B 2 TR 1) &5 44 - 14 B DG R i R S8 A BRAR, (AVE
Tob S G RAIF FIX LRI A AR ) DN T R I A )
W, TR (B E SRR RIS ERD RISEIG S &K B
T A R R R TR H [ 143,151-152]. B T iFEAL
BEAL, ALES 5 =) B R BT 0N SRTE VP4 SR R 1 &5
H-TERE R R TR R E MR, BN % ST EA TR
BB A LIRSS, AT 25 ST A
FrtFAL[153]. MLEs 5= 2] Cp FH T 2 IR 3L SR & P AT
MR AR S AR B EVE[153-1551. FRATIAN, fESL5
FERE 0 S B, K HLES % 21 R 2 T MMM 1) 53 55
PEREJE ATREN, XA Bh T 0 g B b4 R A T2 AR 1)
Wit

5. 4518

zi L prid, LA MOFs A1 MOCs A £ fL# K ) MMMs
FEAMRNE 7 B 7 TS T B3 Ut . BORIX A R
VFZ A2 4k, {E HHET, MOFs{E MMM fill % 71 bk MOCs
TR XYGW, MOCs 7 MMM [ S Z WA A FF R R . 18
o R A EAE R . SR T B B R R A
MOFs/MOCs 5 F &4 3 i 2 (] iy s A ELAE % T 14 5
TR THIAH S PN 5 P ot 2 A RH 0 AR 7 B M e B B
B NTAREEMMMSs fER K2 K E, EF7ERAN
T MMM I E5 16 -PERE R &, TT R etk ) R AR B AR
HEMMMs, FEI R R 25 H PR S g AR .
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