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Pore Size Distribution Measurements
by Differential Scanning Calorimeter
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Fig. 1 PMMA hollow
fiber.
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Fig. 2 Typical DSC curves of PMMA hollow
fiber membranes.
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Fig. 3 The relationship between melting tem-
perature and capillary radius.
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Fig. 4 Melting peak temperature T, vs. per-
meability AL, for PMMA Membranes.
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Fig. 5 R, obtained from DSC analysis vs. Ry
from permeability.
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