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ABSTRACT
This study aims to determine the effectiveness of the GO- Fe3O4/Psf membrane in filtering water 
contaminated with dyes and salt. The membrane was prepared using the phase inversion method, with 
variations in the composition of GO- Fe3O4 (0.25%, 0.50%, 0.75%, and 1.00%), with polysulfone as the 
polymer material and NMP as a diluent. The dead-end filtration method is used to study the ability to 
repel dyes and salt molecules in water and hydrophilicity (surface contact angle test) and morphology 
(SEM) to confirm the membrane profile. Furthermore, rejection and filtration performance tests were 
carried out on water contaminated with dye (methylene blue) and water containing salt through 
salt rejection, flow flux, and UV-VIS tests. The filtration test results showed that the membrane with 
a composition of 0.75% had a salt rejection percentage of 59.33% (the highest), and the lowest flow 
flux was 54.42 L.m-2.h-1. The dye filtering results (MB) demonstrated better performance on the same 
membrane. It has been observed that the permeate is brighter than the other membranes. These results 
indicate that the membrane with a GO- Fe3O4 concentration of 0.75 wt.% is the most effective compared 
to other membranes in filtering water. The presence of Fe3O4 nanoparticles increases the efficiency 
and durability of graphene membranes in salt rejection by increasing the surface charge and selectively 
adsorbing salt ions. 
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INTRODUCTION
Clean water is essential for human domestic, 

industrial, and agricultural needs. The current 
increase in population and industry has harmed 
environmental quality, as indicated by the 
decreasing water catchment area. The lack of water 
catchment areas has resulted in reduced raw water 
availability. Raw water now covers only 3% of the 
total water on Earth, while the remaining 97% is 
seawater [1]. Seawater consists of 96.5% pure water 
and has an average salt content of 3.5%. The salt 

content of seawater comes from mineral salts found 
in rocks and soil. Examples are sodium, potassium, 
and calcium [2].

Based on these facts, desalination is the most 
appropriate way to purify seawater [3]. Desalination 
is a process carried out to remove salt levels [4]. 
Desalination can take advantage of phase changes 
or involve a semipermeable membrane to separate 
solutes[3]. The desalination process has been 
widely used in membrane technology [5] due to its 
low production cost [6], fewer chemicals [7], and 
energy usage, and is simple and environmentally 
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friendly [3]. In addition, membrane technology is 
very selective of the pore size so that only molecules 
smaller than the membrane pore size pass during the 
filtration process [8]. The membranes commonly 
used are microfiltration (MF), ultrafiltration (UF), 
and nanofiltration (NF) membranes [6].

Membranes that are often used for desalination 
are polymer membranes [7]. Polymer membranes 
have high flexibility [9] and good selectivity 
compared to inorganic membranes [10], but the 
low permeation performance of the membrane 
causes membrane fouling [9]. Combining polymer 
membranes and inorganic nanoparticles can 
overcome the problem of membrane fouling [7], 
[10]. Incorporating inorganic nanoparticles into 
the membrane matrix can improve membrane 
performance[7], such as hydrophilicity and 
membrane porosity, and minimize membrane 
fouling [11], [12]. Inorganic nanoparticles that 
are widely used are Fe3O4 or magnetic sand [10]. 
Magnetite (Fe3O4) is one of the strongest known 
iron dioxides of metals [13].  Fe3O4 nanoparticles 
are usually smaller than 128 nm [14]. Fe3O4 has 
good thermal stability, chemical stability, and 
magnetic properties [10]. In addition to their low 
toxicity and environmental friendliness, Fe3O4 
nanoparticles have received much attention [7]. 
Fe3O4 can absorb both heavy metals such as Cr, Pb, 
Mn, Cu, etc. [14] and dyes such as methylene blue 
[15] in water. In addition, Fe3O4 can also be used 
in the separation of proteins or enzymes and DNA 
purification [16].

The incorporation of inorganic nanoparticles 
into the membrane matrix is always hindered by 
poor aggregation at higher levels [10]. This condition 
will harm the morphology and performance of 
the membrane in rejection, pure water flux, and 
hydrophilicity [7]. Nanohybrids can be a solution to 
avoid aggregation. A nanohybrid is a combination 
of two different nanoparticles. One of the materials 
frequently utilized in nanohybrids is graphene 
oxide (GO). The GO material exhibits a 2D 
nanostructure, a large surface area, and hexagonal 
chains [14], allowing different nanoparticles to bind 
to the GO surface [10]. Furthermore, GO has many 
functional groups containing oxygen (hydroxyl, 
epoxide, carbonyl, and carboxyl) which are good 
for nanofiller dispersion so that it can produce 
high effective surface area and good mechanical 
properties [7] and electrical and thermal properties 
[17]. In addition, the O-H bond in GO acts as a 
polarization center which can produce a greater 

absorbance intensity [16], [18].
GO-Fe3O4 material can be applied as a dye 

absorbent [19], dye degradation [14], and heavy 
metal reducer [20]. The PVDF-Fe3O4 membrane 
with 70 wt.% Fe3O4 has excellent comprehensive 
performance in pure water flux and good dirty 
resistance [11]. L. Donget al., studied GO/NH2-
Fe3O4 membranes and stated that GO/NH2-Fe3O4 
membranes could reject Congo red up to 94% and 
salt up to 15% [21]. Based on several studies that 
have been described, this research will discuss the 
effectiveness of the GO- Fe3O4 /PSf membrane in 
filtering water contaminated with natural dyes and 
seawater.  

MATERIAL AND METHODS
Materials

The materials used to make the membrane were 
distilled water, graphite powder (from coconut 
shell), sodium nitrate powder (NaNO3, Merck), 
potassium permanganate (KMnO₄), 30% hydrogen 
peroxide (30%, Merck), hydrochloric (HCl, fuming 
37%, Merck), Aquades, 0.002 mol FeCl3.6H2O, 
Ammonia (NH4OH) solution (28-30% Merck), and 
N-methyl-2-pyrrolidone (NMP, Merck), Polysulfon 
(Sigma-Aldrich).

Synthesis of Graphene (GO)
The Hummer method was used in this work 

to synthesize the graphene. Five grams of graphite 
powder and 2.5 grams of NaNO3 powder were 
dissolved in 120 ml of H2SO4 in an ice bath (freezing 
point of water) and stirred using a magnetic stirrer 
for 30 minutes. Next, 15 grams of potassium 
permanganate was added slowly and stirred again 
for 30 minutes at 20°C until it became a purple 
solution, then continued stirring for 3 hours at 
room temperature. A brown solution was formed, 
and at that moment 150 mL of distilled water was 
added and stirred continuously for 3 hours at a 
room temperature of 95°C. Furthermore, 50 mL of 
30% peroxide was added to a brownish-yellow (light 
brown) solution, added 50 mL of 30% peroxide was 
slowly to remove the manganate compound. In the 
final stage, the solution was washed with 1 M HCl, 
distilled to neutral (pH»7), and then dried for 6 
hours at 60°C [21]. 

Synthesis of GO-Fe3O4 Composite
The GO-Fe3O4 composite was synthesized using 

the in-situ method. The GO powder was sonicated 
for 30 minutes in 100 ml of distilled water then 



N. Munasir, et al. / GO-Fe3O4 /Psf membrane for filtration: Dyes and NaCl in Water

J. Water Environ. Nanotechnol., 8(3):241-253 Summer 2023 243

0.002 moles of FeCl3.6H2O was added and stirred 
until dissolved. Fe3O4 was formed simultaneously 
with the appearance of the GO-Fe3O4 composite. 
The solution was blackish-brown, then sonicated 
for one hour, and added 50 ml of 1.65 M Ammonia. 
The solution was washed with distilled water three 
times and dried for 3 hours at 600 °C.

Preparation of GO-Fe3O4 /PSf Membrane
The membrane was prepared using the phase 

inversion method. 15 wt.% Polly sulfones (Psf) 
were dissolved using 85 wt.% NMP (N-methyl-
2-pyrrolidone) four hours until dissolve 
homogeneously. The next step is to add GO- Fe3O4 
composite particle powder with a composition of 
0.25 wt.%, 0.5 wt.%; 0.75 wt.% was then sonicated 
for 15 minutes to form a black homogeneous 
solution. The resulting solution was then printed 
on a glass plate with a thickness of 0.22 mm, which 
was rolled using an aluminum rod. The membrane 
was immersed in distilled water for 24 hours and 
dried at room temperature for 24 hours [22].

Methods 
There are several methods to test filtration for 

NaCl and MB. Here are some methods used in this 
work.

Membrane Filtration Test for NaCl Solution
Synthetic seawater was prepared using distilled 

water with a NaCl concentration of 27.79 g/mL. The 
membrane was prepared with the sides measuring 
3.5 cm x 3.5 cm (square shape); Later on, the 
membrane was tested for its filtration performance 
using a vacuum pump, with the device settings 
shown in Fig. 1. Before the filtration test, measure 
the mass of the membrane first and then put it in 
a Buchner funnel with a tapered side so that the 
solution does not seep through the side of the 
membrane. The Buchner funnel is then placed in a 
suction flask connected to a vacuum pump. In the 
filtration test, 10 ml of seawater was poured over 
the Buchner funnel and subsequently, the Rocker 
300 vacuum pump was turned on with a vacuum 

 

  
Fig. 1. Preparation of Psf, GO-Psf, and GO/Fe3O4-Psf membranes: (a) homogeneous solution, (b-c) membrane molding process, and 
(d) produced membrane.

 

 

  
Fig. 2. Flow flux of permeate via membranes
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pressure of »650 mmHg. A bottle is used to store 
permeate that passes filtering. Once completed, the 
membrane filtration process is dried and weighed 
again.

Membrane Filtration Test for Dyes 
20 ppm MB solution was prepared. A vacuum 

pipe tested the membrane of 3.5 cm x 3.5 cm (the 
shape of the membrane was a square) for filtration. 
The membrane was placed in a Buchner funnel with 
the side tapered to make the solution not come out 
from the side of the membrane when filtered. The 
Buchner funnel is then placed on a suction flask 
connected to a vacuum pipe. First, 10 ml of MB 
solution was poured over a Buchner funnel, and 
at that point, the Rocker 300 vacuum pump was 
turned on. The pressure was kept constant at 650 
mmHg. The filtered methylene blue solution was 
poured into a small bottle and labeled.

Salt Rejection Test on Membrane
The salt-rejection test, often known as salt 

rejection, determines how much the membrane 
can filter NaCl compounds. The effectiveness of the 
membrane in separating salt depends on the size of 
the membrane pores. The following formula could 
be used to determine salt rejection [19], [20]:

      (1)

Where Cp (mg/L) and Cf (mg/L) are a 
concentration of dyes and salts in permeate and 
feed solution, respectively.

Flow Flux of Membrane Filtration
The membrane flux test determines the 

parameters for membrane optimization. Low 
flux values indicate low membrane permeability. 
Flow flux calculations were performed in 10 ml of 
seawater (NaCl, 37%) or utilizing methylene blue 
at a pump pressure of 650 mmHg and a membrane 
surface area of 12.25 cm2. The dead-end filtration 
model is a technique for separating particles or 
molecules from a solution by using a porous 
membrane that is forced through the solution to 
be separated. As the solution flows through the 
membrane, particles or molecules larger than the 
membrane’s pore size will be suspended above 
the membrane, while the smaller solutes will pass 
through the membrane and exit the system [23].

                                
 (2)

Ultra Violet-Visible Spectroscopy 
The filtered methylene blue solution will 

undergo by UV-Vis test (Shimadzu 1800 type) with 
a 200 nm to 600 nm wavelength. UV-VIS light will be 
passed through a methylene blue solution. Some of 
the light was absorbed (absorption) effectively and 
will be transmitted (transmitted). The absorbance 
value depends on the content of the substance in 
the solution. The more substances contained in 
the solution, the more molecules will absorb light, 
causing the absorbance value to be even greater 
[16], [21]. The results of UV-VIS measurements 
can be presented in the form of absorption spectra 
in the form of hills or transmission.

RESULT AND DISCUSSION
The hydrophilicity of Graphene Membrane

The hydrophilic property of the membrane 
plays an essential role in filtration performance. 
In principle, the hydrophilicity of the membrane 
could be determined by the water contact angle. 
The lower the contact angle, the higher the 
membrane hydrophilicity [24], [25]. The water 
contact angle results for pure Psf, GO-Fe3O4/Psf, 
and GO/Psf membranes with various Go-Fe3O4 
(0.25, 0.50, 0.75, and 1.0) which are shown in Fig. 3, 
and the average contact angle shown in Fig. 4. Fig. 4 
indicates that pure Psf has an average contact angle 
of 80.24°. Moreover, there is a trend that the water 
contact angle continues to decrease along with the 
increase in weight % of the addition of GO-Fe3O4 
nanocomposites. The modified membrane water 
contact angle decreased from 79.01° to 73.17° 
(membrane with 0.75% GO-Fe3O4). The difference 
is that for a 1.0% addition of GO-Fe3O4, the 
membrane contact angle again increased to 75.92°. 
Furthermore, it increased more significantly than 
the standard membrane contact angle (Psf-pure) 
for GO/Psf membranes (86.09°). Therefore, the 
membrane that shows more hydrophilic properties 
has a composition of 0.75% GO-Fe3O4. This 
property is based on the interaction of the Fe-OH 
groups on the surface of the Fe3O4 material with 
water (H2O) through strong hydrogen bonds, so 
adsorption is chemisorption [26].

The greater contact angle value is caused by the 
surface tension that occurs between the membrane 
and the water. In addition, there was a decrease in 
the interfacial energy between the hydrophilic Fe3O4 
nanoparticle solution and the water/membrane 
during the phase inversion process [21]. However, 
generally, a small contact angle will result in better 
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hydrophilicity, increased water flux, and resistance 
to impurities [27]. Thus, the experimental results 
obtained in this study are by the literature [28].

Morphology of Graphene Membrane
The results of the scanning electron microscopy 

(SEM) test of the GO-Fe3O4 /PSF membrane are 
shown in Fig. 5. Fig. 5b shows a cross-sectional view 
of the modified composite membrane with topical 
asymmetrical morphology of the membrane fibers. 

The middle layer represents the predominant 
morphology with finger-like structures. This 
finger-like structure is characteristic of an 
asymmetrical membrane where the cross-section 
of the membrane consists of a finger structure 
with a porous underlayer [8]. The top layer of the 
GO- Fe3O4 /PSF membrane is the most porous 
compared to the PSf membrane alone. The 
formation of a porous surface on GO- Fe3O4 /PSF 
is caused by an increase in the hydrophilic nature 

 

  Fig. 3. The Contact angle of membranes: (a) Psf, (b-d) GO-Fe3O4/Psf untuk GO-Fe3O4 (%Wt): 0.25%, 0.50%, 0.75%, and 1.0%; and 
(f) GO (0.5%)/Psf
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Fig. 4. The contact angle of membranes: Psf, GO-Fe3O4/Psf for GO-Fe3O4 0.25%, 0.50%, 0.75%, and 1.0%, respectively; and Fe3O4/Psf
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of the solution which will accelerate the rate of 
solvent exchange [28]. The addition of  Fe3O4  into 
the membrane causes a larger cavity. Theoretically, 
membrane permeability could increase in line with 
the number of macro-voids present [8].

From the results of the scanning electron 
microscopy test on the surface and cross-section of 
the GO-Fe3O4 /Psf membrane (shown in Fig. 5), it 
was found that there were pores in the membrane. 
The porous membrane could be seen clearly in Fig. 
5(b). The thickness of the membrane is about 68 
µm, with a pore diameter of about 2-10 µm (inside 
the membrane). The size of macro cavities such 
as fingers looks non-uniform, this is ascribed to 
the faster deposition of PES in contact with non-
solvents (water). There are surface defects or holes 
formed during membrane preparation, causing the 
membrane cross-section to be inhomogeneous/
uniform in terms of size and distribution on the 

membrane surface (Fig. 5(a)). The addition of GO-
Fe3O4 particles has a major effect on the formation 
of the membrane structure. They are, furthermore, 
shown in Fig. 4, the morphological profile of the 
GO/Psf membrane, where the frontal view (Fig. 
6(a)) and the cross-sectional view (Fig. 6(b)). 
Compared with the GO-Fe3O4/Psf membrane, the 
number of pores and the width of the pores, the 
GO/Psf membrane is more numerous and broader. 
The presence of Fe3O4 nanoparticles narrows the 
membrane pores.

Salt Rejection of Graphene Membrane
The dyeing wastewater usually contains an 

appreciable quantity of salt, therefore it is of 
great importance to study the effect of salt on the 
separation performance of dye or salt mixtures. 
The salt rejection of the graphene membrane can 
inform the ability of a membrane to filter the salt 

 

  
Fig. 5. Morphology of GO-Fe3O4 (0,75%) /PSf membrane: (a) GO-Fe3O4 Composite, (b-c) surface area, and (b) cross-secion.
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in the solution. A total of 10 ml of NaCl solution 
with a concentration of 27.79 g/mL was filtered 
using a device, as shown in Fig. 7. The membrane 
was weighed before use and later on filtered. The 
finished membrane is then dried and weighed. 

The concentration of NaCl solution after 
filtration is calculated and later on, enters into 
the equation (1). The results of the salt-rejection 
calculation indicate that the GO-Fe3O4  membrane 
can be used for seawater desalination because 
the GO- Fe3O4  membrane can filter out NaCl 
compounds in the solution (Table 1).

The membrane with GO-Fe3O4 (0.25 wt.%) 
experienced a salt rejection of 45.88%, the 
membrane with GO- Fe3O4 (0.5 wt.%) experienced 

a salt rejection of 52.97%, the GO-Fe3O4 membrane 
(1.0%) experienced the salt rejection of 56.89%, 
GO membrane salt rejection of 42.35% was more 
significant than pure Psf membrane (32.92%). The 
best salt rejection occurred when filtering the NaCl 
solution using a membrane containing GO- Fe3O4 
(0.75% wt.%), which was 59.33%. The increasing 
salt-rejection value indicates the denser the 
membrane pores, so the membrane’s efficiency is 
also improving [29]. The best membrane efficiency 
is the membrane with GO-Fe3O4  content of 0.75%. 
For the rejection of NaCl, increased salt content 
leads to a higher concentration gradient near the 
membrane surface, which could facilitate the 
transport of NaCl through the membrane and thus 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  
Fig. 6. Morphology of GO /PSf membrane: (a) surface and zoom (insert) and (b) cross-section.

 

 

  Fig. 7. The Filtration test with NaCl and MB
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lower the rejection of NaCl [29]. Moreover, higher 
NaCl concentration can lower the electrostatic 
interaction of the charges in the membrane, and 
the membrane pores become thinner, which 
opens up the transport route of solutes through 
the membrane, allowing NaCl to pass through the 
membrane more easily [30]. The addition of Fe3O4 
to the membrane was carried out to prevent the 
solute transport pathway through the membrane 
quickly and easily. In addition, GO-based 
membranes were reported to exhibit excellent 
desalination performance of the dye/salt mixture.

Flow Flux of Graphene Membrane
The presence of NaCl has a significant influence 

on the membrane flux. For example, the GO- 
Fe3O4 /Psf membrane flux continuously decreases 

from 81.63 L.m-2.h-1 to 62.79 L.m-2.h-1 with an 
increase of NaCl time from 0.11 hour to 0.15 hour, 
which is the result of the rise in osmotic pressure, 
concentration polarization, and dye adsorption 
into the membrane. The addition of GO- Fe3O4/Psf 
content in the membrane affects the value of the 
resulting flow flux (Fig. 8).

The filtering time of the methylene blue and 
NaCl solutions affects the value of the resulting 
water flux. The tighter the membrane pores make, 
the filtering time longer. The longest filtering time 
is using a membrane with a GO- Fe3O4  content 
of 0.75% because the membrane pores are denser, 
so the filtration process takes longer than other 
membranes. The higher flux value also indicates 
that the membrane has better fouling/dirty 
resistance [21]. 

Psf 0.25 0.5 0.75 1 GO/Psf
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Fl
ow

 F
lu

x 
(m

3 .L
-2

.h
-1

)

Membranes

 MB
 NaCl

 

  
Fig. 8. Flow flux of methylene-blue and NaCl solution for GO- Fe3O4 /PFs membranes.

 

Table 1. Salt rejection of GO-Fe3O4/Psf membranes
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The rejection ability of the dye and NaCl on the 
graphene membrane during the filtration process is 
shown in Fig. 8. A decrease in flow rate indicates 
the rejection of dye molecules and an increase 
in Na and Cl ions. Adding Fe3O4 nanoparticles 
to GO/Psf membranes increased their rejection 
performance compared to pure Psf membranes. The 
optimal composition for rejecting dyes and NaCl is 
a membrane composed of 0.75% GO-Fe3O4. GO/
Psf membranes have good mechanical and thermal 
stability and are resistant to soiling while absorbing 
and repelling dye molecules efficiently through 
nanometer-sized pores; this is its advantage over 
pure Psf membranes [9], [31].

Graphene membrane is currently being 
developed for seawater desalination applications, 
where graphene membranes can be used to produce 
clean water from seawater by a filtration process. 
The mechanism of salt rejection in the graphene 
membrane occurs due to the interaction between 
the graphene membrane and salt ions in seawater. 
The mechanism of salt rejection in graphene 
membranes occurs through two processes, namely: 
the mechanism of salt rejection by the exclusion of 
pore size and the mechanism of salt rejection by the 
surface charge of the membrane [24], [31]. 

First: Adding Fe3O4 nanoparticles to graphene 
membranes could increase the efficiency 
and durability of the membrane in seawater 
desalination applications. The mechanism of NaCl 
rejection by graphene membranes that have been 
added Fe3O4 nanoparticles occurs through several 
processes, including the Salt rejection mechanism 
by pore size exclusion. As in graphene membranes 

without other nanoparticles, the mechanism of salt 
rejection in graphene membranes with other Fe3O4 
nanoparticles occurs through pore size exclusion. 
Graphene membranes with Fe3O4 nanoparticles 
have tiny pores, so only water molecules and 
compounds with tiny molecular sizes can pass 
through. Therefore, salt with a molecular size larger 
than the pores of the graphene membrane cannot 
pass through it, resulting in a salt rejection process 
[32]. 

Second: Adding Fe3O4 nanoparticles to 
graphene membranes can also increase the surface 
charge of the membrane, thereby increasing the 
interaction between the surface charge of the 
membrane and salt ions in seawater. The surface 
of the graphene membrane that has been added 
with Fe3O4 nanoparticles will be more negatively 
charged, so it will be more effective in repelling 
salt ions which are also negatively charged. So that 
the salt ions contained in seawater cannot pass 
through the graphene membrane, and only water 
molecules and compounds with smaller molecular 
sizes can pass through its mechanism of salt 
rejection by adsorption of Fe3O4 nanoparticles. The 
Fe3O4 nanoparticles in the graphene membrane 
can selectively absorb salt ions, thereby increasing 
the effectiveness of salt rejection by the graphene 
membrane. Salt ions that pass through the 
membrane’s pores will interact with the Fe3O4 
nanoparticles and be adsorbed on the surface of 
the nanoparticles. So that salt ions cannot pass 
through the graphene membrane, and salt rejection 
occurs. With the addition of Fe3O4 nanoparticles 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

(a) 
(b) 

Fig. 9. UV-VIS of methylene blue filtration by GO- Fe3O4 /PSf membranes: (a) one-time and (b) fifth time.
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to the graphene membrane, the NaCl rejection 
mechanism by the membrane will be more effective 
and efficient, thereby increasing the efficiency and 
durability of the membrane in seawater desalination 
applications [33].

Fig. 9(b) is a UV-VIS graph of methylene blue 
filtering five times. The resulting absorbance value 
is decreasing because more methylene blue is 
filtered. The decrease in the absorbance value of 
the methylene blue solution was caused by the less 
methylene blue content in the solution when it was 
filtered [16]. The membrane successfully filtered 
methylene blue. The membrane with GO-Fe3O4  
content of 0.75% had the lowest absorbance than 
the membrane with GO-Fe3O4  0.5% and GO-Fe3O4  
0.25%, which indicates that the membrane is more 
effective for water filtration.

Anti-Bacterial of GO-Fe3O4 /PSf Graphene 
Membrane

The anti-bacterial test was carried out using the 
disc diffusion method. Distilled water was used as 
a GO-Fe3O4 diluent, and the disc paper diameter 
was 0.55 cm. The disc diffusion test was carried 

out to determine the inhibition of the compound 
against bacterial growth. The bacterial suspension 
(OD600 nm 0.1) was rubbed on Muller Hinton 
Agar (MHA) media surface in Petri dishes using a 
sterile cotton swab. Paper disks containing 20 µl of 
the test compound were placed on the surface of 
the MHA. Incubation was carried out for 48 hours 
at 30°C. The clear zone formed around the disc 
was expressed as the inhibition of the compound 
against bacterial growth. Shown in Fig. 10. (a) is the 
inhibition of E-Coli bacteria, and in Fig. 10(b) is 
the inhibition zone against S. Aureus bacteria. The 
ability of inhibition against E. Coli and S. Aureus 
bacteria for all GO-Fe3O4  sample compositions 
(0.25%, 0.50%, and 0.75%) showed the same trend, 
marked with a clear/bright outer circle zone, which 
was 0.55 cm (Table 2).

The GO-Fe3O4 from Table 2 demonstrated 
good reproducibility, which is attributed to the 
fact that the surface was stable and maintained 
its ability to antimicrobial E. Coli and S. Aureus. 
The stability of compounds was investigated 
by repeating the test 3 times. The repetition 
multiple times to determine the characteristics of 

Table 2. Antimicrobial of GO-Fe3O4 compounds against E. coli and S. aureus

 

 

(a) (b) 

Fig. 10. Anti-Bacterial of GO- Fe3O4 /PSf: (a) E. Coli and (b) S. Aureus



N. Munasir, et al. / GO-Fe3O4 /Psf membrane for filtration: Dyes and NaCl in Water

J. Water Environ. Nanotechnol., 8(3):241-253 Summer 2023 251

Antimicrobial GO-Fe3O4 compounds against E. 
coli and S. aureus. The diameter areas suggested 
that the GO-Fe3O4 can attack the microbial target. 
All areas of concentration have the same effect on 
the entire area. Higher concentrations of GO-Fe3O4 
do not provide a statistically significant impact, 
as evidenced by the concentration ranges (ppm). 
Using a minor concentration (ppm) to observe 
a considerable shift from this result is preferable. 
Anti-bacterial tests are needed to support that 
this graphene-based membrane material is perfect 
for application as a filtration material in filtration 
equipment systems to obtain safe water for 
consumption [34], [35].

CONCLUSION
In this study, the GO-Fe3O4/Psf membrane 

was successfully synthesized using the inversion 
method. The addition of GO- Fe3O4 material into 
the Psf membrane (0.25%, 0.50%, 0.75%, and 
1.00%) has been carried out. The results indicated 
that the membrane containing GO- Fe3O4 0.75% 
by weight had the highest salt rejection value 
(59.33%) with the lowest flow flux, the flow flux 
value was 62.79 for methylene-blue solution and 
54.42 L.m-2.h-1 for NaCl solution. The membrane 
with 0.75% GO- Fe3O4 content had the longest 
filtering time because the membrane pores were 
tighter. A different thing happened for membranes 
with 1.00% GO- Fe3O4 content, it was suspected 
that there was over content and there was an 
accumulation of GO- Fe3O4 particles on the Psf 
polymer layer. The GO- Fe3O4/Psf membrane was 
also tested for anti-bacterial using E. Coli and S. 
Aureus bacteria. Aureus by disc diffusion method. 
The results showed good reproducibility, this was 
related to the fact that the addition of GO- Fe3O4 
to the membrane made the surface stable and 
maintained its ability to anti-bacterial E. Coli and 
S. Aureus.
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