
Vol.:(0123456789)

 Discover Water            (2024) 4:54  | https://doi.org/10.1007/s43832-024-00119-4

Discover Water

Review

Advances in metal–organic frameworks as adsorbents, photocatalysts 
and membranes: a new frontier in water purification

Moses Kiteto1 · Beryl Vidija1 · Cleophas Achisa Mecha1,2 · Register Mrosso3 · Martha N. Chollom4

Received: 24 May 2024 / Accepted: 25 July 2024

© The Author(s) 2024    OPEN

Abstract
Water is an essential and irreplaceable necessity for life on earth, sustaining ecosystems, nourishing agriculture and 
vital for human survival. However, increasing population and industrialization has exacerbated water scarcity and pol-
lution. The Sustainable Development Goal 6 focuses on clean water and sanitation for all; thus, water purification and 
conservation are key priorities globally. Rampant pollution of water sources by emerging bio-recalcitrant contaminants, 
often deviant of conventional treatment methods, necessitates new approaches to water treatment. In this regard, metal 
organic frameworks (MOFs) are gaining prominence and offer solutions in versatile applications due to their unique 
structural characteristics and tunable properties. This review provides a comprehensive analysis of MOFs, covering their 
diverse structures, types, synthesis methods and characterization techniques. We explore the application of MOFs in 
water purification, as adsorbents, photocatalysts, and in membrane separation. The mechanism of operation of MOFs 
in each application is critically evaluated. The effect of the water treatment methods on energy consumption has also 
been investigated. We propose that for MOFs application in water treatment to be competitive and sustainable, there is 
need to address key issues such as synthesis of highly selective MOFs, recovery and reuse, scalability (pilot and industrial 
scale), and integration with existing water treatment technologies to create synergy. We provide future perspectives on 
these aspects.

Keywords  Metal–organic frameworks · Water purification · Adsorption · Photocatalysis · Membrane separation · 
Reusability

1  Introduction

In an era marked by burgeoning populations, industrial expansion, and environmental challenges, the global water 
crisis has emerged as a formidable threat, demanding innovative solutions. Traditional water treatment methodolo-
gies face increasing pressure to meet the escalating demands for clean and potable water. Existing conventional 
treatment processes including sedimentation, coagulation, filtration, and disinfection, have played crucial roles in 
safeguarding water quality. However, their efficacy is compromised by drawbacks such as high energy consump-
tion, limited selectivity, and inability to remove emerging bio-recalcitrant contaminants [5]. Recent advancements in 
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nanotechnology and the development of novel adsorbents, photocatalytic and membrane separation processes hold 
a great promise [6–9]. These technologies enhance the elimination of contaminants from wastewater and improve 
efficiency of desalination process, presenting sustainable strategies to mitigate the global water crisis. Despite their 
effectiveness, these methods are still limited due to their reliance on primitive materials that have undermined water 
purification. Amidst these challenges, metal organic frameworks (MOFs) emerge as a captivating prospect, offering a 
new frontier in water purification technology. Characterized by their crystalline structures, MOFs comprise of metal 
nodes interconnected by organic linkers which present a versatile platform with tunable properties [10, 11].

The distinctive properties of MOFs not only open avenues for addressing the limitations inherent in traditional 
water treatment methods but also embrace the principles of sustainability through their recovery and reusability. 
From the selective adsorption of contaminants [12] to the potential for catalytic degradation of pollutants [13], MOFs 
exhibit a prowess that holds promise for revolutionizing water purification processes, while concurrently reducing 
the environmental impact through their repeated utilization. This review explores the unique attributes of MOFs, 
exploring their exceptional porosity, high surface area, customizable structures, and the pivotal aspect of reusability 
that sets them apart from conventional materials. Furthermore, we elucidate the specific ways in which MOFs are 
applied, ushering in a new era of efficiency, sustainability, and innovation in the critical domain of water purification. 
Emerging trends in MOFs research for water purification and challenges such as scalability, cost, and selectivity have 
also been extensively discussed.

2 � Historical overview

The MOFs trace their origin to the mid 1990’s when Yaghi’s group reported the first stable 2D MOF structure syn-
thesized from 1,3,5—Benzene tricarboxylic acid (BTC) [14] and further the synthesis of MOF—1 [15] and MOF—2 
in quick succession [16]. A pivotal moment in the history of MOF happened in 1999 when O’Keefe and Yaghi’s 
group synthesized the first true 3D MOF known as MOF—5 using Zinc (II) nitrate and 1,4 Benzene dicarboxylic acid 
[17] which spurred a surge into MOF’s research. As a result, within the same year, Chui and collaborators reported 
another novel MOF, HKUST -1 (Hong Kong University of Science and Technology) synthesized from copper (II) ions 
and a trimeric acid [18]. In 2002, G´erald F´erey’s group synthesized the MIL—53 (Mat´eriaux de l’Institute Lavoisier) 
from chromium (II) ions as metal centers and benzene dicarboxylate ligand linkers, acknowledged as the foremost 
representation of MIL which found application in gas storage, separation, and catalysis [19]. F´erey’s group in 2005, 
they reported another chromium based MOF called MIL—101 which consisted of ultrahigh surface area, large pore 
size and was thermally and chemically stable [20]. In 2006 another series of MOFs were developed by Yaghi’s team, 
known as zeolitic imidazolate frameworks (ZIFs) particularly the ZIF—1 and ZIF—12 which found applications in 
gas separation and conversion. Another landmark in MOF research came in 2008, through the synthesis of the UiO 
66 (University of Oslo) from zirconium tetrachloride and 1,4 Benzene dicarboxylic acid also known as Zr—MOF by 
Karl Peter’s group [21]. The beginning of the 2010s witnessed an explosion of applications, including gas storage 
devices, hydrogen fuel cells, and drug delivery systems, alongside the emergence of light-emitting and magnetic 
MOFs [22–24]. New synthesis methods, such as post-synthetic modification and continuous-flow synthesis, were 
introduced for large-scale production [25]. Over 90000 MOFs have been reported with continued research done to 
optimize MOF properties and explore new applications, with a focus on integrating MOFs with other materials for 
hybrid functionalities [26]. Today, innovative computational tools have revolutionized the creation of novel MOFs 
with diverse structural and chemical characteristics, enabling the rapid generation of thousands of materials using 
automation and simulation, highlighting the immense possibilities in realizing a wide range of MOFs [27, 28].

3 � Structure of metal organic frameworks

Structure of MOFs encompasses nodes and linkers, diverse topologies, and their pore geometry (Fig. 1).
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3.1 � Nodes and linkers

The backbone of MOFs consists of metal-containing nodes and organic linkers, which together form the crystalline 
framework. Nodes typically involve metal ions or clusters, serving as the coordination centers for the assembly process. 
Common metal ions include zinc, copper, and chromium, among others [29]. The selection of metal nodes significantly 
influences the MOF’s structural stability and properties. Linkers, on the other hand, are organic molecules that bridge the 
metal nodes, creating robust bonds that contribute to the framework’s overall stability. The diversity of available linkers 
allows for fine-tuning of MOF properties, such as porosity, surface area, and chemical reactivity [13]. Organic ligands like 
carboxylates [29] are commonly employed as linkers, highlighting the versatility of MOF design. The choice of nodes and 
linkers is crucial in determining the MOF’s functionality.

3.2 � Topologies

The MOFs exhibit a rich variety of topologies, determined by the spatial arrangement of nodes and linkers. The system-
atic combination of different nodes and linkers results in an extensive library of MOF structures, each with unique pore 
sizes, shapes, and functionalities. Some common MOF topologies include cubic, tetragonal, and hexagonal structures, 
showcasing the diverse architectural possibilities within this class of materials [30].

3.3 � Pore geometry

The porous nature of MOFs, a defining feature, arises from the carefully designed arrangement of nodes and linkers, 
creating well-defined channels and void spaces. Pore geometry significantly influences the adsorption capacity and 
selectivity of MOFs, making them ideal candidates for applications such as gas storage and separation, as well as water 
purification. Understanding the relationship between pore geometry and adsorption properties is vital for designing 
MOFs tailored to remove specific contaminants from water sources [31].

4 � Classification of metal organic frameworks

The MOFs are classified based on their structure and composition as pristine MOFs, MOF derivatives and MOF compos-
ites. The pristine MOFs are further categorized into 1D MOFs, 2D MOF nanosheets and 3D micro/nanoscaled MOFs [32].

4.1 � Pristine MOFs

The pristine MOFs are obtained directly from the synthetic process and their structure and composition are hence well 
defined. Thus they have not been subjected to any post-synthetic modification [33]. They are further classified into:

4.1.1 � The 1D MOFs

One dimensional pristine MOFs have rod like structure and usually grow along a designated direction commonly syn-
thesized via coordination modulation [34]. Examples include MOF-5 which is a zinc-based MOF, 1RMOF-3 which is a 
zirconium-based MOF and CuBTC which is a copper-based MOF (Benzene tricarboxylate).

Fig. 1   General structure of 
MOFs [1]
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4.1.2 � The 2D MOF nanosheets

The 2D nanosheet MOFs have a thickness of only few nanometers with a layered and flaky structure. They are synthe-
sized through the top down and bottom down methods [32, 35]. The top-down method involves the exfoliation of bulk 
MOFs into one or more layer of nanosheets, while the bottom-up method entails the preparation of the nanosheets from 
metal ions and organic ligands through synthesis strategies such as solvothermal method, template assisted synthesis, 
among others. Examples of 2D MOF nanosheets include 2D nickel phythalocyamine based MOF and 2D cobalt based 
MOF (CoMOF).

4.1.3 � The 3D micro/nanoscaled MOFs

These include 3D structures containing larger sizes in 3D space [32, 36]. Their exceptional morphologies and structure 
have made them to widely be used in catalysis and adsorption. Examples include MIL-101 chromium-based MOF and 
UiO-66 Zirconium based MOF.

4.2 � MOF composites

The MOF composites are made up of a combination of MOFs and polymers, metals, or even other MOFs. The carrier 
materials can make MOF even distributed and expose more active sites and become a support surface to enhance their 
stability [32, 37]. Example of MOF composites include MOF@metals such as the Ce-UiO-66-NH2; MOF@metals oxides such 
as the Fe3O4@MOF-808; and MOF@carbon materials such as Zn-MOF/PVA (polyvinyl alcohol).

4.3 � MOF derivatives

The MOF derivatives are materials derived from MOFs by post-synthetic modification, a process of chemically modify-
ing the structure of MOF without destroying their overall structure [32, 36]. Therefore, post treatment methods such as 
calcination, sulfurization, and chemical etching should preserve the morphology and porous structure of pristine MOFs. 
They increase the surface area of reactants and improve the transfer efficiency of substances [38]. Examples include the 
core–shell structure nanoscale zero valent iron@ZIF-67 derivative (NZVI@ZD).

5 � Synthesis of metal organic frameworks

The MOFs are formed through coordination of metal ions or metal clusters as central connectors and organic ligands as 
linkers binding them together. The method of synthesis is determined by the reaction time, temperature and pressure, 
nature of metal ions and organic ligands, solvent used. In addition, structural characteristics, the desired size of nodes, 
presence of counter ions and kinetics of crystallization also play a key role [39]. Table 1 summarizes the synthesis condi-
tions for some of the mostly used MOFs.

Figure 2 is a schematic representation of synthesis methods for MOFs.
The various synthetic approaches include:

5.1 � Solvo/hydrothermal method

Solvo/hydrothermal method is widely used for synthesizing MOFs and involves reaction of a solution of metal salts and 
organic ligands in a closed vessel such as an autoclave under high temperatures and pressures to obtain an insoluble 
framework [3]. The choice of the solvent and its ratio can significantly influence the final MOF structure. In the autoclave, 
temperatures of 80–250 ℃ are maintained for an extended period, and the pressure increases with temperature. The 
reaction time is a crucial factor in determining the size, structure, and purity of the resulting MOF. After the allotted reac-
tion time, the autoclave is cooled gradually to room temperature and depressurization is done by carefully releasing the 
pressure from the autoclave. Filtering and washing of MOF crystals is then done to remove any residual solvent or impu-
rities. This method has been used to synthesize highly stable MOFs such as the MOF-74,177, MIL-101, UiO-66 and PCNs 
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[3]. Its advantages include high crystallinity and purity of the MOF product, high thermal stability, controllable pore size 
and functionality through the selection of different organic linkers and easy scalability for large-scale MOF production. 
Limitations include long reaction times, high energy consumption, harsh synthetic conditions, and solvent consumption.

5.2 � Microwave assisted synthesis

It involves transferring the mixture of precursor reactants; metal ions and organic ligands and suitable solvents into a 
sealed Teflon or glass vessel placed in a microwave chamber and heated for an allotted reaction time. Unlike conventional 
heating that warms the entire reaction vessel, microwaves directly interact with the molecules in the mixture, causing 
specific internal heating due to dielectric polarization. This leads to faster reaction kinetics, enabling rapid nucleation 
and growth of MOF crystals within minutes to hours [3]. The method allows tailoring MOFs with specific properties for 
targeted applications by manipulating the irradiation time, power, and temperature profile, the size, shape, and crystal-
linity of the MOF crystals which can be controlled precisely. This method been used for rapid synthesis of MIL 100, chro-
mium trimesate, and MIL 53 which took only 4.3 s. Relatively the same crystal yield of the MOF was obtained in 4 h for the 
microwave assisted synthesis as compared to the conventional hydrothermal synthesis which took 4 days [63]. Despite 
the advantageous decrease in reaction time, high efficiency, and minimal energy usage; this method is disadvantaged 
due to limited choice solvents, and it is applicable only to certain MOF species.

5.3 � Sonochemical method

The sonochemical method utilizes ultrasound in synthesizing MOFs. The precursor reactants, metal ions, organic ligands 
and suitable solvents are transferred to a horn-like reactor fitted with adaptable ultrasonic power sonicator bar. High-
frequency sound waves (ultrasound) are introduced into the reaction mixture containing MOF precursors. The extreme 
conditions generated by cavitation promote the breakdown of larger molecules into smaller fragments, facilitating 

Fig. 2   MOFs synthesis methods, adapted from Ma and co-workers [3]
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their interaction and self-assembly into the desired MOF structure, generates microturbulence that effectively mixes 
the reactants, ensuring homogeneity and efficient utilization of precursors, enhancing their reactivity, and promoting 
faster bonding during MOF formation. Li and co-workers [64] employed sonochemical synthesis to prepare zinc based 
polymer with flower like structure within 80 min compared to the conventional hydrothermal reaction which took 3 days 
to obtain a single crystal at 140 ℃. Advantages of the method include significantly reduced reaction time, lower energy 
consumption, improved product purity and enhanced control over crystal morphology. Limitations of the method include 
limited scalability, potential for solvent degradation and complex equipment is required.

5.4 � Electrochemical method

Electrochemical method is a novel technique in MOF synthesis that utilizes electricity to drive the formation of MOFs. 
It involves applying electrical voltage in an electrolytic cell made up of an electrolyte and electrodes consisting of MOF 
building blocks; organic ligands and metal ions [3]. The metal ions and linkers modified by electrochemical reactions, thus 
interact, and self-assemble into the desired MOF structure. This process is influenced by various factors like the applied 
voltage, current density, and electrolyte composition. Once the MOF crystals have formed, the reaction is stopped, and 
the MOF is collected from the solution. Purification steps may be necessary to remove any remaining impurities or unre-
acted precursors. There are two types of electrochemical synthesis methods: anodic dilution and cathodic deposition.

5.4.1 � Anodic dilution

In anodic dilution, the anode is made up of metal ions and the electrolyte solution contains the organic ligand linkers. 
Applying a specific voltage to the cell triggers electrochemical reactions at the electrodes. At the anode, metal ions 
are oxidized, losing electrons, and entering the solution. Meanwhile, at the cathode, organic linkers are reduced or 
undergo other reactions, based on the MOF being synthesized. The metal ions and linkers in the solution, now charged 
and potentially modified by the electrochemical reactions, interact, and self-assemble into the desired MOF structure. 
The anodic dilution electrochemical synthesis has been reported by [65], to synthesize rapidly HKUST-1 using a copper 
plate as the electrode.

5.4.2 � Cathodic deposition

In cathodic deposition, the electrolyte contains metal ions and organic ligands, the building blocks of MOFs. A classic 
two-electrode system containing a working electrode and a counter electrode is used to initiate the reaction and the 
metal ions and organic ligands interact and self-assemble into the desired MOF structure. A three-electrode system with 
an extra reference electrode is sometimes utilized to measure and control the electrochemical process. The cathodic 
deposition controlled electrochemical synthesis has been utilized by [66] where they grew 2D CU3(HTTP)2 (Copper 
2,3,6,7,10,11 hexahy-drotriphenylene) MOF film on a copper foil. This approach has gained much interest due shorter 
reaction times, precise control over morphology and environmentally friendly.

5.5 � Mechanochemical method

Mechanochemical approach to MOF synthesis involves the grinding or milling of MOF precursor reactants; metal ions and 
organic ligands into smaller fragments thus creating larger surface area for their interaction and subsequent bonding. 
The grinding creates smaller pieces and generates significant localized pressure due to the collisions. These conditions 
encourage the fragmented precursors to self-assemble into the desired MOF structure [3]. This method has significantly 
faster reaction times (minutes to hours). It also eliminates the need for harsh solvents and high temperatures, minimiz-
ing environmental impact. By altering the grinding parameters such as pressure, time, and temperature, researchers can 
fine-tune the size, shape, and even crystallinity of the MOF crystals. However, the method is limited to some synthesiz-
able MOFs since not all MOFs succumb to the grinding approach. Mechanochemical synthesis is divided into ball-milling 
method and extrusion method.
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5.5.1 � Ball milling method

In ball milling, a mixture of metal salts and organic linkers, the building blocks of MOFs, along with a grinding medium 
like metal balls or beads is loaded into a grinding jar. The grinding balls relentlessly smash into the mixture, breaking 
down the precursors into smaller and smaller fragments. This increases their surface area significantly, facilitating 
easier interaction and bonding. The collisions generate intense localized pressure, further pushing the fragmented 
precursors closer together. This pressure acts as a driving force for self-assembly. With increased surface area and 
pressure, the broken-down precursors find their perfect match, snapping together into the desired MOF structure. 
Ball milling method has been utilized in the manufacture of four well know MOFs; MOF-5, MOF-177, UiO-67 and 
ZIF-65 [67].

5.5.2 � Extrusion method

In extrusion, the MOF precursors; metal ions and organic linkers are mixed and fed into a screw extruder. The screws 
thoroughly mix the precursors, ensuring homogeneity and efficient utilization of materials. This is crucial for consist-
ent MOF formation throughout the process. As the mixture travels through the extruder, it encounters increasing 
pressure from the screws which compacts the material and promotes self-assembly of the MOF structure. The extruder 
operates continuously, feeding in precursors and churning out freshly formed MOF material. This allows for high-
throughput production, ideal for large-scale applications. By adjusting the screw geometry, pressure, and tempera-
ture within the extruder, researchers can influence the properties of the extruded MOF material, such as its density 
and porosity. The extrusion method was employed for the first time in the synthesis of three typical MOFs; HKUST-1, 
ZIF-8 and Al (fumarate) OH [59]. This innovative approach utilized twin screw extruders, enabling the production of 
MOFs with pore volumes and surface areas comparable to those achieved through traditional solvothermal methods.

5.6 � Slow evaporation method

This is a widely used technique in MOF synthesis at room temperature without the need of an external energy supply. 
It involves first preparing a solution containing the metal ion precursors and organic linkers, the building blocks of 
MOFs using a suitable solvent. The prepared solution is then transferred to a sealed container, often a vial or beaker, 
and left undisturbed at room temperature. As the solvent gradually evaporates, the concentration of the precur-
sors increases within the solution and when it reaches saturation point, the precursors start to self-assemble into 
tiny MOF crystals, a process known as nucleation. These nuclei then act as seeds for further crystal growth as more 
precursors become available due to continuous solvent evaporation. Once the desired crystal size or reaction time is 
reached, the remaining solvent is carefully removed, and the MOF crystals are collected and purification to remove 
any unreacted precursors or solvent residues. The slow evaporation method has been used in the synthesis of a new 
supramolecular cobalt MOF [68]. While the method is simple, easy to setup, has a wide range of compatible MOFs 
and good control over crystal size and morphology over size, its application is often limited due to slow reaction 
times since crystallization can take hours, days, or even weeks depending on the specific MOF and desired crystal size.

5.7 � Slow diffusion method

This is a novel technique used to create MOFs with complex interpenetrating structures or core–shell morphologies. 
Two separate solutions are prepared, one containing metal salts and the other containing organic linkers, both dis-
solved in suitable solvents. The solutions are carefully layered in a sealed container, one on top of another separated 
by a layer of solvent. This "sandwich" configuration creates the perfect environment for controlled diffusion. As the 
precursors slowly diffuse across the solvent barrier, they meet at the interface, triggering MOF nucleation and crystal 
growth. This process continues as the diffusion front expands. Once the desired crystal size or reaction time is reached, 
the remaining solutions are carefully removed, and the MOF crystals are collected and purified to remove any remain-
ing solvent and unreacted precursors. The technique was first utilized in the synthesis of MOF-5 by diffusion of Et3N 
into a solution containing Zn(NO3)2 and H2BDC in a mixture of DMF and chlorobenzene [17]. This method enables 
access to complex structures as it facilitates the synthesis of MOFs with intricate architectures, including core–shell 
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structures and interpenetrated frameworks, which are difficult to achieve with other methods. However, it is limited 
by slower reaction times, making it longer to reach desired crystal sizes.

5.8 � Continuous flow method

This is an innovative technique that eliminates the stop-start routine and embraces a constant stream of MOF creation, 
promising faster production, better control, and a greener footprint. The precursor MOFs building blocks are pumped 
into microfluidic chips or reactor coils. The precursor solutions flow through a microfluidic channel or reactor designed 
for optimal mixing and reaction conditions. This "highway" allows for precise control of factors like temperature, pressure, 
and residence time, crucial for tailoring the MOFs. The reactors can be categorized into microfluidic reactors (MRs), where 
reactant solutions traverse microscale-constrained channels; plug flow reactors (PFRs), where reagents are propelled 
through pipes or tubes; and stirred tank reactors (CSTRs), where reagents find their way into designated tanks. As the 
precursors encounter the right conditions, they spontaneously self-assemble into MOF crystals within the reactor. Once 
the MOF crystals form, they are separated from the remaining solution, often using filters or membranes, and purified. 
The method was first used to synthesize HKUST-1 MOF in a microscale reactor [69]. The advantages include faster reac-
tion times allowing MOF synthesis in minutes or even seconds, minimizes solvent use and waste generation making 
MOF synthesis more environmentally friendly and allows for real-time monitoring of the reaction and adjustments to 
optimize MOF properties. The major drawback includes higher cost in setting up and running continuous flow systems 
compared to simple batch setups.

5.9 � Hot pressing method

This is a solvent-free approach that uses a combination of temperature and pressure to fabricate MOF crystals. The MOF 
precursors: metal ions and organic ligands are first bonded to a substrate with either the functional groups and metal 
sites and placed between two heated plates made of conductive materials like aluminum or stainless steel. Pressure is 
applied to the “sandwich” while the plates heat up. Once the stipulated reaction time is achieved the hot press is released 
and the MOF crystals are collected. Hot pressing method has been used in the synthesis of versatile MOFs including 
MOF-5, ZIF-8,9,67, Ni-ZIF-8, Co-MOF and Cd-MOF within 10 min under applied temperature and pressure [70]. Advan-
tages include faster reaction times, minutes even seconds, solvent free and environmentally friendly, by manipulating 
temperature and pressure variety of MOF structure morphologies can be realized and the method works with a diverse 
range of pre-made MOFs.

5.9.1 � Spray drying method

Spray drying is a fast, continuous, process for production of MOF powders utilizing rapid evaporation of precursors with a 
hot gas. A homogeneous solution containing metal ion precursors and organic linkers is first prepared in a suitable solvent 
and serves as the feedstock for the spray drying process [3]. The feedstock is fed into a spray dryer, where it encounters 
a hot air stream which rapidly atomizes the solution into fine droplets, creating a mist. As the droplets travel through 
the drying chamber, the solvent evaporates quickly, concentrating the precursors and triggering MOF nucleation and 
crystallization. As the solvent evaporates and the concentration increases, MOF nanoparticles start to form within the 
droplets. These nanoparticles agglomerate into larger spherical micro particles as they collide and dry further. Finally, 
the dried MOF powder is collected from the outlet of the spray dryer. The advantages include faster reaction time, low 
cost, and higher throughput. It has been used in green rapid synthesis of two Zirconium based MOFs; UiO-66-NH2 and 
MOF-801 with high surface areas [57]. The limitations include delicate frameworks might not withstand the rapid dry-
ing conditions or require specific solvent optimization and, in some cases, rapid drying can form amorphous phases 
alongside crystalline MOFs.

6 � Characterization of metal organic frameworks

Characterization of MOFs is crucial for assessing their structural, chemical and physical properties that are essential for 
customizing their properties for specific applications [71]. The major characterization techniques employed are the scan-
ning/transmission electron microscopy to determine MOF morphology, UV–Vis spectrometry to determine the MOF’s 
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distinct absorption spectrum peaks, Fourier transform infrared (FTIR) spectroscopy to study their function groups, nuclear 
magnetic resonance (NMR) spectroscopy which provides detailed information about specific atoms such as metal ions 
and organic linkers, X-ray diffraction (XRD) analysis to determine the crystal structure, thermogravimetric analysis (TGA) 
to determine their thermal stability and Brunauer–Emmett–Teller (BET) and Langmuir methods which measures their 
specific surface area and pore volumes [72]. This knowledge is vital for optimizing MOF design, tailoring their proper-
ties for specific applications, and ultimately unlocking their full potential in various fields. These methods complement 
each other and enable full characterization of the MOFs to enable matching of material properties and performance. 
For instance, a higher surface area to volume ratio enhances adsorption; pore size is a key parameter in membrane 
separation, while UV–Vis light absorption is a key requirement for the use of MOFs as photocatalysts. A summary of MOF 
characterization methods is presented in Table 2.

6.1 � Scanning/transmission electron microscopy

The scanning electron microscopy (SEM) and transmission electron microscopy (TEM) offer valuable insights into the 
morphology, size and nanoscale surface features of MOFs [78, 79]. The SEM reveals the surface texture, particle size, and 
crystal faceting and provides elemental composition information while TEM peers into the internal structure, showcasing 
pore arrangement, crystal order, and defects and crystallographic information about the framework. Electron microscopy 
enables visualization of a diverse range of MOF morphologies; crystals structure cubic, octahedral, rod-shaped, and even 
intricate flower-like structures; Nanoscale features: pores of varying sizes and shapes (cylindrical, hexagonal, etc.); and 
Surface texture: roughness, porosity, and presence of secondary phases as shown in Table 2.

6.2 � UV–Vis spectrometry

UV–Vis spectrometry explores the electronic structure of the MOFs providing insightful perspectives into the energy 
levels and electronic transitions within the framework. It measures the amount of light absorbed at various wavelengths, 
creating an absorption spectrum [80]. It unveils sublime features of the MOFs including Metal-to-Ligand Charge Transfer 
(MLCT) as electrons jump from metal ions to organic linker orbitals they revealing information about metal d-orbital 
energies and linker functionalities, π-π transitions since electrons within conjugated organic linkers absorb light, indi-
cating the presence of these functional groups, band gap which is the difference between the valence and conduction 
bands hinting at its potential for photocatalytic applications and purity and stability with Impurities or framework defects 
indicated by additional peaks in the spectrum. The absorption spectrum distinct bands of some of the established MOFs 
at their respective wavelengths and their band gaps are shown in Table 2.

6.3 � Fourier transform infrared (FTIR) spectroscopy

FTIR spectroscopy peers into the vibration of atoms and bonds within the MOF, analyzing functional groups and revealing 
their chemical fingerprint to determine the MOFs structure, composition, and functionality. FTIR spectroscopy measures 
the MOF’s absorption of infrared light at distinct wavelengths generating the FTIR spectrum [81]. By examining the 
spectrum, unique functional groups can be identified and confirmed by matching peaks to known linker spectra. Addi-
tionally, studying shifts in peak positions allows for the investigation of coordination modes, unveiling the coordination 
geometry and potential binding sites for guest molecules. Table 2 summarizes the characteristic FTIR bands of some of 
the established MOFs.

6.4 � Nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) spectroscopy

NMR spectroscopy studies the local environment of specific atoms in the MOF by recording how radiofrequency (RF) 
electromagnetic radiation interacts with the nuclei of molecules in a strong magnetic field [82]. The NMR spectrum pro-
vides information about the chemical environment, quantity, and local environment of the nuclei in the sample. Different 
nuclei experience distinct chemical environments based on their location and interactions within the MOF framework 
[83, 84]. This allows NMR to determine the connectivity of organic linkers to metal ions, identify defects or disorder in 
the structure, and even map the positions of guest molecules adsorbed within the pores. Table 2 summarizes the NMR 
analysis of established MOFs.
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6.5 � X‑ray diffraction (XRD) analysis

XRD analysis is used to determine the atomic and molecular structure of MOFs by studying the diffraction pattern 
created by interaction of X-rays within the MOF [85]. It involves firing a monochromatic X-ray beam to the MOF sam-
ple. As the X-rays strike the MOF crystal lattice planes at various angles, they are scattered in different directions and 
interfere constructively or destructively, forming a diffraction pattern that contains information about the arrange-
ment of atoms in the crystal lattice. Table 2 summarizes the crystal structure of some of the established MOFs.

6.6 � Thermogravimetric analysis (TGA)

TGA studies the thermal stability of MOFs [86]. The weight changes are plotted against temperature to give the TGA 
curve. The derivative thermogravimetry (DTG) provides information about the rate of weight change at different 
temperatures. The TGA and DTG curves are analyzed to interpret the thermal stability, decomposition pathways, 
and the presence of different components in the MOF and the temperature at which significant weight loss occurs 
offer insights into the thermal stability of the framework. Table 2 summarizes the TGA and DTG analysis of some of 
the established MOFs.

6.7 � BET and langmuir surface area analyses

The BET (Brunauer–Emmett–Teller) and Langmuir surface area analyses provide understanding of MOFs, surface area, 
porosity properties and adsorption behavior [87, 88]. The MOF sample is exposed to a gas at various pressure at a 
particular temperature and the amount of gas adsorbed on the MOF surface is measured as a function of pressure. 
The data is used to construct an adsorption isotherm. Table 2 summarizes the Langmuir and BET surface areas of 
some of the established MOFs.

7 � Applications of metal organic frameworks in water purification

After understanding the synthesis and characterization of MOFs, we now delve into their applications in water puri-
fication. Water is fundamental resource for the sustenance of life. Paradoxically, despite the earth’s surface being 
predominantly covered by water, only a meager 0.5% of the planet’s total water resources remain readily accessible for 
human utilization [89]. The escalating challenges we face in securing these limited water sources are predominantly 
attributed to the compounding factors of rapid population expansion, the pervasive impacts of climate change, and 
the looming specter of water contamination. This over the years has accumulated to the global water crisis, we are 
currently facing characterized by increasing water scarcity and deteriorating water quality resources [90]. Approxi-
mately 2.2 billion people across the world lack access to safe drinking water, while over 4 billion people experience 
water scarcity either physical or economic. Water purification thus emerges vital component addressing the crisis 
with various water treatment technologies being explored globally. The various methods employed constitute the 
conventional approaches including the sequential primary, secondary and tertiary treatment [91] are summarized 
in Table 3.

The conventional methods are not effective in the removal of emerging contaminants such as dyes and pharma-
ceuticals [99]. Advanced water treatment methods such as AOPs, adsorption and membrane separation can greatly 
benefit from the introduction of MOFs to enhance effectiveness in water treatment [100]. The extremely high sur-
face area extending to over 10000 m2/g of MOFs, offers an expansive platform for the exposure of active sites for 
adsorption and catalysis. Furthermore, the hierarchical porous architecture, encompassing micro- and mesophores, 
promotes extensive contact between pollutants and these active sites. Remarkably, MOFs exhibit exceptional stability 
even at high temperatures, withstanding up to 300–600 ℃ due to the robust nature of the chemical bonds, including 
C–C, C–H, C–O, and M–O. Owing to these outstanding attributes, MOFs have been applied in wastewater treatment, 
specifically in adsorption, photocatalysis and membrane separation processes.
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7.1 � Application of MOFs in adsorption

In adsorption, the pollutant is attached on to the surface of the MOF adsorbent by physical or chemical means [4]. 
Physical adsorption is governed by van der Waals forces between adsorbates and adsorbents and characterized by 
reversibility due to relatively weak adsorption forces. Chemical adsorption entails chemical interactions between 
adsorbed molecules and ions and the adsorbent’s surface and is hence irreversible in nature. The array of forces 
underpinning adsorption encompasses van der Waals forces, hydrogen bonding, acid–base interactions, electrostatic 
attractions, and π-π interactions are shown in Fig. 3.

The MOF-808-EDTA, has demonstrated exceptional efficacy in the removal of heavy metals from wastewater [32] 
exhibiting outstanding single-component adsorption performance for a spectrum of 22 metal ions, including Hg2+, 
Pb2+, and Co2+, achieving removal rates exceeding 99%. Even after repeated cycles of use, the MOF-808-EDTA per-
formance exceeded 90% over four consecutive cycles. Table 3 summarized the MOFs utilized, factors affecting MOF 
performance and the advantages and limitations of the utilization of MOF in adsorptive water treatment processes. 
CeO2@UiO—66—(SH2) MOF spherical microbeads prepared by incorporating the organic nanoparticle CeO2 into 
Zr—MOF showed excellent simultaneous removal of Pb2+, Cu2+, Hg2+, Cd2+, Cr3+, Cr4+, As3+ and As5+ metal ions in 
sewage [101]. The aqueous sewage sample containing 100 ppb of the metal ions was continuously passed through 
a column containing the MOF beads resulting to an impressive 0.25 ppb concentration of metal ions in the residual 
stream. The diaminomaleonitrile modified MIL–101 MOF synthesized through amidoximation reaction also exhibited 
exceptional 96% selective removal of uranium in seawater with competing ions such as K+, Ca2+, Na+, Mg2+ and Sr2+ 
hardly adsorbed [102]. The adsorption capacity maintained its high level even after five adsorption—desorption 
cycles. Fe3O4@TMU—32 MOF nanocomposite in situ fabricated through encapsulation of Fe3O4 nanoparticles by 
TMU 32 ([Zn(OBA)(DPU)]·2DMF·H2O) demonstrated efficient adsorption of Pb2+ and Hg2+ with removal efficiencies 
only reducing by 10% after three consecutive adsorption—desorption cycles [103].

7.2 � Application of MOFs in photocatalysis

Photocatalysis is a sustainable and environmentally friendly decomposition of organic pollutants into non-toxic 
compounds or even their complete mineralization into CO2 and H2O, using sunlight and other light sources as the 
driving energy [32]. The composition and structural tunability of MOFs enable them to be engineered to narrower 
energy band gap as compared to conventional semiconductor photocatalysts. This extends their light absorption 
properties across a broader spectrum facilitating separation of charges with microsecond decays, rendering them 
conducive for photocatalytic applications using natural sunlight thus reducing energy costs. Also, the high porosity 
and open frame structure of MOFs facilitates easy diffusion of degradable substances to the active sites of the catalyst 

Fig. 3   MOF’s adsorption pro-
cess reprinted with permis-
sion from [4]  © RSC 2019
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[104]. The photocatalytic degradation mechanism of MOFs has been studied by [105] demonstrating exceptional 
degradability and recyclability. The mechanism is illustrated in Fig. 4.

The holes then react with water molecules to produce hydroxyl radicals (·OH), which are powerful oxidants while 
regenerating the MOF photocatalyst.

The hydroxyl radicals then attack the organic pollutant, breaking it down into smaller, less harmful molecules.

Pristine MOF—5 has a relatively large band gap (3.88 eV) which has limited its photocatalytic performance. However, 
integrating rGO sheets into the cubic MOF—5 surface showed to improve the photocatalytic performance resulting to 
strong interfacial attraction enhancing electron transport. The MOF—5/rGO heterostructure exhibited remarkable 95, 
97 and 92% efficiency for methylene blue, Rhodamine B and methylene orange respectively after only 20 min [106]. 
The copper (II) dipyridyl chloride, [Cu(2,2′-DP)Cl]n MOF synthesized by the hydrothermal method and utilized for the 
photocatalytic degradation of methylene blue dye under visible light. The MOF showed good photocatalytic perfor-
mance which was more enhanced when hydrogen peroxide was added as an electron acceptor resulting to 93.33% 
dye degradation after only 150 min. Wang and collaborators investigated the photocatalytic performance of two 1,3,5 
Benzenetricarbooxylate (BTC) MOFS; CuBTC and CuBTC—NH2 in the removal of reactive blue dye 171 and acid blue from 
wastewater under sunlight [107]. The MOF showed excellent photocatalytic performance with up to 90 and 70% dye 
degradation within 24 h for CuBTC—NH2 and CuBTC respectively. The Zr—based nanosized mixed ligand MOF (nMLM) 
synthesized using pyrene and porphyrin building blocks and investigated for its photocatalytic performance against 
Rhodamine B dye in the presence of H2O2 [107]. The MOF demonstrated remarkable efficiency with complete degrada-
tion of the dye within 240 min. UiO/BiFeO3 MOF nanophotocatalyst fabricated by incorporating the magnetic BiFeO3 
with UIO MOF exhibited excellent photocatalytic degradation performance of 88.7% and 89.35 for Rhodamine B and 
methyl orange respectively under visible light [108].

7.3 � Application of MOFs in membrane separation

Membrane separation leverages the selective permeability of membrane pores at the molecular scale to separate pol-
lutants. These membranes effectively function as barriers, permitting the passage of solvents, inorganic ions, and small 
molecules, while effectively impeding the transit of pollutant particles and macromolecules [109]. The integration of MOF-
based thin film composite membranes has exhibited superior performance such as water flux, salt rejection, resistance 
to foulants, and antibacterial efficacy, as evidenced in applications such as microfiltration, ultrafiltration, nanofiltration, 
forward osmosis and reverse osmosis, [110]. Figure 5 illustrates membrane separation using MOFs applied in water treat-
ment. Microfiltration (MF) uses pressure difference and 0.1–10 µm pore size membrane to effectively remove particles, 

MOF + light → MOF ∗ + e−

MOF ∗ +H2O → MOF + ⋅OH + H+

OH + Organic pollutant → CO2 + H2

Fig. 4   MOF’s photocatalytic 
process reprinted with per-
mission from [2]  © American 
Chemical Society 2019
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colloidal and microorganisms through membrane screening. The ZIF–8/PTFE composite MF membrane synthesized 
through modification of the high porosity double layer polytetrafluoroethylene (PTFE) with zeolite imidazole MOF (ZIF–8) 
was utilized in the decontamination of water from progesterone micro pollutant showing remarkable performance of up 
to 95% removal efficiency being maintained after three regeneration cycles [111]. Ultrafiltration (UF) utilizes a relatively 
high-pressure difference and 0.01–0.1 µm pore size membrane to efficiently remove molecular compounds, organic par-
ticles and bacteria from wastewater. The amino functionalized Zr–MOFs (UiO–66–NH2) combined UF ceramic membranes 
demonstrated the highest removal of Pb2+ of 61.4% at the lowest degree of fouling. Nanofiltration (NF) requires a much 
larger pressure difference and 0.001–0.01 µm pore size membranes to effectively remove ions from wastewater. The MOF 
808/Polyamide thin film nanocomposite (TFN) membrane has been investigated in the removal of Na2SO4 salt [112]. The 
MOF membrane showed superior water permeance and maintained exceptional 97.67% rejection of Na2SO4. Molecular 
dynamics indicated that the introduction of MOF 808 filler significantly enhanced the mass transfer of water through 
the membrane. Forward osmosis (FO) utilizes osmotic pressure gradient and less than 0.001 µm pore size membrane to 
efficiently remove salts and organic compounds in wastewater. ZIF–8@PDA (PEI/TMC) positively charged nanofunctional 
selective thin film nanocomposite (TFN) forward osmosis membrane constructed by penetrating the polydopamine 
(PDA) modified ZIF–8 in the polyethyleneimine (PEI)/1,3,5–benzenetricarboxylic acid chloride (TMC) cross-linked matrix 
was investigated for the removal of heavy metals in wastewater [113]. The MOF modified membrane demonstrated an 
exceptional 96% rejection of Cu2+, Ni2+ and Pb2+ metal ions. Reverse osmosis (RO) utilizes a high-pressure difference 
and less than 0.001 µm pore size membrane against an osmotic pressure gradient to efficiently remove dissolved salts, 
minerals and organic molecules from wastewater. As the global water crisis deepens, desalination of natural saline water 
particularly seawater and brackish underground water is becoming more prevalent, with reverse osmosis offering the 
most energy-efficient solution. Duan and collaborators utilized hydrothermal method to synthesize the high compatibility 
ZIF–8/PA membrane for desalination purposes by incorporating ZIF–8 into thin film nanocomposite (TFN) polyamide (PA) 
membrane. The MOF modified membrane excellent performance with a remarkable 98% NaCl rejection with brackish 
water in RO conditions [114]. Table 4 summarizes the MOFs utilized, factors affecting MOF performance and the advan-
tages and limitations of the utilization of MOF in membrane separation processes of water treatment.

8 � Energy consumption of MOFs in water treatment.

The nearly inextricable interdependence between water and energy known as the water–energy nexus is gaining promi-
nence as the demand for both resources rises. Energy is required for water treatment while energy production demands 
significant amounts of water. With the continued increase in the global energy demand, it is imperative to investigate 
the impact of MOFs application in water treatment on the energy consumption. Table 5 gives the description, impact 
and the amount of energy consumption on the water treatment. As seen, the integration of MOFs in water treatment 
has significantly reduced the energy consumption compared to conventional approaches.

Fig. 5   MOF membrane sepa-
ration process
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9 � Frontiers and opportunities for MOFs in water treatment

The MOFs have the capacity to transform the landscape of water treatment, providing clean and safe drinking water 
for all. These are summarized as follows:

9.1 � Selectivity and tunability

The unique properties of MOFs, such as high surface area, tunable pore size, and excellent porosity, make them 
highly effective in water treatment. However, further research and development is needed to fully realize their full 
potential. Chemical, water, and thermal stability affect the application of MOFs in water treatment. MOFs need to be 
robust enough to withstand long-term exposure to water, reactive chemicals of pollutants and high temperatures. 
Selection of the right organic ligand and metals ions and optimizing their stability and resistance to degradation 
is thus crucial. Today, innovative computational tools have revolutionized the creation of novel MOFs with diverse 
structural and chemical characteristics, enabling the rapid generation of thousands of materials using automation 
and simulation, highlighting the immense possibilities in realizing a wide range of MOFs.

9.2 � Cost effective synthesis

Cost effectiveness is a major challenge affecting MOFs production and application. Currently, most of the MOFs are 
expensive to produce on large scale owing to the expensive synthesis methods, and reagents especially the organic 
ligand linkers. The primary emphasis of research thus lies in the exploration of economical organic ligands, and the 
development of cost-efficient synthesis techniques. Furthermore, studies on visible light active photocatalytic MOFs 
that can utilize sunlight can reduce energy costs by eliminating the use of electricity.

9.3 � Recovery and reuse

Application of MOFs in water treatment is also limited by the low reusability and recovery rate especially for pristine 
MOFs. The advancement of post-synthetic modification techniques is hence essential to augment the water purifica-
tion capabilities of the materials. Recovery, regeneration, and reuse of MOFs will enhance their cost effectiveness as 
well as make them environmentally friendly.

9.4 � Scalability

Effect of process parameters such as temperature, pressure and pH during pollutant removal requires further research 
and development based on kinetic and thermodynamic studies to enhance MOF’s purification properties. This kinetic 
data is required to facilitate the design of equipment for MOF applications at pilot and industrial scale. More inves-
tigations on the scalability of the MOFs in water treatment will widen the scope of their applications.

9.5 � Integration with existing water treatment technologies to create synergy

The future of water treatment and remediation lies in development of integrated systems that can operate in a 
synergistic manner. Integration of MOFs in water treatment as advanced processes for final treatment targeting the 
removal of bio-recalcitrant pollutants. Process integration can also minimize the overall treatment costs and make 
it cost effective; hence should be studied further. There is need to develop mathematical models and designs to 
maximize the synergy among these processes in an economic and environmentally friendly manner.

10 � Challenges and prospects

The unique properties of MOFs, such as their high surface area, tunable pore size, and excellent porosity, make them 
highly effective in removing a wide range of contaminants from water sources finding applications in virtually all 
areas of water cycle, water treatment, wastewater treatment and desalination of seawater or underground brackish 
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water mainly through adsorption, advanced oxidation and membrane separation processes. However, MOFs appli-
cability in water purification is still faced with challenges that limit their applicability. Chief among these challenges 
is associated with the method syntheses employ. Scalability and cost effectiveness to meet industrial demands is 
a major challenge affecting MOF production. Currently, most of the MOFs are expensive to produce on large scale 
owing to the expensive nature of the synthesis methods used and the high cost of the precursors especially the 
organic ligand linkers and the solvents particularly the N,N-dimethylformamide (DMF) utilized in most of the pro-
duction methods. Future research directions should thus focus on enhancing the sustainability of MOF synthesis by 
developing economical organic ligands and solvents and lower energy processes. Efforts to improve the scalability 
of methods like microwave-assisted, continuous flow, and mechanochemical synthesis are essential for large-scale 
production. Hybrid techniques that combine aspects of different methods could offer better control over MOF prop-
erties and synthesis efficiency. Automation and advanced process control can further enable high-throughput and 
reproducible production of MOFs. By addressing these challenges, MOFs have the potential to revolutionize water 
purification thus addressing the ongoing global water crisis.

11 � Conclusions

In the face of increasing global water challenges, the continued exploration and advancement of MOF-based water puri-
fication technologies hold great promise. This review has provided a compressive overview of these intricate frameworks 
delving into the structure, classification of MOFs based in their composition and structure, various synthesis methods and 
characterization techniques which is fundamental for tailoring their properties for specific applications, particularly in 
water purification. Further, the application of MOFs in adsorption, photocatalysis and membrane separations processes 
in water treatment have been studied extensively. The MOFs are gaining attention as an appropriate response to the 
emerging bio-recalcitrant pollutants in water. However, they applicability is still in the early stages and hence needs 
to be accelerated. With advancements in material synthesis and characterization technologies, it is possible to close 
the gap between laboratory application, pilot scale and eventually industrial application. The unique characteristics of 
MOFs open new frontiers in water purification and probably many other related areas. Further studies are required to 
improve selectivity, recovery and reuse, cost-effectiveness, scalability, and integrated systems. With continued research 
and development, these versatile materials can shape a future where water scarcity is no longer a threat.

Acknowledgements  This publication was possible thanks to the SG-NAPI award supported by the German Ministry of Education and Research, 
BMBF through UNESCO—TWAS Grant No. 4500474965.

Author contributions  M.K: Validation, Visualization, Writing—original draft, B.V: Writing—review & editing, data curation, R.M: Conceptualiza-
tion, Supervision, review & editing, M.C: Conceptualization, Visualization, Supervision, review & editing, C.A.M: Conceptualization, Visualization, 
Supervision, review & editing.

Data availability  No datasets were generated or analysed during the current study.

Declarations 

Ethics approval  No human or animal subjects were used in this study.

Consent to participate  All authors agree to participate in the research in the current manuscript.

Consent for publish  All authors have agreed to the submission of this manuscript.

Competing interests  The authors declare no competing interests.

Open Access   This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this article 
are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Vol.:(0123456789)

Discover Water            (2024) 4:54  | https://doi.org/10.1007/s43832-024-00119-4	 Review

References

	 1.	 Eram S, Fahmina Z. Introductory chapter: metal organic frameworks (MOFs). In: Fahmina Z, Eram S, editors. Metal-organic frameworks. 
Rijeka: IntechOpen; 2016.

	 2.	 Wang J-L, Wang C, Lin W. Metal-organic frameworks for light harvesting and photocatalysis. ACS Catal. 2012;2(12):2630–40. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1021/​cs300​5874.

	 3.	 Ma D, Huang X, Zhang Y, Wang L, Wang B. Metal-organic frameworks: synthetic methods for industrial production. Nano Res. 
2023;16(5):7906–25. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s12274-​023-​5441-4.

	 4.	 Ramanayaka S, Vithanage M, Sarmah A, An T, Kim K-H, Ok YS. Performance of metal–organic frameworks for the adsorptive removal of 
potentially toxic elements in a water system: a critical review. RSC Adv. 2019;9(59):34359–76. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​C9RA0​6879A.

	 5.	 Ahmed SF, et al. Recent developments in physical, biological, chemical, and hybrid treatment techniques for removing emerging con-
taminants from wastewater. J Hazard Mater. 2021;416:125912. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jhazm​at.​2021.​125912.

	 6.	 Nishu KS. Smart and innovative nanotechnology applications for water purification. Hybrid Adv. 2023;3:100044. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​hybadv.​2023.​100044.

	 7.	 Günay MG, Kemerli U, Karaman C, Karaman O, Güngör A, Karimi-Maleh H. Review of functionalized nano porous membranes for desalina-
tion and water purification: MD simulations perspective. Environ Res. 2023;217:114785. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​envres.​2022.​114785.

	 8.	 Azimi B, et  al. Application of cellulose-based materials as water purification filters; a state-of-the-art review. J Polym Environ. 
2024;32(1):345–66. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10924-​023-​02989-6.

	 9.	 Kumar A, Rana S, Dhiman P, Sharma G, Stadler FJ. Current progress in heterojunctions based on Nb2O5 for photocatalytic water treat-
ment and energy applications. J Mol Liq. 2024;399:124360. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​molliq.​2024.​124360.

	 10.	 Ghasempour H, et al. Metal–organic frameworks based on multicarboxylate linkers. Coord Chem Rev. 2021;426:213542. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​ccr.​2020.​213542.

	 11.	 Yu M-H, Geng L, Chang Z, Bu X-H. Coordination bonding directed molecular assembly toward functional metal–organic frameworks: 
from structural regulation to properties modulation. Acc Mater Res. 2023;4(10):839–53. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​accou​ntsmr.​3c000​97.

	 12.	 Zhao X, Zheng M, Gao X, Zhang J, Wang E, Gao Z. The application of MOFs-based materials for antibacterials adsorption. Coord Chem 
Rev. 2021;440:213970. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ccr.​2021.​213970.

	 13.	 Lin R-B, Zhang Z, Chen B. Achieving high performance metal–organic framework materials through pore engineering. Acc Chem Res. 
2021;54(17):3362–76. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acs.​accou​nts.​1c003​28.

	 14.	 Yaghi OM, Li G, Li H. Selective binding and removal of guests in a microporous metal–organic framework. Nature. 1995;378(6558):703–6. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​37870​3a0.

	 15.	 Yaghi OM, Li H. Hydrothermal synthesis of a metal-organic framework containing large rectangular channels. J Am Chem Soc. 
1995;117(41):10401–2. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ja001​46a033.

	 16.	 Li H, Eddaoudi M, Groy TL, Yaghi OM. Establishing microporosity in open metal−organic frameworks: gas sorption isotherms for Zn(BDC) 
(BDC = 1,4-benzenedicarboxylate). J Am Chem Soc. 1998;120(33):8571–2. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ja981​669x.

	 17.	 Li H, Eddaoudi M, O’Keeffe M, Yaghi OM. Design and synthesis of an exceptionally stable and highly porous metal-organic framework. 
Nature. 1999;402(6759):276–9. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​46248.

	 18.	 Chui SS, Lo SM, Charmant JP, Orpen AG, Williams ID. A chemically functionalizable nanoporous material. Science. 1999;283(5405):1148–50. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1126/​scien​ce.​283.​5405.​1148.

	 19.	 Millange F, Serre C, Férey G. Synthesis, structure determination and properties of MIL-53as and MIL-53ht: the first CrIII hybrid inorganic–
organic microporous solids: CrIII(OH)·{O2C–C6H4–CO2}·{HO2C–C6H4–CO2H}x. Chem Commun. 2002;8:822–3. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​
B2013​81A.

	 20.	 Férey G, et al. A chromium terephthalate-based solid with unusually large pore volumes and surface area. Science. 2005;309(5743):2040–
2. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1126/​scien​ce.​11162​75.

	 21.	 Cavka JH, et al. A new zirconium inorganic building brick forming metal organic frameworks with exceptional stability. J Am Chem Soc. 
2008;130(42):13850–1. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ja805​7953.

	 22.	 Janiak C, Vieth JK. MOFs, MILs and more: concepts, properties and applications for porous coordination networks (PCNs). New J Chem. 
2010;34(11):2366–88. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​C0NJ0​0275E.

	 23.	 Keskin S, Kızılel S. Biomedical applications of metal organic frameworks. Ind Eng Chem Res. 2011;50(4):1799–812. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1021/​ie101​312k.

	 24.	 Kumar P, Deep A, Kim K-H. Metal organic frameworks for sensing applications. TrAC Trends Anal Chem. 2015;73:39–53. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​trac.​2015.​04.​009.

	 25.	 Mandal S, Natarajan S, Mani P, Pankajakshan A. Post-synthetic modification of metal–organic frameworks toward applications. Adv Funct 
Mater. 2021;31(4):2006291. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​adfm.​20200​6291.

	 26.	 Yusuf VF, Malek NI, Kailasa SK. Review on metal-organic framework classification, synthetic approaches, and influencing factors: applica-
tions in energy, drug delivery, and wastewater treatment. ACS Omega. 2022;7(49):44507–31. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acsom​ega.​2c053​
10.

	 27.	 Demir H, Keskin S. A new era of modeling MOF-based membranes: cooperation of theory and data science. Macromol Mater Eng. 
2024;309(1):2300225. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​mame.​20230​0225.

	 28.	 Abdelkareem MA, et al. Recent advances on metal-organic frameworks (MOFs) and their applications in energy conversion devices: 
technical review. Energy. 2024. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​energy.​2024.​131127.

	 29.	 Yuan S, Qin J-S, Lollar CT, Zhou H-C. Stable metal–organic frameworks with group 4 metals: current status and trends. ACS Cent Sci. 
2018;4(4):440–50. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acsce​ntsci.​8b000​73.

	 30.	 Chai L, Pan J, Hu Y, Qian J, Hong M. Rational design and growth of MOF-on-MOF heterostructures. Small. 2021;17(36):2100607. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1002/​smll.​20210​0607.

https://doi.org/10.1021/cs3005874
https://doi.org/10.1021/cs3005874
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12274-023-5441-4
https://doi.org/10.1039/C9RA06879A
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2021.125912
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hybadv.2023.100044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hybadv.2023.100044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2022.114785
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10924-023-02989-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2024.124360
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2020.213542
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2020.213542
https://doi.org/10.1021/accountsmr.3c00097
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2021.213970
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.accounts.1c00328
https://doi.org/10.1038/378703a0
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja00146a033
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja981669x
https://doi.org/10.1038/46248
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.283.5405.1148
https://doi.org/10.1039/B201381A
https://doi.org/10.1039/B201381A
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1116275
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja8057953
https://doi.org/10.1039/C0NJ00275E
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie101312k
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie101312k
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trac.2015.04.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trac.2015.04.009
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.202006291
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.2c05310
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.2c05310
https://doi.org/10.1002/mame.202300225
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2024.131127
https://doi.org/10.1021/acscentsci.8b00073
https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.202100607
https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.202100607


Vol:.(1234567890)

Review	 Discover Water            (2024) 4:54  | https://doi.org/10.1007/s43832-024-00119-4

	 31.	 Abbasi Z, Cseri L, Zhang X, Ladewig BP, Wang H. Metal–organic frameworks (MOFs) and MOF-derived porous carbon materials for 
sustainable adsorptive wastewater treatment. In: Szekely G, Livingston A, editors. Sustainable nanoscale engineering. Elsevier; 2020. p. 
163–94.

	 32.	 Yang F, et al. Applications of metal-organic frameworks in water treatment: a review. Small. 2022;18(11):2105715. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1002/​smll.​20210​5715.

	 33.	 Liang Z, Qu C, Guo W, Zou R, Xu Q. Pristine metal–organic frameworks and their composites for energy storage and conversion. Adv 
Mater. 2018;30(37):1702891. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​adma.​20170​2891.

	 34.	 Dai Y, Zhang G, Peng Y, Li Y, Chi H, Pang H. Recent progress in 1D MOFs and their applications in energy and environmental fields. Adv 
Colloid Interface Sci. 2023;321:103022. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​cis.​2023.​103022.

	 35.	 Zhao M, Lu Q, Ma Q, Zhang H. Two-dimensional metal–organic framework nanosheets. Small Methods. 2017;1(1–2):1600030. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1002/​smtd.​20160​0030.

	 36.	 Wei Y-S, Zou L, Wang H-F, Wang Y, Xu Q. Micro/nano-scaled metal-organic frameworks and their derivatives for energy applications. Adv 
Energy Mater. 2022;12(4):2003970. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​aenm.​20200​3970.

	 37.	 Peng Y, et al. Metal-organic framework (MOF) composites as promising materials for energy storage applications. Adv Colloid Interface 
Sci. 2022;307:102732. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​cis.​2022.​102732.

	 38.	 Wei H, et al. Metal–organic framework (MOF) derivatives as promising chemiresistive gas sensing materials: a review. Int J Environ Res 
Public Health. 2023;20(5):4388.

	 39.	 Raptopoulou CP. Metal-organic frameworks: synthetic methods and potential applications. Materials. 2021;14(2):310.
	 40.	 Denisov GL, Primakov PV, Korlyukov AA, Novikov VV, Nelyubina YV. Solvothermal synthesis of the metal-organic framework MOF-5 in 

autoclaves prepared by 3D printing. Russ J Coord Chem. 2019;45(12):836–42. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1134/​S1070​32841​91200​30.
	 41.	 Choi JS, Son WJ, Kim J, Ahn WS. Metal–organic framework MOF-5 prepared by microwave heating: factors to be considered. Microporous 

Mesoporous Mater. 2008;116(1):727–31. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​micro​meso.​2008.​04.​033.
	 42.	 Son WJ, Kim J, Kim J, Ahn WS. Sonochemical synthesis of MOF-5. Chem Commun. 2008;47:6336–8. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​B8147​40J.
	 43.	 Burgaz E, Erciyes A, Andac M, Andac O. Synthesis and characterization of nano-sized metal organic framework-5 (MOF-5) by using con-

secutive combination of ultrasound and microwave irradiation methods. Inorg Chim Acta. 2019;485:118–24. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​
ica.​2018.​10.​014.

	 44.	 Li M, Dincă M. Reductive electrosynthesis of crystalline metal-organic frameworks. J Am Chem Soc. 2011;133(33):12926–9. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1021/​ja204​1546.

	 45.	 McKinstry C, Cathcart RJ, Cussen EJ, Fletcher AJ, Patwardhan SV, Sefcik J. Scalable continuous solvothermal synthesis of metal organic 
framework (MOF-5) crystals. Chem Eng J. 2016;285:718–25. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​cej.​2015.​10.​023.

	 46.	 Bhattacharjee S, Choi JS, Yang ST, Choi S, Kim J, Ahn WS. Solvothermal synthesis of Fe-MOF-74 and its catalytic properties in phenol 
hydroxylation. J Nanosci Nanotechnol. 2010;10:135–41. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1166/​jnn.​2010.​1493.

	 47.	 Wu X, et al. Microwave synthesis and characterization of MOF-74 (M=Ni, Mg) for gas separation. Microporous Mesoporous Mater. 
2013;180:114–22. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​micro​meso.​2013.​06.​023.

	 48.	 Yang DA, Cho HY, Kim J, Yang ST, Ahn WS. CO2 capture and conversion using Mg-MOF-74 prepared by a sonochemical method. Energy 
Environ Sci. 2012;5(4):6465–73. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​C1EE0​2234B.

	 49.	 Ayoub G, et al. Rational synthesis of mixed-metal microporous metal-organic frameworks with controlled composition using mecha-
nochemistry. Chem Mater. 2019;31(15):5494–501. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acs.​chemm​ater.​9b010​68.

	 50.	 Lestari WW, Adreane M, Purnawan C, Fansuri H, Widiastuti N, Rahardjo SB. Solvothermal and electrochemical synthetic method of HKUST-1 
and its methane storage capacity. IOP Conf Ser Mater Sci Eng. 2016;107(1):012030. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1088/​1757-​899X/​107/1/​012030.

	 51.	 Seo YK, Hundal G, Jang IT, Hwang YK, Jun CH, Chang JS. Microwave synthesis of hybrid inorganic–organic materials including porous 
Cu3(BTC)2 from Cu(II)-trimesate mixture. Microporous Mesoporous Mater. 2009;119(1):331–7. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​micro​meso.​
2008.​10.​035.

	 52.	 Li ZQ, et al. Ultrasonic synthesis of the microporous metal–organic framework Cu3(BTC)2 at ambient temperature and pressure: an 
efficient and environmentally friendly method. Mater Lett. 2009;63(1):78–80. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​matlet.​2008.​09.​010.

	 53.	 Carné-Sánchez A, Imaz I, Cano-Sarabia M, Maspoch D. A spray-drying strategy for synthesis of nanoscale metal–organic frameworks 
and their assembly into hollow superstructures. Nat Chem. 2013;5(3):203–11. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​nchem.​1569.

	 54.	 Lozano LA, Iglesias CM, Faroldi BMC, Ulla MA, Zamaro JM. Efficient solvothermal synthesis of highly porous UiO-66 nanocrystals in 
dimethylformamide-free media. J Mater Sci. 2018;53(3):1862–73. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10853-​017-​1658-5.

	 55.	 Karadeniz B, et al. Benign by design: green and scalable synthesis of zirconium UiO-metal–organic frameworks by water-assisted mecha-
nochemistry. ACS Sustain Chem Eng. 2018;6(11):15841–9. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acssu​schem​eng.​8b044​58.

	 56.	 Taddei M, Steitz DA, van Bokhoven JA, Ranocchiari M. Continuous-flow microwave synthesis of metal-organic frameworks: a highly 
efficient method for large-scale production. Chem Eur J. 2016;22(10):3245–9. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​chem.​20150​5139.

	 57.	 Avci-Camur C, et al. Aqueous production of spherical Zr-MOF beads via continuous-flow spray-drying. Green Chem. 2018;20(4):873–8. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​C7GC0​3132G.

	 58.	 Park KS, et al. Exceptional chemical and thermal stability of zeolitic imidazolate frameworks. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. 2006;103(27):10186–
91. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1073/​pnas.​06024​39103.

	 59.	 Crawford D, Casaban J, Haydon R, Giri N, McNally T, James SL. Synthesis by extrusion: continuous, large-scale preparation of MOFs using 
little or no solvent. Chem Sci. 2015;6(3):1645–9. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​C4SC0​3217A.

	 60.	 Chen Y, et al. A solvent-free hot-pressing method for preparing metal–organic-framework coatings. Angew Chem Int Ed. 2016;55(10):3419–
23. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​anie.​20151​1063.

	 61.	 Chaemchuen S, et al. Spray drying of zeolitic imidazolate frameworks: investigation of crystal formation and properties. CrystEng-
Comm. 2018;20(25):3601–8. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​C8CE0​0392K.

	 62.	 Jing HP, Wang CC, Zhang YW, Wang P, Li R. Photocatalytic degradation of methylene blue in ZIF-8. RSC Adv. 2014;4(97):54454–62. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​C4RA0​8820D.

https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.202105715
https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.202105715
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201702891
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cis.2023.103022
https://doi.org/10.1002/smtd.201600030
https://doi.org/10.1002/smtd.201600030
https://doi.org/10.1002/aenm.202003970
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cis.2022.102732
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1070328419120030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micromeso.2008.04.033
https://doi.org/10.1039/B814740J
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ica.2018.10.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ica.2018.10.014
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja2041546
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja2041546
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2015.10.023
https://doi.org/10.1166/jnn.2010.1493
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micromeso.2013.06.023
https://doi.org/10.1039/C1EE02234B
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.9b01068
https://doi.org/10.1088/1757-899X/107/1/012030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micromeso.2008.10.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micromeso.2008.10.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matlet.2008.09.010
https://doi.org/10.1038/nchem.1569
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10853-017-1658-5
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssuschemeng.8b04458
https://doi.org/10.1002/chem.201505139
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7GC03132G
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0602439103
https://doi.org/10.1039/C4SC03217A
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201511063
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8CE00392K
https://doi.org/10.1039/C4RA08820D


Vol.:(0123456789)

Discover Water            (2024) 4:54  | https://doi.org/10.1007/s43832-024-00119-4	 Review

	 63.	 Laybourn A, et al. Metal–organic frameworks in seconds via selective microwave heating. J Mater Chem A. 2017;5(16):7333–8. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1039/​C7TA0​1493G.

	 64.	 Li J-X, Yuehua L, Qin Z-B, Dong G-Y. Ultrasound assisted synthesis of a zinc(II) coordination polymer with nano-flower morphology 
and the use as precursor for zinc(II) oxide nanoparticles. Polyhedron. 2018. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​poly.​2018.​08.​031.

	 65.	 Mueller U, et al. Method for electrochemical production of a crystalline porous metal organic skeleton material. Google Patents. 
2011.

	 66.	 Liu Y, et al. Electrochemical synthesis of large area two-dimensional metal-organic framework films on copper anodes. Angew Chem Int 
Ed Engl. 2021;60(6):2887–91. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​anie.​20201​2971.

	 67.	 Lee HK, Lee JH, Moon HR. Mechanochemistry as a reconstruction tool of decomposed metal-organic frameworks. Inorg Chem. 
2021;60(16):11825–9. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acs.​inorg​chem.​1c006​10.

	 68.	 Murinzi TW, Hosten E, Watkins GM. Synthesis and characterization of a cobalt-2,6-pyridinedicarboxylate MOF with potential application 
in electrochemical sensing. Polyhedron. 2017;137:188–96. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​poly.​2017.​08.​030.

	 69.	 Ameloot R, Vermoortele F, Vanhove W, Roeffaers MB, Sels BF, De Vos DE. Interfacial synthesis of hollow metal-organic framework capsules 
demonstrating selective permeability. Nat Chem. 2011;3(5):382–7. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​nchem.​1026.

	 70.	 Chen Y, et  al. A solvent-free hot-pressing method for preparing metal-organic-framework coatings. Angew Chem Int Ed Engl. 
2016;55(10):3419–23. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​anie.​20151​1063.

	 71.	 Abid HR, Azhar MR, Iglauer S, Rada ZH, Al-Yaseri A, Keshavarz A. Physicochemical characterization of metal organic framework materials: 
a mini review. Heliyon. 2024;10(1):e23840. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​heliy​on.​2023.​e23840.

	 72.	 Udourioh GA, et al. Current trends in the synthesis, characterization and application of metal-organic frameworks. React Chem Eng. 
2023;8(2):278–310. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​D2RE0​0365A.

	 73.	 Gangu KK, Maddila S, Jonnalagadda SB. The pioneering role of metal–organic framework-5 in ever-growing contemporary applications 
– a review. RSC Adv. 2022;12(22):14282–98. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​D2RA0​1505F.

	 74.	 Chevalier V, Martin J, Peralta D, Roussey A, Tardif F. Performance of HKUST-1 metal-organic framework for a VOCs mixture adsorption 
at realistic concentrations ranging from 0.5 to 2.5 ppmv under different humidity conditions. J Environ Chem Eng. 2019;7(3):103131. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jece.​2019.​103131.

	 75.	 Gurmessa BK, Taddesse AM, Teju E. UiO-66 (Zr-MOF): synthesis, characterization, and application for the removal of malathion and 2, 
4-D from aqueous solution. Environ Pollut Bioavail. 2023;35(1):2222910. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​26395​940.​2023.​22229​10.

	 76.	 Elaouni A, El Ouardi M, Zbair M, BaQais A, Saadi M, Ait AH. ZIF-8 metal organic framework materials as a superb platform for the removal 
and photocatalytic degradation of organic pollutants: a review. RSC Adv. 2022;12(49):31801–17. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​d2ra0​5717d.

	 77.	 Li X, Zheng H, Chen J, Xu M, Bai Y, Liu T. MIL-101 (Fe) @Ag rapid synergistic antimicrobial and biosafety evaluation of nanomaterials. 
Molecules. 2022;27(11):3497.

	 78.	 Zhou Y, et al. Local structure evolvement in MOF single crystals unveiled by scanning transmission electron microscopy. Chem Mater. 
2020;32(12):4966–72. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acs.​chemm​ater.​9b046​65.

	 79.	 Zhang J, Cheng N, Ge B. Characterization of metal-organic frameworks by transmission electron microscopy. Adv Phys X. 
2022;7(1):2046157. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​23746​149.​2022.​20461​57.

	 80.	 Li W, et al. Size-controlled flow synthesis of metal-organic frameworks crystals monitored by in-situ ultraviolet–visible absorption spec-
troscopy. Chin Chem Lett. 2021;32(3):1131–4. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​cclet.​2020.​09.​039.

	 81.	 Embrechts H, Kriesten M, Ermer M, Peukert W, Hartmann M, Distaso M. In situ Raman and FTIR spectroscopic study on the formation of 
the isomers MIL-68(Al) and MIL-53(Al). RSC Adv. 2020;10(13):7336–48. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​C9RA0​9968A.

	 82.	 An Y, et al. In situ nuclear magnetic resonance investigation of molecular adsorption and kinetics in metal–organic framework UiO-66. 
J Phys Chem Lett. 2021;12(2):892–9. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acs.​jpcle​tt.​0c035​04.

	 83.	 Pizzanelli S, Monti S, Gordeeva LG, Solovyeva MV, Freni A, Forte C. A close view of the organic linker in a MOF: structural insights from 
a combined 1H NMR relaxometry and computational investigation. Phys Chem Chem Phys. 2020;22(27):15222–30. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1039/​D0CP0​1863E.

	 84.	 Wang Q, et al. Solid-state NMR spectroscopy at ultrahigh resolution for structural and dynamical studies of MOFs. Magn Reson Lett. 
2023;3(2):175–86. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​mrl.​2023.​02.​002.

	 85.	 Martí-Rujas J. Structural elucidation of microcrystalline MOFs from powder X-ray diffraction. Dalton Trans. 2020;49(40):13897–916. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​D0DT0​2802A.

	 86.	 Healy C, et al. The thermal stability of metal-organic frameworks. Coord Chem Rev. 2020;419:213388. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ccr.​2020.​
213388.

	 87.	 Ambroz F, Macdonald TJ, Martis V, Parkin IP. Evaluation of the BET theory for the characterization of meso and microporous MOFs. Small 
Methods. 2018;2(11):1800173. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​smtd.​20180​0173.

	 88.	 Shi Z, et al. Synthesis of mixed-ligand Cu–MOFs and their adsorption of malachite green. RSC Adv. 2017;7(49):30904–10. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1039/​C7RA0​4820C.

	 89.	 SDG U. Goal 6: Ensure access to water and sanitation for all. Retrieved, 2024.
	 90.	 Biswas AK, Tortajada C. Global crisis in water management: Can a second UN Water Conference help? River. 2023. https://​eprin​ts.​gla.​ac.​

uk/​295033/​1/​295033.​pdf
	 91.	 Gandhi V, Shah K (eds). Advances in wastewater treatment I. Materials research forum LLC; 2021. p. 1–258. https://​doi.​org/​10.​21741/​

97816​44901​144
	 92.	 Zinicovscaia I. Conventional methods of wastewater treatment. In: Zinicovscaia I, Cepoi L, editors. Cyanobacteria for bioremediation of 

wastewaters. Cham: Springer International Publishing; 2016. p. 17–25.
	 93.	 Rathi BS, Kumar PS. Application of adsorption process for effective removal of emerging contaminants from water and wastewater. 

Environ Pollut. 2021;280:116995. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​envpol.​2021.​116995.
	 94.	 Garrido-Cardenas JA, Esteban-García B, Agüera A, Sánchez-Pérez JA, Manzano-Agugliaro F. Wastewater treatment by advanced oxidation 

process and their worldwide research trends. Int J Environ Res Public Health. 2020;17(1):170.

https://doi.org/10.1039/C7TA01493G
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7TA01493G
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.poly.2018.08.031
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.202012971
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.inorgchem.1c00610
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.poly.2017.08.030
https://doi.org/10.1038/nchem.1026
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201511063
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e23840
https://doi.org/10.1039/D2RE00365A
https://doi.org/10.1039/D2RA01505F
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2019.103131
https://doi.org/10.1080/26395940.2023.2222910
https://doi.org/10.1039/d2ra05717d
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.9b04665
https://doi.org/10.1080/23746149.2022.2046157
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cclet.2020.09.039
https://doi.org/10.1039/C9RA09968A
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpclett.0c03504
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0CP01863E
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0CP01863E
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mrl.2023.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0DT02802A
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2020.213388
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2020.213388
https://doi.org/10.1002/smtd.201800173
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7RA04820C
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7RA04820C
https://eprints.gla.ac.uk/295033/1/295033.pdf
https://eprints.gla.ac.uk/295033/1/295033.pdf
https://doi.org/10.21741/9781644901144
https://doi.org/10.21741/9781644901144
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2021.116995


Vol:.(1234567890)

Review	 Discover Water            (2024) 4:54  | https://doi.org/10.1007/s43832-024-00119-4

	 95.	 Mecha AC, Chollom MN. Photocatalytic ozonation of wastewater: a review. Environ Chem Lett. 2020;18(5):1491–507. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1007/​s10311-​020-​01020-x.

	 96.	 Samuel HM, Mecha CA, M’Arimi MM. Response surface methodology optimization of trimethoprim degradation in wastewater using 
Eosin-Y sensitized 25%ZnFe2O4-g-C3N4 composite under natural sunlight. React Kinet Mech Catal. 2024. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s11144-​024-​02650-w.

	 97.	 Devaisy S, Kandasamy J, Nguyen TV, Johir MAH, Ratnaweera H, Vigneswaran S. Comparison of membrane-based treatment methods for 
the removal of micro-pollutants from reclaimed water. Water. 2022;14(22):3708.

	 98.	 Mecha AC, Chollom MN, Babatunde BF, Tetteh EK, Rathilal S. Versatile silver-nanoparticle-impregnated membranes for water treatment: 
a review. Membranes. 2023;13(4):432.

	 99.	 Hofman-Caris R, Hofman J. Limitations of conventional drinking water technologies in pollutant removal. In: Gil A, Galeano LA, Vicente 
MÁ, editors. Applications of advanced oxidation processes (AOPs) in drinking water treatment. Cham: Springer International Publishing; 
2019. p. 21–51.

	100.	 Liu X, Shan Y, Zhang S, Kong Q, Pang H. Application of metal organic framework in wastewater treatment. Green Energy Environ. 
2023;8(3):698–721. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​gee.​2022.​03.​005.

	101.	 Boix G, et al. MOF-beads containing inorganic nanoparticles for the simultaneous removal of multiple heavy metals from water. ACS 
Appl Mater Interfaces. 2020;12(9):10554–62. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acsami.​9b232​06.

	102.	 Liu L, et al. Efficient adsorbent for recovering uranium from seawater prepared by grafting amidoxime groups on chloromethylated 
MIL-101(Cr) via diaminomaleonitrile intermediate. Desalination. 2020;478:114300. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​desal.​2019.​114300.

	103.	 Abdollahi N, Ostovan A, Rahimi K, Zahedi M, Moshfegh AZ. Magnetically recyclable Fe3O4@TMU-32 metal-organic framework photo-
catalyst for tetracycline degradation under visible light. Inorg Chem. 2021;60(23):17997–8005. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acs.​inorg​chem.​
1c025​88.

	104.	 Xia T, Lin Y, Li W, Ju M. Photocatalytic degradation of organic pollutants by MOFs based materials: a review. Chin Chem Lett. 
2021;32(10):2975–84. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​cclet.​2021.​02.​058.

	105.	 Khan MS, Li Y, Li DS, Qiu J, Xu X, Yang HY. A review of metal-organic framework (MOF) materials as an effective photocatalyst for degrada-
tion of organic pollutants. Nanoscale Adv. 2023;5(23):6318–48. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​d3na0​0627a.

	106.	 Bhuyan A, Ahmaruzzaman M. Recent advances in MOF-5-based photocatalysts for efficient degradation of toxic organic dyes in aqueous 
medium. Next Sustain. 2024;3:100016. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​nxsust.​2023.​100016.

	107.	 Wang Q, Xu Q, Zhang J, Fang L, Xia K, Sun D. NH2-modification copper metal-organic framework as a sunlight photocatalyst for the 
removal of organic dyes from aqueous solution. Fine Chem Eng. 2024. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3725/​fce.​51202​43652.

	108.	 Bargozideh S, Tasviri M, Shekarabi S, Daneshgar H. Magnetic BiFeO3 decorated UiO-66 as a p–n heterojunction photocatalyst for simul-
taneous degradation of a binary mixture of anionic and cationic dyes. New J Chem. 2020;44(30):13083–92. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​
D0NJ0​2594A.

	109.	 Qian Q, et al. MOF-based membranes for gas separations. Chem Rev. 2020;120(16):8161–266. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acs.​chemr​ev.​0c001​
19.

	110.	 Zhao DL, et al. Engineering metal–organic frameworks (MOFs) based thin-film nanocomposite (TFN) membranes for molecular separa-
tion. Chem Eng J. 2023;454:140447. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​cej.​2022.​140447.

	111.	 Ragab D, Gomaa HG, Sabouni R, Salem M, Ren M, Zhu J. Micropollutants removal from water using microfiltration membrane modified 
with ZIF-8 metal organic frameworks (MOFs). Chem Eng J. 2016;300:273–9. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​cej.​2016.​04.​033.

	112.	 Zhao ZZ, Wang T, Zheng X, Ren Y, Zhao ZP. MOF-808/polyamide thin-film nanocomposite membranes for efficient nanofiltration. ACS 
Appl Nano Mater. 2023;6(19):17615–25. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acsanm.​3c028​55.

	113.	 Qiu M, He C. Efficient removal of heavy metal ions by forward osmosis membrane with a polydopamine modified zeolitic imidazolate 
framework incorporated selective layer. J Hazard Mater. 2019;367:339–47. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jhazm​at.​2018.​12.​096.

	114.	 Duan J, Pan Y, Pacheco F, Litwiller E, Lai Z, Pinnau I. High-performance polyamide thin-film-nanocomposite reverse osmosis membranes 
containing hydrophobic zeolitic imidazolate framework-8. J Membr Sci. 2015;476:303–10.

	115.	 Sağlam S, Türk FN, Arslanoğlu H. Use and applications of metal-organic frameworks (MOF) in dye adsorption: review. J Environ Chem 
Eng. 2023;11(5):110568. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jece.​2023.​110568.

	116.	 Sakamaki Y, et al. Preparation and applications of metal–organic frameworks (MOFs): a laboratory activity and demonstration for high 
school and/or undergraduate students. J Chem Educ. 2020;97(4):1109–16. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acs.​jchem​ed.​9b011​66.

	117.	 Qian Y, Zhang F, Pang H. A review of MOFs and their composites-based photocatalysts: Synthesis and applications. Adv Funct Mater. 
2021;31(37):2104231. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​adfm.​20210​4231.

	118.	 Goyal N, Arora P. Metal organic frameworks as photocatalyst for water purification. In: Gulati S, editor. Metal-organic frameworks (MOFs) 
as catalysts. Singapore: Springer Nature Singapore; 2022. p. 561–93.

	119.	 Russo V, et al. Applications of metal organic frameworks in wastewater treatment: a review on adsorption and photodegradation. Front 
Chem Eng. 2020;2:581487. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3389/​fceng.​2020.​581487.

	120.	 Navalón S, Dhakshinamoorthy A, Álvaro M, Ferrer B, García H. Metal–organic frameworks as photocatalysts for solar-driven overall water 
splitting. Chem Rev. 2023;123(1):445–90. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acs.​chemr​ev.​2c004​60.

	121.	 Awwad M, et  al. MOF-based membranes for oil/water separation: status, challenges, and prospects. J Environ Chem Eng. 
2023;11(1):109073. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jece.​2022.​109073.

	122.	 Li W, et al. MOFs meet membrane: application in water treatment and separation. Mater Chem Front. 2023;7(21):5140–70. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1039/​D3QM0​0487B.

	123.	 Yu S, et al. Recent advances in metal-organic framework membranes for water treatment: a review. Sci Total Environ. 2021;800:149662. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​scito​tenv.​2021.​149662.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10311-020-01020-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10311-020-01020-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11144-024-02650-w
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11144-024-02650-w
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gee.2022.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.9b23206
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2019.114300
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.inorgchem.1c02588
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.inorgchem.1c02588
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cclet.2021.02.058
https://doi.org/10.1039/d3na00627a
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nxsust.2023.100016
https://doi.org/10.3725/fce.5120243652
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0NJ02594A
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0NJ02594A
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.0c00119
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.0c00119
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2022.140447
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2016.04.033
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsanm.3c02855
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2018.12.096
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2023.110568
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jchemed.9b01166
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.202104231
https://doi.org/10.3389/fceng.2020.581487
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.2c00460
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2022.109073
https://doi.org/10.1039/D3QM00487B
https://doi.org/10.1039/D3QM00487B
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.149662


Vol.:(0123456789)

Discover Water            (2024) 4:54  | https://doi.org/10.1007/s43832-024-00119-4	 Review

	124.	 Tow EW, et al. Modeling the energy consumption of potable water reuse schemes. Water Res X. 2021;13:100126. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​wroa.​2021.​100126.

	125.	 Li W, Li L, Qiu G. Energy consumption and economic cost of typical wastewater treatment systems in Shenzhen, China. J Clean Prod. 
2017. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jclep​ro.​2015.​12.​109.

	126.	 Bashir Y, Raj R, Ghangrekar MM, Nema AK, Das S. Critical assessment of advanced oxidation processes and bio-electrochemical integrated 
systems for removing emerging contaminants from wastewater. RSC Sustain. 2023;1(8):1912–31. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​D3SU0​0112A.

	127.	 Li J, Wang H, Yuan X, Zhang J, Chew JW. Metal-organic framework membranes for wastewater treatment and water regeneration. Coord 
Chem Rev. 2020;404:213116. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ccr.​2019.​213116.

Publisher’s Note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wroa.2021.100126
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wroa.2021.100126
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.12.109
https://doi.org/10.1039/D3SU00112A
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2019.213116

	Advances in metal–organic frameworks as adsorbents, photocatalysts and membranes: a new frontier in water purification
	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Historical overview
	3 Structure of metal organic frameworks
	3.1 Nodes and linkers
	3.2 Topologies
	3.3 Pore geometry

	4 Classification of metal organic frameworks
	4.1 Pristine MOFs
	4.1.1 The 1D MOFs
	4.1.2 The 2D MOF nanosheets
	4.1.3 The 3D micronanoscaled MOFs

	4.2 MOF composites
	4.3 MOF derivatives

	5 Synthesis of metal organic frameworks
	5.1 Solvohydrothermal method
	5.2 Microwave assisted synthesis
	5.3 Sonochemical method
	5.4 Electrochemical method
	5.4.1 Anodic dilution
	5.4.2 Cathodic deposition

	5.5 Mechanochemical method
	5.5.1 Ball milling method
	5.5.2 Extrusion method

	5.6 Slow evaporation method
	5.7 Slow diffusion method
	5.8 Continuous flow method
	5.9 Hot pressing method
	5.9.1 Spray drying method


	6 Characterization of metal organic frameworks
	6.1 Scanningtransmission electron microscopy
	6.2 UV–Vis spectrometry
	6.3 Fourier transform infrared (FTIR) spectroscopy
	6.4 Nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) spectroscopy
	6.5 X-ray diffraction (XRD) analysis
	6.6 Thermogravimetric analysis (TGA)
	6.7 BET and langmuir surface area analyses

	7 Applications of metal organic frameworks in water purification
	7.1 Application of MOFs in adsorption
	7.2 Application of MOFs in photocatalysis
	7.3 Application of MOFs in membrane separation

	8 Energy consumption of MOFs in water treatment.
	9 Frontiers and opportunities for MOFs in water treatment
	9.1 Selectivity and tunability
	9.2 Cost effective synthesis
	9.3 Recovery and reuse
	9.4 Scalability
	9.5 Integration with existing water treatment technologies to create synergy

	10 Challenges and prospects
	11 Conclusions
	Acknowledgements 
	References


