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ilicon unit into a polyether
backbone—an effective approach to enhance
polyether solubility in CO2†

Yongfei Zhang, Zewen Zhu, Zhenguo Bai, Wei Jiang, Fengqi Liu and Jun Tang*

A series of poly(silyl ether)s were prepared by condensation polymerization and hydrosilation

polymerization through incorporating a silicon unit into a polyether backbone. The phase behavior of

poly(silyl ether)s in CO2 was measured in terms of concentration, molecular weight and temperature.

Through incorporating the silicon unit, the poly(silyl ether)s exhibited high solubility in CO2 compared to

the precursors of polyether. For example, the cloud point pressure decreased from 24.6 MPa for

poly(1,2-propene glycol) (PPG) to 16.5 MPa for poly(dimethylsiloxane-alt-propene glycol) (PSPG) with

a concentration of 0.6 wt% at 30 �C. Moreover, the molecular weight dependence of solubility for PSPG

and PSDPG in CO2 compared with PPG was weakened. The key factor to enhance the solubility of

poly(silyl ether)s in CO2 was systematically researched via surface tension and glass transition

temperature. The results demonstrated that higher solubility of synthesized poly(silyl ether)s in CO2

compared to PPG was mainly attributed to lower polymer–polymer interactions.
1. Introduction

Due to the characteristics of green, safety and controllable
solvent power, liquid and supercritical CO2 is considered to be
an attractive substitute for hazardous organic solvents in poly-
mer syntheses.1,2 However, its feeble solvation ability for polar
and high molecular weight materials bring several difficulties
for its wide practical applications.3–6 To address this limitation,
the use of “CO2-philes” that can optimize the solvent character
of CO2 has been suggested.7–9 Unfortunately, only few “CO2-
philic” polymers exhibit high solubility in CO2, such as uori-
nated poly(meth)acrylates,10,11 peruoropolyethers12 and poly(-
dimethylsiloxane) (PDMS).13,14 These existing polymers cannot
meet the growing demand of polymer progress and the pursuit
of material cost reduction.

Polyether is CO2-philic due to the nature of the high chain
exibility (glass transition temperature (Tg) of poly(1,2-
propylene glycol) (PPG) is about �68 �C (ref. 15)) and special
Lewis acid–Lewis base interactions between the ether oxygen of
polyether and the carbon atom of CO2.16 As “CO2-philic” chain,
polyether has already gained considerable attention and was
designed for surfactants,17–20 and stabilizers21–24 in the eld of
CO2 as solvent and membranes and absorbents for CO2

capture.25–30 In order to obtain advanced polyether materials
with high CO2-philicity or solubility, efficient polyether
Chemistry, Jilin University, Changchun

.cn; Fax: +86-431-88498179

tion (ESI) available. See DOI:

2

modication approaches and insight into the thermodynamic
parameters affecting the solubility of polyether in CO2 had been
studied. Beckman and co-workers31 masterly designed ether-
carbonate copolymers through incorporating CO2-philic
carbonyl group32 into a polyether backbone by aluminum-
catalyzed copolymerization of cyclic ethers with CO2; the
resulting statistical copolymers exhibited extremely high solu-
bility in CO2. Subsequently, Cooper et al.33 developed a step
growth polymerization route to synthesize the ether-carbonate
copolymers and Wick34 further certied the major role of
ether-carbonate copolymers–CO2 interactions on the increased
solubility of the polymer in CO2 through Gibbs ensemble Monte
Carlo simulations. In addition, the introduction of uorine into
the polyether backbone remarkably enhanced the solubility of
polyether in CO2.12 Chen and colleagues35 further evaluated the
key role of intermolecular interactions between (uorinated)
polyether and CO2 by in situ ATR FTIR monitoring system.
Polyether solubility can also be enhanced by modifying CO2-
phobic hydroxyl end-group into CO2-philic ether,36,37 acetate
moieties31 and trimethylsilyl group.38 It is necessary to further
develop a versatile polyether modication method for
enhancing polyether solubility, and the factors affecting poly-
ether solubility in CO2 need to be further explored.

In this study, we demonstrate an effective approach to
enhance polyether solubility in CO2 by incorporating a silicon
unit into a polyether backbone and further explored the key
factors to increase the solubility of the polymer in CO2. Aer
incorporating silicon unit of Si–CH3 with low intermolecular
forces39 into the polyether, the polymer–polymer interactions of
the modied polyether should be weaker than that of polyether.
This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2017
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Scheme 1 (A) Condensation polymerization of alkyl diols and
BDEADMS. (B) Hydrosilation polymerization of TMDS and DGDE.
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PPG was chosen as our model polyether due to its relatively high
solubility in CO2 among polyethers.36 The structures of
designed poly(silyl ether)s are presented in Scheme 1.
Condensation polymerization and hydrosilation polymerization
routes were taken to prepare the target polymers and then the
phase behavior of target polymers and PPG was studied by cloud
point measurements. Surface tension and glass transition
temperature tests were implemented to systematically evaluate
the key factor to enhance the solubility of polyether in CO2.

2. Experimental
2.1. Materials

Dichlorodimethylsilane (DCDMS, 99%), diethylamine (DEA,
99.5%), propylene oxide (PO, 99.5%) and poly(ethylene glycol)
(PEG, Mw ¼ 2000 g mol�1) were purchased from J&K Scientic.
Boron uoride$ethyl ether complex (47–48% boron uoride)
was obtained from Strem, and 1,2-propanediol (PG, 99.5%),
dipropylene glycol (DPG, 99%, mixture of isomers), ethylene
glycol (EG, 99.8%), 1,1,3,3-teramethyldisiloxane (TMDS) and
platinum(0)-1,3-divinyl-1,1,3,3-tetramethyldisiloxane complex
solution in xylene, Pt � 2% (Karstedt's catalyst) were purchased
from Sigma-Aldrich. PG, DPG and EG were thoroughly dried by
applying vacuum for 3 hours at 45 �C before use. Diethylene
glycol divinyl ether (DGDE, stabilized with KOH, $98%) was
obtained from TCI. Toluene was purchased from Beijing
Chemical Works and freshly distilled before use from a purple
Na/benzophenone ketyl solution. Carbon dioxide (CO2, 99.95%)
was purchased from Changchun Juyang gas industry.

2.2. Structure characterization

The nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) spectra were conducted
on a 400 MHz Bruker Avance III NMR spectrometer or a 300
MHz VARIAN NMR spectrometer. Chemical shis (in ppm) were
recorded in CDCl3 list as “residual internal CHCl3 (d ¼ 7.26)”.
The molar masses of the poly(silyl ether)s were detected by gel
permeation chromatography (GPC) using a Malvern apparatus
This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2017
equipped with a VE 3580 refractive index detector thermostat-
controlled at 35 �C, a 100 mL injection loop and a set of three
Malvern columns (T5000, T3000, T1000) thermostat-controlled
at 35 �C. Tetrahydrofuran (THF) was used as the eluent at
a ow rate of 1.0 mL min�1 and the detection was calibrated
with polystyrene standards of narrow molecular weight distri-
bution. Differential scanning calorimetric measurement (DSC)
was performed using a TA instruments Q20 under a nitrogen
atmosphere. The samples were heated and cooled at a rate of
10 �C min�1.

2.3. Surface tension measurement

It had been reported that surface tension (g) is approximately
a positive correlation to the cohesive energy density of poly-
mer.5,40 In this study, surface tension measurements (Data-
physics OCA20, pendant drop) were used to evaluate the
polymer–polymer interactions.

2.4. Solubility measurements of polymer in CO2

The solubility was based on cloud point pressure (Pcloud) that
was observed using a high pressure phase equilibrium appa-
ratus composed of a variable-volume view cell (from 40.0 mL to
85.0 mL) with two quartz glass windows and a magnetic stirrer.
The temperature of the cell was controlled by a thermostat-
controlled bath and measured by a thermocouple (T type,
precision of�0.1 �C) inside the cell. The pressure wasmeasured
via a pressure transducer (precision of �0.01 MPa) equipped
with a pressure numerical display. In a typical test, an accurate
amount of sample was weighed and placed at the bottom plat-
form of the cell. The cell was sealed and heated to the desired
temperature and then ushed four times with CO2 at 0.5 MPa to
remove the air. Subsequently CO2 was injected into the cell until
the desired pressure was reached using a positive displacement
pump (Model SFC-24, SSI, USA). Themass of CO2 was calculated
based on the displaced volume, temperature and pressure of the
cell with the data of NIST webbook (http://webbook.nist.gov/
chemistry/uid/). The polymer–CO2 solution was stirred and
equilibrated for 30–40 min. The Pcloud was examined by care-
fully and gradually depressurizing the autoclave and the entire
phase transition process was observed and recorded by
a camera connected to a computer. The Pcloud was dened as the
point at which it was no longer possible to see the syringe
needle through the CO2/polymer mixture, which was because
the syringe was behind the view cell; this was the reference. The
process was repeated at least three times for eachmeasurement,
and an average of the results was taken as the cloud point. For
a given polymer, deviations were approximately �0.5 MPa. All
the measurements were conducted at 30 �C unless otherwise
noted.

2.5. Synthesis of poly(propylene glycol) (PPG)

In order to compare the solubility, poly(propylene glycol) was
synthesized as follows. In a typical experiment, the mixture of
15 mL toluene, EG (1.24 g, 20.0 mmol) and boron uoride ethyl
ether complex (0.52 mL) was stirred for 30 min at room
temperature, and then the solution of 28 mL (0.4 mol) of PO in
RSC Adv., 2017, 7, 16616–16622 | 16617
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10 mL of toluene was added dropwise into the reaction solution
over 30 min in an ice-water bath. The reaction was allowed to
proceed for 4 h and was terminated with aqueous NaOH. The
polymer solution was washed three times with pure water, and
the organic phase was dried with magnesium sulphate. The
solvent was removed under vacuum at 50 �C.

2.6. Synthesis of bis(diethylamino)dimethylsilane
(BDEADMS)

The synthesis process of bis(diethylamino)dimethylsilane was
similar to the previous report.41 A solution of dichlor-
odimethylsilane (28.40 g, 0.22 mol) in toluene (20 mL) was
slowly added dropwise over 1 hour to diethylamine (69.48 g,
0.95 mol) dissolved in toluene (400 mL) with ice-water bath
cooling and then continued to react for 12 hours at room
temperature. The resulting white precipitate was removed via
vacuum ltration under N2 atmosphere. Most of the solvent was
removed by rotary evaporation at 30 �C, and the crude produc-
tion was further puried by vacuum distillation twice to yield
BDEADMS (31 g, yield 70%). The product was identied and
conrmed by 1H NMR. 1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3): d 0.03 ppm
(s, 6H), 0.95 ppm (t, 12H), 2.79 (q, 8H).

2.7. Synthesis of poly(silyl ether)s by condensation
polymerization

Poly(dimethylsiloxane-alt-propene glycol) (PSPG), poly
(dimethylsiloxane-alt-dipropene glycol) (PSDPG) and poly
(dimethylsiloxane-alt-ethylene glycol) (PSEG) were prepared by
condensation polymerization of BDEADMS with PG, DPG and
EG, respectively. The synthesis route is presented in Scheme 1A.
In a typical experiment, PG (0.761 g, 10.00 mmol) and
BDEADMS (1.928 g, 9.52 mmol) were charged into a 25 mL
round-bottomed ask equipped with a magnetic stirring bar,
a reux condenser and a vacuum source. The reaction was
performed at 70 �C under reduced pressure 35 kPa for 23 h and
then 5 kPa for 1 h for the removal of diethylamine, and a col-
ourless or yellowish oily product (1.103 g, yield 85%) was thus
collected.

2.8. Synthesis of poly(silyl ether) by hydrosilation
polymerization

Poly(teramethyldisiloxane-alt-diethylene glycol divinyl ether)
(PDSDEG) was prepared via hydrosilation polymerization of
TMDS and DGDE (Scheme 1B). A typical polymerization reac-
tion was performed in a 25 mL round reaction ask, which was
equipped with a magnetic stirring bar and a reux condenser.
1.5854 g (10 mmol) DGDE, 1.3433 g (10 mmol) TMDS and 10mL
anhydrous toluene were charged into the reactor and stirred for
10 min, followed by adding three drops of Karstedt's catalyst.
Subsequently, the reactant mixture was gradually heated to
60 �C and stirred for 48 h. The color of the mixture turned from
slightly yellow to yellow-brown. Aer removing toluene by
evaporation under reduced pressure, the crude product was
redissolved in chloroform for the removal of Karstedt's catalyst
by treating the solution with activated charcoal. The product
was transferred into Spectra/Por 6 regenerated cellulose dialysis
16618 | RSC Adv., 2017, 7, 16616–16622
tubing (molecular weight cut-off: 1 kDa) and dialyzed against
ethanol for one day. The nally puried polymer was a colour-
less or slightly yellowish, viscous uid (2.1963 g, yield 75%), and
it was characterized by GPC and 1H NMR.
3. Results and discussion
3.1. Preparation of poly(silyl ether)s

In this study, condensation polymerization and hydrosilation
polymerization were used to incorporate silicon unit into the
polyether backbone and synthesize a series of poly(silyl ether)s
with different molecular weight and repeat unit structures (see
Table 1). Microstructure of poly(silyl ether)s can be precisely
designed via altering specic comonomers on account of the
step growth mechanism. Based on the structure of PPG, PSPG
with 50 mol% silicon compositions and PSDPG with 33 mol%
silicon contents were synthesized by BDEADMS with PG and
DPG, respectively. Moreover, based on PEG, PSEG and PDSDEG
with the same silicon compositions as that of PSPG were
synthesized (shown in Scheme 1). The detailed experimental
results of synthesized poly(silyl ether)s with different molecular
weight and repeat unit structures are listed in Table 1. The
evolution of condensation polymerization of poly(silyl ether)s
was monitored by GPC. The kinetic plots of molecular weight
versus reaction time of PSPG, PSDPG and PSEG are shown in
Fig. 1. The molecular weight of PSPG, PSDPG and PSEG
increased until about 1300 min, aer which the molecular
weight almost no longer increased, and the polydispersity index
(PDI, Mw/Mn) reached the typical value of about 2 for poly-
condensation. With the same reaction conditions, the nal
product of PSPG showed a higher molecular weight than
PSDPG, which may be attributed to the higher reaction activity
of primary hydroxyl group in PG (DPG contains less primary
hydroxyl groups due to the type of isomer mixture). The
molecular weight of the poly(silyl ether)s could be controlled by
adjusting the feed ratio of alkyl diols and BDEADMS. The
structure of products was conrmed by 1H NMR spectroscopy
(Fig. S1–S3†). PDSDEG was synthesized by hydrosilation poly-
merization; GPC and 1H NMR spectra (Fig. S4 and S5†) of the
nal puried PDSDEG showed that hydrosilation polymeriza-
tion is also a good method to modify polyether.
3.2. Phase behavior of poly(silyl ether)s in CO2

Analyzing the cloud point curves of poly(silyl ether)s and PPG
(see in Fig. 2), we can nd that incorporating a silicon unit into
either PPG or into PEG decreased their cloud point pressure. For
the derivative of PPG, the Pcloud of PSPG-2500 changed in the
scope of 9.61 to 16.54 MPa with the concentration range of 0.2
to 1.0 weight percent (wt%), while the Pcloud of PPG-2000
increased from 18.66 to 24.59 MPa at the concentration of 0.2
to 0.6 wt%. The Pcloud of PSPG-2500 decreased over 9 MPa than
that of PPG-2000. The Pcloud of PSPG-5000 was also lower than
that of PPG-2000, though the number average molecular weight
of PSPG-5000 was over twice that of PPG-2000. PSDPG-2000
exhibited approximately the same cloud point pressures with
PSPG-2500, despite the fact that PSDPG-2000 has lower
This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2017
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Table 1 Experimental results for the physical properties of poly(silyl ether)s and PPG

Run Sample Mn (g mol�1) Mw (g mol�1) PDI Tg (�C)
g

� 0.5 (mN m�1)

1 PSPG-2500 2470 3570 1.40 �75 22.0
2 PSPG-3300 3260 6460 1.98 �75 22.3
3 PSPG-5000 5030 9250 1.84 �74 22.5
4 PSDPG-2000 1960 2890 1.50 �73 21.9
5 PSDPG-3000 3020 5350 1.77 n.d.a 22.7
6 PSDPG-5100 5060 10 030 1.98 �72 22.8
7 PSEG-4300 4260 8840 1.98 �88 22.4
8 PDSDEG-2900 2860 4840 1.69 �87 24.5
9 PDSDEG-1900 1940 2794 1.44 n.d.a 24.0
10 PPG-2000 2040 2600 1.27 �68b 30.1

a n.d. ¼ not determined. b Data from ref. 15.

Fig. 1 The kinetic plots of molecular weight versus reaction time of
PSPG, PSDPG at 70 �C and PSEG at 60 �C.

Fig. 2 Phase behavior of mixtures of CO2 with (1) PPG-2000, (2)
PDSDEG-2900, (3) PSPG-5000, (4) PSEG-4300, (5) PDSDEG-1900, (6)
PSDPG-2000 and (7) PSPG-2500. The cloud point pressure values of
all the samples were measured at 30 �C.
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molecular weight. This result indicates that PSPG with more
silicon content exhibited higher solubility in CO2 than PSDPG.
Clearly, incorporating a silicon unit into PPG signicantly
enhanced its solubility in CO2. One can also nd that poly(silyl
ether)s based on PEG exhibited a similar result. PEG with
a molecular weight of 2000 g mol�1 could not completely
dissolve in CO2 at a concentration of 0.4 wt% and pressure of
30 MPa, while the cloud point pressures of PDSDEG-1900
appeared in the 14.8–17.9 MPa range for concentrations of
0.4–1.0 wt%, and the value of PDSDEG-2900 was also lower than
that of PPG. PSEG-4300 exhibited similar phase behaviors with
PSPG-5000. Higher pressure was required for PDSDEG-2900 to
dissolve in CO2 than that required for PSPG-5000 and PSEG-
4300; this may be explained from the possibility of two adja-
cent ethyoxyl units in the PDSDEG backbone causing stronger
polymer–polymer interaction, which is unfavorable to the
dissolution of PDSDEG. On comparing PSPG-2500 and PSPG-
5000 with PDSDEG-1900, PSEG-4300 and PDSDEG-2900, we
found that the derivatives of PPG showed higher solubility than
that of PEG with the same silicon content. Considering the low
intermolecular forces between the methyl groups of Si–CH3,39
This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2017
we speculate that silicon unit contained in poly(silyl ether)s may
decrease the polymer–polymer interactions of polyether result-
ing in higher solubility of poly(silyl ether)s in CO2. This is
consistent with the fact that low surface tension and high chain
exibility of PDMS is responsible for its high solubility in CO2.42

In summary, the incorporation of silicon unit both signicantly
enhanced PPG and PEG solubility in CO2, and poly(silyl ether)
based on PPG exhibit higher solubility in CO2 than that based
on PEG with the same silicon content.

Considering the excellent solubility of poly(silyl ether)s
based on PPG, we further investigated the impact of molecular
weight on the solubility of derivatives of PPG (Fig. 3A). It could
be seen that PPG exhibited a steeper cloud point curve indi-
cating that the solubility of PPG strongly depends on molecular
weight. The Pcloud of PPG increased signicantly from 11.9 to
21.3 MPa when the molecular weight increased from 1400 to
2040 g mol�1. In contrast, the Pcloud of PSPG increased only
from 13.6 MPa to 24.9 MPa with a large increase of molecular
weight from 2470 to 8480 g mol�1, and the Pcloud of PSDPG
RSC Adv., 2017, 7, 16616–16622 | 16619
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Fig. 3 (A) Molecular weight dependence of the cloud point pressure of PPG, PSPG and PSDPG. The cloud point pressure values of the samples
were measured at 30 �C with the concentration of 0.4 wt%. (B) Temperature dependence of the solubility of PPG-2000 and PSPG-3300 in CO2

at 0.4 wt% and 30 �C.

Fig. 4 Relationship between cloud point pressure and surface tension
values from PSPG-2500, PSDPG-2000, PDSDEG-1900 and PPG-
2000. The cloud point pressure values of the samples were measured
at 30 �C with 0.4 wt% concentration.
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increased slightly from 13.6 MPa to 23.5 MPa with the increase
of molecular weight from 1960 to 5060 g mol�1. Fig. 3A shows
that silicon unit effectively decreased the molecular weight
dependence of PPG solubility. We speculate that the strong
molecular weight dependence of PPG solubility was attributed
to its strong polymer–polymer interactions. Moreover, the high
solubility of high molecular weight PDMS with inherently low
surface tension in CO2 supports our viewpoint.13 This result is
especially helpful to the design and utilization of high molec-
ular weight CO2-philic materials. As far as we know, the study
aimed to improve polyether solubility in CO2 has mostly
focused on low molecular weight PPG (Mw # 2000 g mol�1)
via endgroup modication or side chain functionalization.
For high molecular weight polyether, only poly(hexa-
uoropropylene oxide)12 and ether-carbonate copolymers31

exhibited excellent solubility in CO2.
The temperature dependence of the solubility of PPG and

PSPG was studied, and the results are shown in Fig. 3B. It was
observed that the Pcloud of both PPG and PSPG increased with
the rise of temperature resulting from decreased solvability of
CO2 toward PPG and PSPG due to the decreased density of CO2

with the rise of temperature.35

To get an insight into the phase behavior results of the
poly(silyl ether)s, the polymer–polymer interactions were rst
assessed by surface tension (g)5,40 which was measured with the
pendant drop experiment (listed in Table 1). Surface tension
values decreased from 30.1 mNm�1 at 26 �C (the reported value
of PPG with 2025 g mol�1 is 31.5 mN m�1 at 20 �C (ref. 15)) for
pure PPG-2000 to about 22 mN m�1 for PSPG and PSDPG, and
the values decreased from 37.5 mN m�1 for PEG (M ¼ 600 g
mol�1)15 to about 24 mNm�1 for PDSDEG and to about 22.4 mN
m�1 for PSEG-4300. It should be noted that PSPG with different
molecular weights have nearly the same surface tension values;
this is consistent with the relationship between surface tension
and molecular weight, where surface tension changes little
when the molecular weight exceeds about 2000–3000 g mol�1.15
16620 | RSC Adv., 2017, 7, 16616–16622
As expected, silicon unit signicantly weakened the polymer–
polymer interactions of the polyether resulting from the
reduced dispersion force and induction force aer incorpo-
rating the silicon unit into the polyether backbone. Clearly, the
lower surface tension is in favor of the result discussed in this
study, which indicates that poly(silyl ether)s exhibit higher
solubility in CO2 than PPG. We also noted that the change trend
of the surface tension of PSDPG-2000, PSPG-2500, PDSDEG-
1900 and PPG-2000 (samples with nearby molecular weight
avoid the effect of molecular weight on the solubility) was
consistent with the trend of solubility, which indicated that
higher surface tension resulted in a higher cloud point pressure
(Fig. 4). These results proved that polymer–polymer interactions
play an important role on the dissolution of polyether in CO2.
This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2017

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/c7ra01587a


Paper RSC Advances

O
pe

n 
A

cc
es

s 
A

rt
ic

le
. P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
 1

5 
M

ar
ch

 2
01

7.
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
on

 4
/2

/2
02

6 
6:

01
:4

2 
A

M
. 

 T
hi

s 
ar

tic
le

 is
 li

ce
ns

ed
 u

nd
er

 a
 C

re
at

iv
e 

C
om

m
on

s 
A

ttr
ib

ut
io

n-
N

on
C

om
m

er
ci

al
 3

.0
 U

np
or

te
d 

L
ic

en
ce

.
View Article Online
Therefore, the lower solubility of PDSDEG compared to PSPG
can be accounted for by the higher surface tension of PDSDEG,
and the similar phase behaviors of PSPG-5000 and PSEG-4300
may be explained by the nearby surface tension values.

Furthermore, the relative chain exibility and free volume
were evaluated with Tg,36 the values of Tg, as shown in Table 1.
The Tg of PSEG and PDSDEG decreased to about�88 and�87 �C,
respectively, compared to PEG (Tg ¼ �64 �C),15 which stems from
the increased free volume and remarkably decreased molecule
interactions aer incorporating the silicon unit. The lower Tg
would improve the entropy of mixing and should be one of the
driving forces for PSEG and PDSDEG dissolving in CO2. However,
PSEG and PDSDEG appeared to be less soluble in CO2 than PSPG,
as discussed previously, though the Tg values of PSEG and
PDSDEG were lower than PSPG. Apparently, the improved
entropy of mixing is not the main driving force for the enhanced
solubility of poly(silyl ether)s in CO2. Polymer–CO2 interactions
were then analyzed based on the work of Pauline Vitoux.43 The
authors had reported the stabilization energy of methoxy-
trimethylsilane (MTMS) and propyl methyl ether (PME) with CO2

using MP2 method with aug-cc-VDZ basis set where the special
functional groups are Si–O–C group and C–O–C group (of PEG)
respectively. The stabilization energy of MTMS–CO2 complex
(�3.59 kcal mol�1) was slightly higher (0.16 kcal mol�1) than
PME–CO2 complex (�3.43 kcal mol�1). Given that the solution of
PDMS in CO2 exhibited upper critical solution temperature
(UCST) type behavior that stems from weak solute–solvent inter-
actions,44 we believe that polyether–CO2 interactions were not
signicantly changed by the silicon unit and cannot dominate the
special phase behavior of poly(silyl ether)s in CO2. These results
further conrm that the high solubility of poly(silyl ether)s in CO2

is mainly attributed to lower polymer–polymer interactions.

4. Conclusions

In conclusion, a series of poly(silyl ether)s were prepared by
condensation polymerization and hydrosilation polymerization.
Upon introducing a silicon unit, the cloud point pressure of PEG
and PPG was signicantly decreased and the molecular weight
dependence of PSPG and PSDPG solubility in CO2 compared
with PPG was weakened. It should be also mentioned that PSPG
with more silicon contents exhibited higher solubility in CO2

than PSDPG. Incorporating a silicon unit into the PEG and PPG
backbone is an advisable and convenient approach to enhance
their solubility in CO2, and the CO2-philicity of poly(silyl ether)
can be altered based on the comonomers. The higher solubility
of poly(silyl ether)s in CO2 compared to PPG is mainly attributed
to lower polymer–polymer interactions demonstrated by the
surface tension measurements and glass transition temperature
tests. This study would be conducive to the development of novel
functional materials based on polyether, such as surfactants,
stabilizers, CO2 adsorbent and CO2-philic polymer membrane.
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