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LI FARBRA M T %0, M5 TRERREZREOLESE, J A ES TRESLERE, |
P =42 5 TR RIAHT O, BT 5300065 2. o ERE B A S IRELF IO, KRR E 5 5 oR B R s
15, dbat 100085

W E  2FCERR (PFOA) & —FK ik i I 5 m i & FM 2 M Y, EAKAI T ZMEUA R LR, %
A (UV)/d i BR 15 (PDS) T 45 X PFOA EL 7 3 i 0 4b BERL R o M XF T A& SR E R AT, B 8% IR | =5 UV/UV
(VUV/UV) RAT, WZEARBE I E e AR, %4 g ik 185 nm VUV LT A ROGM# PFOA, HItt, R VUV/UV K
JT3K ) UV/PDS T. 20 B A7 = 2 B fift PFOA 19 1. e AT AST & B BC 3 VUV/UV SRAT 19 408 36 R N R 4 F
WFoT, 8 o S A AR R AR S B FR RY) WA VUV AT UV 45 BESR BE 43 51 8 1.16x107 einstein:(m’-s) '
F1 1.39x107° einstein-(m>s) o 5 R FL W, HIXHF A UV H VUV/UV 5818, PDS B0 £ 48 i SO, -, #E T # 1k
PFOA W[4 f# . i1 THUAMMY 185 nm VUV S T-48 B8, VUV/UV/PDS L Z M Xt T UV/PDS L. 25 B A8 W i 5 Ak & fiee 1
o 4 PDS ¥ J& 7F 0~0.9 mmol-L™' i, hJE A 7 (R) MK T 1, FWRE VUV/UV FRKALT 1] 58 /L UV/PDS T. 27 %t
PFOA 1 &%, {H PDS F VUV/UV (356 H %A B B0 D RI/E F o PDS ¥k i #2734 SO, - A= plt, 384k B
i RE A% 1 ST R (18% T 9 35%), {E [ 35 4 W2 e VUV O T 2% PFOA 11 B35 VUV B 1 FH I8 (82% F &
S 65%), K PFOA [ fift (1) 13 ] 5% SR A FT 0 55 o DL b Wi 35 45 SR = B VUV B9 i A T 5 4k UV/PDS T2 % [k
PFOA MIZ%, o VUV/UV/PDS L2550 F F 7K o PFOA Sl LBt &%

XKH#1E  VUV/UV/PDS T.2; e ; fllE; Gl B otk

2T £ I T W) R (perfluoroalkyl and polyfluoroalkyl substances, PFASs) &—2& A\ T.4 )1k
Pyt B ARG AR E R L B Ak S R R R A T K R Iz 8 T B T /B K
LY. PP, PRI B RSP, AR, & PFASs 1Y Tl R K HE BT 2
PFASs fE I BE 5L DY B AR S iR g AR ZH SURNIL T ™) Bl e A%, [FIES, PFASs A 42
BEME . RIETEE N W T IAER XX B LR B 2R Rz, AR KU 51 AT )2

49 2 TR (perfluorooctanoic acid, PFOA) J& & it 4l K 4% & 1) — ' PFASs®, PFOA } H:Eh 5T
2019 45 71 3 18 BF R BE A 29 ) i 5 R 1 R A M A BILTS B ) P(persistent organic pollutants,
POPs). PFOA B i bt BE MY B BB (C—F, 552.0kJ'mol™"), PRI, fh2pfasEtemto, 3 Bk a3y
AN L TR BETOUE AN A Ak B A AR MR R U m PR AL T AR S E R T A BT
s BHEE: 2023-01-10; FAHHR: 2023-04-11
HEEWH: EEAARBFIESE FIH (21976040); EH K H AR 4 1 IX T H (22166008)

SE—1EH: XMW (1997—) , F, WL M4, 1977428628@qq.com; BRBIEIEE: XA K (1979—), B, W+, #H#E,
liushaogang2005@163.com 2453 (1984—), %, {4, EIWF% 5, mkli@rcees.ac.cn
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&, HRZEHEWERPAERA W AERE ) BRI A i3 (HOY), HaT LUK R o MERE A WL A 4Ly
RFBHLETN/NG TR, HE, HETHT PFOA 5 HO-f S IGYEIRML, FrAZ 8 R e T2
L IC A BAL FE PFOAM Y, [, B & & AL BE T 2 % fft PEOA X TR 47 /K ot %2 4= i A2 fidt b+
S
ITAER, 250 (UV) itk SRR £L (PDS) 19 T. 25 C 8% H F 14 2 A LY 1 E AL B figt tp 11 PDS )t
finl e A 2 AR AR B B3 (SO, )X (1), SO, St —Fh B A s AL il [ il JEUT,
8,02 +hv( <270 nm) — 2S0; - (1)

SO, WA R FHR H R 23V, B—FAew Emmg A hmE, EREAA IS Yt HO- A
U, BA RN KB, SO, Rl A L M PFOA. QIAN 2603 iif UV/PDS 1.7 % fi#t PFOA, 7E-F
¥Rk 2.88%107 einstein-(L-s) ' FISMET, FEHL UV 8 I8N PFOA AN KA FEf, £ UV/PDS 1.2
R A# R R 85.6%. YIN SO FE pH Ky 2 1 5514 T 1% 1k PDS F#fift PFOA, PFOA [%fii %R ik 89.9%,

I UV @A S B2 KR, AR TAZ S8 IR oR KT (Fin s 254 nm HLjE K UV), B Al
JEIE H 25 UV/UV(VUV/UV) SR T R FEAS I GE S A B9 RS 00 S #5185 nm VUVEY ) FE K 4k
PR R BT R AHT S . VUV ] LUE OB g K ™ Az i A A HO- (X (2) BE A DL 2L, W)
B VUVOL T BEAREMEER, o BEO6MANIS Y, HAiE A W 20 VUV B E8O6 ] A 3L
[ PFOARI, [, KA VUV/UV 5RATAE & UV/PDS YOG, B VUV/UV 5 UV/PDS MiZh 4, B
B VUV/UV/PDS T. 2. B A = 3 % /% PFOA 1938 7

H,0 ™, HO“H- )

AR AT T & T A ROC R RS0, 1l BC3E VUV/UV RIT R B 5 UV fiT VOV 5 iR, DU
BT VUV/UV XK s e 9 04 B s R Ll 2 RAIE UV 70 o 0 000 1 Sk b, i s 430 S B
TR UV RBERE, HEASSRFEGED CBER RIS . Bk, AW T 4098 0Ot &b
R4, %I T VUV/UV/PDS T2 % PFOA B KRR, 3t 4081 UV A1 VUV S F IR I A DA K
PRI A [ f# s mk . K 2T T VUV/UV FILUV/PDS T. 2 B [7] F% fi# PFOA i &5 S AHL B, LU K
VUV/UV/PDS 1. 254 5 i i A 225
1 #MR5RE*%

1.1 KFE5HR

T T W5 2R 4l 7K (Mlli-Q Advanrtage) it # , PFOA 11 Z i 43 %4 H Aladdin Bio-Chem 2
) Fl Fisher scientific 23 7 . JR1F . N, N-Z3E-p- K ¢ (DPD). i ALY (POD), LM%k . 1Lk
BRI A A (H0,) R Sl A0 AR IR — S ¥ A b et [ 25385700 8 7 .

DPD . POD % ¥ I il - #E i & B 24 mL 0.5 mol-L™' K,HPO, % & /it A #| 376 mL 0.5 mol-L™
KH,PO, % ¥ Bt il 5 pH 55 T 6.0 1922 M W o MEAR #3103 pul 9.7 mol- L™ ) HLO, #EW M A% 1 L
4K Hh g B AL 1 mmol L™ B1, 2 IR B 2, 5, 10, 15, 20 umol-L™' AUARMEIR TR 4 FH . MERIAR
B 1.0 ¢ DPD 2 % F 100 mL 0.05 mol-L™" H,SO, i ', B E AL 10 gL' /% DPD %W ; B B L
25 mg ) POD 2 /i %5 F 25 mL M4l /K P RCAL 1 g L' i POD IFT, 165 C THREELRAE .

1.2 SLWRE

N WO R G E R M2 AT BE | ULAR ) VOV/UV RAT | AT T VUV/UV R AT %4
() UV FE A VUV RE S ROK IR a8 4 i, & 1T o I W TR R i 48 v O 0 4 32
UV(E VUV/UV) 58I, BHI7K (25 C) NAUZ A e BER] /R Bimat, REERGEE, iR IE
W R ENE . VUV/UV R (imea Ji4E, 8 W) ml [l B4 HY 185 nm VUV #1254 nm UV 2 Fhii K
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BT . UVEERE WBE A g, niEd PRk —
VUV/UV K AT % 59 185 nm 3% K B VUV, i —~ AR5
Xt 254 nm UVt F 9 02 T 2w R 3T vl 5= =
VUV/UV ¥ i 8 o & 4l 45, X vUv Al ===
UV e TR o 2R R, UV R vovoy UV | |
RSB NR )R E ()8 N 034 em Al
35 em. T B3 45 4T 3 I A9 BE 85 M (5.0 VOVUVFER
mm), B, ARSI UV SRR, B yuvoves |
T H AN VUV 45 08 L8R

AT LRSI B IEAT 2%, KR Nfu;%_
T ) 5 3 o 2 R O SR 2R S M TR Y ‘ LR
Sy IR U HETE MR SR U5 AR BF L 1 52 2 E1 AERERNSREETEE

IESE . HERFIRENCFimE, S Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of mini-fluidic photoreaction system
WAE, E—ENBSERTE P, A — K FERT DI 2Z UV VUV FLUV) 488, T AR 3R sr A
g, WL, 5% LR B AT E] (reduction equivalent exposure time, .., s), 4L A AR $iE 5
3) AT .
nr’h
e = 7[ 3)

e VOREES BAKER, mL; ¢S], s ATERAE A4 K AR R I A2 R B ORI 4 T O
FEY, 530k s = A [R] 0% S0 R0 BT 5 2 A SN R[]
1.3 IWRTE

A S TR AR O RN R G R T, TR VUV/UV SR AT Fi B 10 min, 787 WO A im A 70 mL
W UR T W B R 100 pg' L™, pH 4 7.5 1Y PFOA & (0.5 mmol L™ B R £k 22 v ), T i 3l 22 1l
BV WL VUV/UV 8 UVEE S, SR TR PR SE 5, % B E I (B R A7 O, AR Al 48 0.22 pm B
FLUE RS Y08 Je FH R v RO AR 1S H FSC %2 PFOA R I .
1.4 SWFEE

PFOA e & 18 1t # =5 2% W #H /T 3% 3¢ 1 (Agilent 1290, UPLC-MS/MS) #F 47 I %, # I 2§ Ky
Agilent 6420 Triple Quad LC/MS, = {43+ & Acquity UPLC*CSH™ C18 column(2.1 mmx100 mm, 1.7 pm).
WA A 2.0 mmol- L™ ZMREZVE W (A) FIZHE B)YIR-GW), W & 02 mL-min™'. A & P I F2 e a0
T : 0~1 min(A #°/ 80%); 1~5 min(A #H HH 80% 2] H % 2 10% Jf T 10% {4 FF 1 min); Ffif5 £85d 3 min
W JEI1a1T, A 10% [ 2] 80%. FUiSHAERMMT . s FHEBS SR, BHEHREN
20 kV, FHSRERN 350 C, THRAFEN 11 Lmin', W% EH 40 psic BB T (mz) N
412.95 F B F (m/z) 53K 168.9 Fil 368.8, X i flf 18 fE 7 7351~ 10 eV Al 11 eV; #EZLH RN 105V,

H,0, % J& % H] DPD-POD 43 Y6l B 2 230 52, B 2 mL J B2 B, AR A 0.2 mL pH 4§ F
6.0 M2 WA WL . 10 uL POD %3 . 100 uL DPD ¥, A 8 40 s, fifi 43606 TH7F 551 nm %
R I RE O
2 HR51R
2.1 VUV iEBFIENE

VUV 5 B85 5 0 52 SR P 98 4L A0 S0 & A9 i 1,0, A8 ik i 17K 43 78 K T R 3
f# (55.6 mol-L™"), 185 nm VUV 4# &R}, K4 F MUk 4s K245 VUV L+, 24 i HO-Fil H- (=X
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(2)), JHEF 7R (D) 2 0337, VUV SRAT 3R & W B (1) HO-& B & 28 Uil it H,0,, 1% R0 1 —
Y0 I 10 R BN 4x10° mol-(Ls) 'R (4)). R H,0, 29k UV 48 O f% (0 = 0.55) % HOJT il #&
&K (5)~(6)), HHF VUV/UV i K s /i 91 A4 B H,0, Wk 44k, UV 4R B8 & HO- X H,0, [ #E
A28, H,0, 7R (ru,0,) 5 VUV 58 5 & AE Ll 56 R, e, 382k A [ (a] RsE, e 28 ag
R H,O0, W IR 18 H,0, 7=, EI AT S8l VUV 58 B850 & A0 I 2 o 7 i e H,0, Wk mT i
DPD-POD 43 5% BE i %, i A POD 5] T LAl v & v Jh Y 48040 W 109 & S 5 B2 48 5 1 0004, A
T G 000 85 9+ O 1 2 HL,0,0

HO- + HO- — H,0, @)
H,0, 2% HO- + HO- )
H202+HO' — H02 . +H20 (6)

F 2(a) Se i T 7K (1 mmol- L™ A4 iR 2% w35 TR ) 78 4145 i 6 e i &2 42 1,0, 4E il 5 VUV #5 iR
] Z B ) e &R o il ad nyo(umol-s™) 5 VUV FI B AL R X (7)), B8 ROLR N RGH VUV 55
HE )G 738 &

ru,0,V
qvuv = ;.):Z'oz 7

K quv i VUV BTl i, einsteins™; VN JRBARRL, L; @0 VUV BRI H,O, #9577
B (Puo, = 0.024)™ FEANE FIC LRI, quon TAVE N VUV I 58 BGR FE (Eyyy) FIAIE (9 #0i
H(r=34mm, h=350mm) {RBULMAMEHIL, KT Eyyy 4 1.16x10 einstein-(m?*s) ' VUV 1)
R BRI B (Fypy) AT LAE S X (8) T4

FVUV = EVUVtree (8)

12 0
= 10 F i
'% -0.3
5 8f _
i _g -0.6
= 6} Ay
= ¥
2 I -09
% 4r =
B )
) -1.2
T =

0 -1.5

0 2 4 6 8 10 0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42
L8 t.J/s
(a) H,O, /4= i de: (b) JREMUVIERS 12

E 2 VUV/UV#UVERTIEMFREBEEHTL
Fig.2 VUV/UV and UV photon fluences as a function of equivalent exposure time
22 UVERRFIZ/NE
K AR 2 O 1 I 52 40 A OGN R 4L Y 254 nm UV Y 58 BE R (Ey). R IR (0.012
mmol-L™") YE R BOE R (JRETE UV 48 BT A6 3R HOh 1.84x1072 7129 Hg il £ T 262 nm,
WA 9) A Eyye

101In(A’/Ax;)

Epy = ———— 1227 9
oy 2.303e®, 1. ©)

K. Epy b 254 nm AL UV 4R RSB E , einstein'(m®s) 5 s 254 nm &b JR 1 1Y B8 /- WO £ 4K,
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8 740 L-(mol-cm)'; @, jyﬁétrj'ﬁﬁﬁ’:fir“ & T P25, 0.02 mol-einstein s ALl Ay 23 W1 4 IR AE
262 nm 4 UV 48 BERT S OGRS, em's
Kl 2(b) S JR 1 7E UV 4145 v 254 nm 5 JEF B9 6% 25 2, 38 o 3005 v A5 — 0% Al i 5 B0h
34431072, fRAAZITEER UV & UV 55 B8 E (E,,) 4 1.39x107° einstein-(m-s) o UV A 5 18 5]
i (Fyy) AT AR (10) #1735
Fuy = Eyytree (10)
2.3 FREIILEX PFOA RIPEEER

& 3 5% UV I VUV/UV S T Bl 4 1e % H: oor
5 PDS(0.9 mmol-L™") &5 A F X PFOA 11 [ fif 34
. PFOA ¥ F% fift % th = B AR AK Ik o VUV §+ 80 |
UV/PDS. VUV/UV 4 8 . UV/PDS Hil UV 4 5
W PFOA 7EFUIN UV 4 I F 35 4R % - it S ol
[-™
P, 33X S T PFOA X 254 nm I K& T 19 -0-UV k,;=0.25 m” - einstein™!
N e o \ ~=-UV/PDS k, ,=1.47 m* - einstein™'
jllf] %ZIK Zi l]ﬁ LI& o VUV/UV T. Z E,:J l}%ﬁﬁ‘ 5&% iﬁ_{ V4 ~O-VUV/UV kvu =285 m? - einstein‘" .
B, FEMEAALE N VUV BB % O YUV/UVIPDS hyyyy 357 0¢ - cinstein’
VUV 6 i K 7 7E 9 HO-%& AL W % . i T i\
UV5I|&/(1072 einstein + m2)
3 i ~.m %
PDS JLfif 2 A SO, -, AT AT AL fif PFOA, A 3 PFOA 7£ UV. UV/PDS. VUV/UV
I, PFOA £ UV/PDS L2 F & 4 W b B M . VUV/UV/PDS T 2% T &2
Wi & VUV/UV G 58 £, VUV/UV/PDS T. 2 Fig.3 PFOA degradation by UV, UV/PDS,
EW LR EMRR, M — R R VUV/UV and VUV/UV/PDS process

0k 3.57 m*-einstein ',
2.4 PDS RE Xt PFOA &R R B S0

& 4(a) >~ PDS ¥ £ X} UV/PDS 1 VUV/UV/PDS T. 7 % PFOA [ it i) 52 i . 24 PDS ¥ &£ 0 0.
0.3, 0.6 0.9 mmol-L™ i, "UV/PDS Hl. VUV/UV/PDS [% fi# FPOA fY ¥ # % ¥t A B 8 fm .
VUV/UV/PDS T. 2 [ f# PFOA 24 DLF 3 ik e : UV(254 nm) A1 VUV(185 nm) {ff ft. PDS = 4 Y
SO, Ml HO My %A AL M fi# . VUV(185 nm) ELHEOGME . VUV ILHE/K ™ A 19 HO MY A AL A% . B T7E4H
TR N RS VUV/UV AUV F S, v RlsEAME, Bk, #ig L, VUV/UV/PDS T.2 %}
PFOA [ fift 3 R % 8 (kyup), 1% % T UV/PDS #il VUV/UV T. & F% fi# PFOA I 3 % % %k = il
(kypthy)o WERECH T2 (VUV/UV/PDS) RUCR K T2 M T2, XULHI A A RIEEMIER. T
XTER FH T 5[50 PFOA WS AL RO 17 S 1PAl , $E R FE 7 (R), FARHESL D #4715 .

kyurp
11
kuptkyu (n

HH L kyups kups kyy 239 VUV/UV/PDS, UV/PDS, VUV/UV T2 F%f#% PFOA HIEE THO6 T8 10
Ph—G% R EHL
Wi 40b) fr s, 24 PDSHWE A 0. 0.3, 0.6 A1 0.9 mmol-L ' i, RAF5 M 1. 099, 0.93 Fil
0.88, EIZMT TR HE ., X4 VUV/UV/PDS T2 M4 T UV/PDS A sk i, (HM Eik
3ANEBEMRHGIAER, R T LI RLAW S AEFEESNY, HEEE PDS 24571 4% i 1) 3
i, BT — @ IO . MmOy EEIRT 2 A 5. Be, B (12) T, PDS 5 S0, %
s R RE AR ES A B L, TR SO, A IEPERY, HYk, HEINAY PDS Wk BE 2 A
B VUV(185 nm) WOGRE, Se B £ VUV G+, 85 VUV Xf PFOA i EL 2 6 1EH
SO; +S,0;” — SO; +8S,0; (12)

R=
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LIRVE

UV/PDS
”J VUV/UV/PDS

| %

| 7wl

0 0.3 0.6 0.9
PDS#¢ % /(mmol - L")
(a) S Y EOR R L

k/(m? - einstein™")

« 107 -—-\.\.

0.8 1
0.6
(‘) 0.‘3 Oj6 0:9
PDS#¢ % /(mmol « L)
(b) BrlH] R 7454k

4 PDSKRE X UV/PDS # VUV/UV/PDS T Z & f# PFOA %21
Fig. 4 Effect of PDS concentration on PFOA degradation by UV/PDS and VUV/UV/PDS processes

2.5 VUV/UV/PDS X PFOA BYF& #2111+

R e w AN VUV R B R I B o &
(HO-F1 SO, ) [R] 2 & AL X+ PFOA [ figt 1) o1 ik ,
W 3 7S AT BE (10 mmol-L™' TBA) % HO- i
Py RBN, nE 5 pr/R, VUV/UV T2 B i
PFOA i 2, [EAf# 2 £ 2.85 m* einstein™!
[ & 2.34 m*-einstein ' 3 K H B0 55 % W
HO-% 1k X} PFOA iy % fift o7 ik &8 2>, AU 4
18%. 1M T VUVOLFE®EMRERE, T A5
[ PFOA, HAE VUV/UV BT 205
FFEH (82%).

PFOA % fift o7 Wk 25 2R R W (& 6), BE &
PDS % fin & By 34 i, A Hi 2 (HO-F1 SO, ) Xf
PFOA (1) [ i o ik 12 Wi 38 K o R T W AT
VUV/UV/PDS T. 25 %t PFOA ) [ figt HL 1, XF
UV Ml VUV T8 T 28 W P & 415y (B
(PO,>). H,0. PFOA F1 PDS) iy W W 73 #i (£}
M foon) HEATT 200, 45 R IE 7). BEE
PDS £ AN A8, PDS X UV 5% 7 W i B 1)
i 17.73% & T+31 65.99%, i % VUV YT 1%
W LB 0.14% b TH3) 1.33%, SO, 4k ik i
P, AT R 16 SO, X PFOA (1) [ it 11 5t
Wk o [F I, BE & PDS HRE Ay B K, —EB 4
VUV F #% PDS 3 4+ W Wi, 5 2 PFOA Xf
VUV G F (1 W R % 7T B (WU L 61
0.23% [% % 0.19%), VUV *%f PFOA 1Y B % f#
YERZ /N . T VUV B3 G # 9 30CR
vrEk B R, K, SECT R RAAE AL

In([PFOAJ/[PEOA],)
5
AN

| e vuvuv
& VUV/UV+TBA

0 5 10 15 20 25
UV5| /(1072 einstein - m™)
5 T E (TBA) Xf VUV/UV 488 PFOA
PEARHR B0
Fig. 5 Effect of tert-butanol (TBA) on degradation of
PFOA under VUV/UYV irradiation

120 -
C_IAmkf  PZAVUVEELE

100

80 -

60 F

WA BTk %

40 b

20 |

LA ) 7 72

0 0.3 0.6 0.9
PDS¥#¢ J#/(mmol - L")
6 PDSKE X VUV/UV/PDS TZ+ PFOA
% #% ST MK EE RS2 1
Fig. 6 Effect of PDS concentration on PFOA degradation
contribution ratio in VUV/UV/PDS process

2t LRk, A% T UV/PDS 1.2, VUV/UV/PDS T. 2 A fE AR HIGEAE IS 0 R, i i 44k VUV 48
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100 100 ___pps PO — PFOA - H,0
- - -PDS PO} — PFOA - HO e

5E 75+
ST e S sot
o P S 2

st 251

4 : ; . or ; o — .

0 0.3 0.6 0.9 0 03 0.6 0.9
PDS¥# J#/(mmol - L) PDS¥k & /(mmol « L)
(a) UV (254 nm) (b) VUV (185 nm)

7 VUV/UV/PDS TZHERP &E 7 A FRE D 16
Fig. 7 Photon absorption distribution of each component in solution in the VUV/UV/PDS process

M, WA 981k PFOA MYREMFSOCR o SR, M TR FZ EPEZE H] HO- X PFOA MR MR AR B 22, T
AR RO A P T T o
3 Z5ip

1) i i:f DPD-POD 43 ) B 2 Al Ak 22 B OG FLPR 1 I a2 4045 i 6 S 1 R 48 VUV Fil UV Y 4 i
i 4351 °A 1.16x107* einstein-(m*s) ™" il 1.39x107 einstein-(m*s) ',

2) 38 i e BOR [R] TZ2 X PFOA 1Y B i 2 Ao & B PFOA % fft 5 i =y 2R 19 T 2 HE P R
VUV/UV/PDS. VUV/UV §g i | UV/PDS Fl UV g & R X T 5l UV A1 VUV/UV 48 8, PDS 4%
neA % SO, -, I ERALXT PFOA [ FEf# . HH F&i4M1 185 nm VUV L FHE I, VUV/UV/PDS T. 2
XFF UV/PDS T. 2% PFOA [ fift H A I 5 iy 5 A A .

3) 24 PDS ¥ R 0. 0.3, 0.6 F1.0.9 mmol-L™" if, PpEIHF RIMTF 1N 1 FEKZE 0.88), £
JUE VUV/UV SR AT 0] B 538 16 UV/PDS T 2% PFOA Y F& it 2= %2, {H PDS 1 VUV/UV A9 B¢ FH I 7%
AW BRI . AR LS AE T PDS ¥ B A4 T+ & 34 im SO, - AE B, {HL[RI B PDS & 4+ 1z ik
VUV JFF 5 PFOA [WELHE: VUV R AE IS, 530 PFOA R 1t FIrIm) IR A3 o A1

4) #X}F UV/PDS T. 2., VUV/UV/PDS T ZAEAMIMAEFERIEOL T, vl VUV B 6% A
VUV Jtf# PDS A= i SO, -, #fk PFOA F&ff . AWFF2H s BB IR VUV/UV SKAT N F PFASs 9

FBRAR LRI A 2 HF o

R
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Abstract  Perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) is a kind of perfluoroalkyl and polyfluoroalkyl substance with high
detection frequency in water, which cannot be effectively removed by the conventional water treatment
processes. The ultraviolet (UV) /persulfate (PDS) process has a good treatment effect on PFOA. Compared with
traditional low-voltage mercury lamps, the new light source of vacuum UV/UV (VUV/UV) mercury lamp can
effectively photolyze PFOA by outputting additional 185 nm VUV photons without increasing the electric
power input. Therefore, the UV/PDS process driven by VUV/UV mercury lamp has the potential to degrade
PFOA efficiently. The mini-fluidic photoreaction system equipped with VUV/UV mercury lamp developed
previously was used in this research. The VUV and UV irradiation intensities determined by micro hydrogen
peroxide generation method and chemical actinometry (uridine) were 1.16x107* and 1.39x107 einstein-m s,
respectively. According to the results of PFOA degradation by different processes, the addition of PDS could
generate SO, - to enhance the degradation of PFOA comparing to individual UV or VUV/UV processes.
Because of additional 185 nm VUV photon irradiation, the VUV/UV/PDS process could significantly enhance
the PFOA degradation than the UV/PDS process. When the concentrations of PDS were 0~0.9 mmol-L™, the
values of synergistic factor R were all below 1, indicating that although the VUV/UV mercury lamp could
enhance the removal of PFOA by UV/PDS process, the combination of PDS and UV/UV has no obvious
synergistic effect. The increase of PDS concentration could increase the generation of SO, - and strengthen the
contribution of free radical degradation (18% to 35%), but PDS could also absorb VUV photons, which
weakened the direct’ VUV degradation of PFOA (82% to 65%) and the overall synergistic effect of PFOA
degradation. This study shows that the addition of VUV strengthens the UV/PDS process and significantly
improves the removal efficiency of PFOA, which provides a theoretical reference for the application of the
VUV/UV/PDS process to.efficiently remove PFOA in water.

Keywords VUV/UV/PDS process; perfluorooctanoic acid; dose measurement; photon absorption;
degradation contribution
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