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Compositional characteristics of chemical pollutants in flowback water
during shale gas hydraulic fracking
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Abstract  Accompanied with rapid growth of shale gas industry, associated environmental
problems have received continuous attention from the academia and public. Shale gas production is
tightly linked to regional water resources. Specifically, shale gas extraction is consuming huge
amount of fresh water resources, and the produced wastewater also contain thousands of chemical
components. Thus, the relevant studies focusing on organic pollutants in the flowback water are
receiving increasing interests. Our study summarizes the information on types, sources, concentration
levels and harmful health effects of various organic pollutants introduced during shale gas
production. Specially, the known persistent, mobile and toxic compounds (PMT) detected in
flowback water, which are less sorptive but persistent, which could accumulate in drinking water
resources and groundwater aquifers, were exemplified. Also, the potential impact on the regional

drinking water resources and groundwater quality were demonstrated. Lastly, given that chemical
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pollution associated with shale gas production in China is still in early stage, our study also provided
outlook for future studies.

Keywords flowback water, shale gas, hydraulic fracturing, chemical pollutants.
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PMTs (Persistent, mobile and toxic substances) & & 7 PR35 H 28 B H 157 2 P R0 55 W B 18 75 38 T2
YL, BORNZSE Dy BR85S AR BN TR A R R L B, -8 /KR8, ZE R ZKOK I A T 2
FRIZ ISR, #E M52 i AR K RN 7KK BT, I8 i IRoK X — 28 BR i 1 fi 3 A AARMERBR. R tk, PMT Jh
AP A IR O BT — 28 B A Ak 2 i UL DRI 3R AR HEZK (9 Ak 27 35 e o0k DX oK B 5 1Y 5 T, 3%
R OGE PMTs. 5207 KB, R HEZK B AL AR 32 e 24853« I AR S50 2 IR 3 i 52 ), A [
DX 3R HE K B K A2 AR B ) 20 R i AT e B B 22 5. IR AR I 6t s 240 HEZK R i AR 23
HEAT T A BT R R, BOAR N fig S W3R 1] 1Y) B SR 100, (ELR 0 3R (B DU ST R A2 s Je B #2405 B A 48
T A SR S b, AR SOR R A OC N AR SCHR, B L I 9 T R HE K v AR S e i O3 A
FEAE, I BRI | Ae2E S Xof DX s R FH 7K G YR R TR 7K 28 A4 B A6 8 19 PMITs. 3300 3 A D Ak 2
v DRV, A8 B o B8 1 8, SR ] A0 ol 5 R e € 0 i 4 AR SC BRI AR 4

1 WASIFREXIB/AKEIREZ S (Shale gas exploration and regional water resources security)

B B LM A PRI AR, SO R RE IS ki g vUa U — P R s R )iz
AR R, SR T Bk G, FEIFE R WU ITE—E FR i ERAUE ILRIR A, 1D AT
X TALGERE IR B M . 2 /i BAT R T SR AR Y 5 0 XA TS GEREATIE )., AR
JE AN Hp AR Ca U LRI (2015—2020 4F) ), H iR [ 5UA EOR TR BT 21.8 112
o’ T [ BUR FE R FNBCR A5 D5 T 50U S0P 1 A S 3 1 A ) 304, LISRAS AL HE N 0 U0 KR
SCBERL A TTRR. RIS, SO ST R XK BT IR 5 i A2 20, — D7 T, 3 B 00 U AL A
GO DL R B e R R AT 2022 5 U0 S5 07 T ) PR R, e s SOk K i B vy 7 26 [ ARl 2 4507
(5, S 9B CAAUR BRI (2015—2020 4F) )7E 2030 4R 1 T4 A HAR, 20 146 3.8 12 m’ 1Y
K. T35 T, GUASTF R B A I R] P AR /K B KR i, 286 s T) A DR o FH 7K 25 Y 385 5 il >4 b 19 A= 7
A2 L T ST SR R b i A T KT B O K ) R R OR 23 I AR R i B K BEUR, Shi
AR BIF5T 2 BH e BEFE /K B R 2 o 00 ST R B K Y 98%. Yu S5 45 H DU 1| DU AT 2l il
L3 X IR v Y K .

I X DX I B R S I 2 A6, B S X K PR A 1 el 25 52 50 . iRl 1 IR, TUR SO R 2
RO R AR HE K A R A s W B, oS = BA 3 5 000 75 ), A0 R Ak B A
FEAS Y AT RE 5 | A 2 SRR BREE T G 171 G et M 5, WUA ST R ] RE 3 I 1 /K BRBE 15 G AT
I3 K TS YRR K TS G RS TUE ST R B9 3R, 1 K TS G il RE AR i A g AR L K
T ERGE R LA KR A R RSB R 2OR HE K SE AL B | A A7 AN ] R S 2Ot KI5 4y, Hohik
HEPZ KB R BR8P B &R, TR | A b 3R K A s 78 3R Ak . S R R /K K Bt L K S m ARl 8 807,
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BeAb, GO SO RE A T REE i PR LA AR R & K2 (D FER 3 b A A i A I F 0 T
I At oKk Rl (2) FE PR i At A T T e w18 B W= AR, T 2RO RSt A T2 oK 7
(3) HBEIR . TR HE AR R0 (4) K g e B A 7 A R R HE K [0 2 7 AT R i it T 7K 75 0,

Fracturing fluids: $Ei%7)(Gels); 221E5](Crosslinkers); fif %] (Breakers);
pH#% 171 (pH adjusting agents); ER(Acids); i fh 4 #71 (Corrosion inhibitors)...

B 1 sUa USRI R A
Fig.1 Schematic diagram of hydraulic fracturing for shale gas extraction
2 EZE B4 B & ( Composition and purpose of fracturing fluid)

FI R DA YT R 2l F K 0 e SRR, 7K ) T 2800 32 2 JRUBE A 6 o e 284 T 2K F o 2=
DRACTE A 280, AEFFIR ™ A v e, 25 2 J0 1K R 32 B T3 IS T R e 58, DI 7 A J= 24 . i e 3¢
THIAIBITE A, ZEEGEE T HE M, 520 B SCPE R SO 2, (i 0 J28 i N, DT 4 g il R 4R
RS RN T] 43 R oK SCHE VRS IR 85 = AN 88 43, KA 884, J2 IR 24 1) = 4 g, Gl
FEoN 90%; SCAEF — MR A S . FRE A 05 B2 A BB BE, of U2 8%; R ANFRIL 15 LR 2%, 1H
A ZEEY R, A R, — 0N, BEE SR U R B AR A A2 AL, 2R (T A
B YRt 2 A BT TR Y, A3 1 BiR, MR Ferrer 2524 YT, A INsal KA T 204 LR LAN4 43

R 1 RNRBAE 28045 4100 5 & B L

Table 1 Purposes and proportion of each component of fracturing fluid in hydraulic fracturing operation

Wnsi Additives JH3#& Purpose 5 b % Fraction
gl P R AR ARG I, B SRAD RV, R S 0.050
QS 2255 B BRI R A Y o T U TR, P 3P ik 0.007
T R A 5 B F T 1) 4 LI 5 g, Rk i AR P R R R i 0.070
R T W SEHR, REARGEE, R0 SRR, A B T RSO I 0.060

pH#z 57 = 3SR A b 0.010
iz BT YL, R T 0 0.150

JE g 55 [517 1 B AR 10 X A 1) ok 0.002
BRI 97 1 74 T8 PR KSR (50T 0.090
R Etih] B7 18k S FILUE 0.006
FHAER B 1k DUE I Z G Tk 0.120
N Fil THTEI ) 2 P i 20 0.060
FEHTTE Pl RSO ) e AR R B2, AR 2L RORN DA 22 A 1) S TR 7 ) 0.075

3 RHEKHE VG RY T (Types and distribution of organic pollutants in flowback water)
R HE KSR AR TE T RS A, de ol 1] 3] 3 T ) 14, BAT R R SR . H i RS R T, o —



308 7N 54 1t 2 41 %

A5G IRE I RE SR 7 oK. 7= AR TR AE = S B, ARl A — e R B A AR, SR HE R A A
PR B, AH H IR /NS > 3R HE K 2H G AT 43 A R B e IR B R B TSP B S i 2
ZRIBEY . R A IUAEMAEEY dnd: . &8 . AMARAK S D L L RARG Y ). AILEWTE
N G AL B A Yk B A Al e 2T AR SO IR HEK TR A LTS G i 2 BURRAE . T AR,
SR G RO RE T U SR HEK Th A LTS G4 o3 A 5 2H BURRAE, (H 3R R DG 5% 1 Ak T 20
WFFE o B, JU B X SR B 19 2 P R £ 40 BT (R AR A (B2 =, 00 S 8 S 4 X B AR HEZK b B
it T 2 By B i Ak.
3.1 AL EEY

ANTRIBIFZE 028 37 438 T AR HEZK A LR I 2E GRS I 21 A LTS G b o b Y
R e 5 . Wang 55 PV T 0TS AT XY SR HEK B9 A MLAR SE REAE AT T b, A5 R R W
C6—C21 HEEREIEM CT—C13 IbeZAHLY) & e, 15 48% LA L. Piotrowski 55 73047 T~ Marcellus
T i DX 4 iR HE KRR 5, 90 L 32 2 R S e e HL L R 38 42%—69%. Hoelzer 45 2 Xf
Fayetteville DU# L X AR HEAHE S 3047 T A AL 20 09 20 B, ZER I 20 1k G- 9 kv, e dae B il i
J L RARKEE S, 55 WIS PR AT i — A HLE G, Strong 5P £ Marcellus 5T
25 I P FR R HE AR H 2 SR I 2] T 994 FhFT 987 FAMLIL G, Hoirp 26%—27% R RIS FHIRAL G
Y, 2%—3% H Z ¥ 57 4% (polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, PAHs). 4%, HIZ& | 278 . — H 2R 7E IR HE K K
s G 00 A SR UL, AE 22 0 SCHR TR B0 3 S G KA, Abualfaraj Fil Ziemkiewicz S5E 3 WL AEAF A
Kt T HA O TR A Y, WK 20 45 PAHS T DUAE b a B R R ) ) A A W O, i 2 F
R 0303 F S A TRE S B PAHS, 47y | 3E . Z5A R ZEBUR I A . He 2500 FE R HEKBR & HR ARG H T
13 T} {A& PAHs #l 4 Fhbe bk PAHs, BR1A& PAHs 2434525 | JE, 3f H 21 T 20 BCAE KR s e
JE PAHs T2 025 AEMATAEY) (- 320 A 38/ — W 6 49E), 32 200 ) T 49 B AF 0k AH i i 5E B0
L, IR AHEAK IR A R AR i v ELRR R S N R b AT e B A R SR T, DR I Ak R HE
K AR 32 B T K a8 SGTE. Luek 5507 ) FH R /&1 0 238 0 8 57 A0 46 125 - [ g 4R i 4
A8 ) i A B AR, XK Ty FE 2GR HE KRR S AT 1 430, JT R R IR) 7 22 AL RTRUBT 35 (MS-MS ) H, B3 4 AIE
XF R ) oA T 1 485 AR, FE R HE KRR S Hhoks il 1) 0K 5 19 A HLA . Wang S50 A L
AR 2T ARG | SR A 5 T 56 FH B AR G U )1 77 X T A S SR HE K B A LA 2 Bt A 7
AT, R AR R o A AR FNRACE. 1A, mF5E R R, Sk A G WAE L, BE L RER | B
WERAL G W A5 A B AT B RE B 09 B ke DU 5 i /b B 2 F a0 Kt T RS T, i 2,2,4-— H -
13-, S, RIS, A, k. B, R RS, AP, SR H R TR SR R A SRR TE 2
RS g . DL RS SRR, U AT R AR HEK A S TG BT e R e, R R 2
PABERE R ., 5 B EALS W R v A e R i SCHRIA A At B Tk R IR S LAt ) o Bt AR AR D
HFR TR AL B RIAS I 77 3 A AN (], A 8 A AL b et 254 i 22 5.
3.2 ALY R
321 JRZWALS

MR IR HEK 0 77 2 A, FRATASME & BB HEZK FHAR AT BB 2 & A R R0 A4y IRl , R A s o 7E
RHEAK R T R A BCRT B A e SO S N )L R, e SRR R HEK A LTS e ORI —.
FEZER IS IMFN A ML B AR | e, DRk 2 IR DL Sk 45 i in i g 2 43 7, K
AT R, FRTIE PR L AR L BRI R | R R R 2 R IR HE KRR S TR A DU 2. Zhong T He
SR U ST R BB HEK th ¥4 T 5 & ¥ (polyethylene glycols, PEGs) F1=¢ 3 iy 28 R 4A 4 M
fit (octylpenol ethoxylates, OPEs), PEGs & 148 £ e /K i = W 1) 58 5 %), OPEs 7E Rl L #EFK A Triton-X,
W 3 38 W A0 R RS 249 ) 2R T 0 57 . Oetjen %55 73R HEAKEE & HR AN 2 T C10 B C17 B 5%
% (benzalkonium chlorides, BACs) (1 [F] & ¥, BACs J2&— g 7K [ 25—~ 1f 176 P4 571 . JHAth 1) 2 1o 3% 2 541,
W AR FEEEP A0 2 R0 2T AR B G RE . AR R IR YUY A 2 SCRR A . STk R IE Y
IR TR 2B A ot i SR S SR 2808 oS -1,3,5- — FE R 1,3,5- R 2 R R IR ), 2
LR W FR IR 25 1L & W7 20 SCIRE 22 B K, A28 — W R IR vT B8 -5 7K I R 245 B2 0% 8l - VRN
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54 5%, Hoelzer 552 AR HEK HR N 2] T Z2 R0 488 — W IR R, BRELHE A F 1488 — W R R, 40Xl (2-
L HEC ) AR W R MR (HAEFE RN, WEFERA TR —H IR, iR —HR s T3, =T
e TR T I AR R 5k (H5 0, FEIEL RPN R G A
PR H R TR r W E SR U, (EOFAE BT A F 2R 5 W 25 2 (A o v BRG] SR — H R R, o T 381 1 468
R TR ER By BARSSAVAE A R RE S v oA e AS [, (RS [A] 25 2 rh DR — B80T HL7E 52 55 28 % A 52 v
JFEA B, I Hoelzer S5IAH X SEAGIN 2 A4 A VAR FTRESR A T7K 1 R 2UEAL AR HEZKAE 512, Wang
SEUVTE IR HE KRR S oA DU B0 PR IR T, X Rl S B = on RN B IR R . HA R
T3 28 7375 43 SCHR LA K 31, Wolford 2514 7E Marcellus U175 1 X (1 3R HEZKAE S ook U 2 T F75
PR, 78 Hs 249 i o 9% FHAVE 2R S 7351 57), Hoelzer 52 A 2] T 1-28 [ | 2-2 F-1-C BE AL P 5 (A8
YRR USSR 5% T (—Fh 2 TF 89858 5 5] ).
322 HEEELEY

BT R 24 AE K ) R 25 R 5 0 b 2 I R 422 fi, DALt HEZK o A ALY G AN R I T 0
ATFRETE A 24, [FBT 2ok B DA M2 ARAE 5T, M2 A LY B bE . WiE . 05
ke B2 DL K2 45 SR HEK TR Z A ALY RE AT SR ok H R RS i 3R, T B8 2 B T Hb s i [
PR ARXEA BB 40 43, ek R KR R A A AL A ). Orem 51 78 b 2K O SR 2 A (654
FHFE R BRI . ey . 2070 Bi sk | — 26 IR b G (R e 2R I e K AR A=) Fn
KEEBE I, 13X 576 R HEZK ARG I 25 S AHBL. Ziemkiewicz 2552 WFY & PR, 7R HE o 7 o W 4E 198 HL 47
F4) V¢ JEE I TR AS R 394 o vy LA SR HE K H A v B b v A e S0 ) v B = 15 22, LA R R HEZK A R 43 il
K H Marcellus T 75 12, A 2 241 . Hoelzer 25 ZE 1R HE K HPAG I 2 T 2R LF- 0] LA 2 J&
b5 S DR 5 A AR Ak oy A b A i i o R O BR B 2E (RPEE ). DAL 5 SR R B 2 G DLt 2 R HE
KA I ) LRI Z —.
323 AW

FER L AR T, K B R R = RS P AU -, 76 T il ® R S i A LA R
AMFERT, ZAEYHEA A B SEIEA Y RN, JAk, 25 b a3 IR S 7o & A8 RO, st
JEZLM P B R G W AT A 2 R AL RN RREIR,, DA SR T 5K ) 0 A8 R 200 & A A TR ), (H —SE b
FEbe ST R HEZK HR TN 3 1 20 B 40 TR Y AEAE BB A T RS R A0 AT LA (R B Ak W e Ak Ak, AR DG B
Gy 0272030 S R IR HEZK R I R ()3 22 8 WL S & T B 7K 0 R 4R 3R, A A 2 M 5T R PR £
ALY Rk, DL 25 53 WA e Ak S g 2 3R HE K 1A BILTS G P ) S5 2R R 22— Hoelzer 55 7E 1R HE
KRR S AN B T RS AR, TN T AR A e A R N Y PILEE: (a) AEIR R (RP, HA TEK i 24 fig
JG A RERRAEER 3, A — 5 W REIR I [B]) 7K A B, (b) B AR5 () 8 5] By e A e iy . SR r i
B AL ) AL 4E s AR . A PLER . RIS . DN ER . BRE S5 A HL e A 0B LRI AT 23 R 2R W
I 240 TG AR W A 2750, Luek SE67 & 3T 4 0 04 b A0 5 © R0 B B IR F AN DTS, 38 A3 X 0124 b
JZKBEREE . o, IR K BT R AR i AL HLY). Sumner S5 G 8E T 12 Fhr AT . DhgE 2 ARk
JIEZEG NG, R —A i He RN 2R Ge ok 7 Ho i AR AL, BF 58 22 B R AR $h /K MK Ty 2405 hn
) 2Z (] B T B2 W T BE 2 T BRI A P ) B AN . AR IR HEAK A b BT v DL — O O IR HE K
o] FH, BB R HEZK 21790 2 S A RS T80T PV R 249 T o Rl oy S TR A B, i S Ak A BT i
IR HE P ACH K A LA By A BT B R4, PR R HE K AT e s A 2 2 R A L 4
Wang S50 7E 7K A s 0 2] il 2 = G e, mTRE b S 28 7H 3 A S AL B9 &I 7= 4. T Piotrowski 2828 7E iR HE
KA it AR I 28] i £ 4 R T 2 I, VR A TN T R R A A A R R LTS B D BB HEK .
WAk, i S A P A R (NS A S WA TRAL G W) B BNt T R 25 S B0 AR AT B2 R P 0 A
Y. Evans 2600 3@ i 4E B bRA ALK ALY 16 27 0 B f 22 FE I A 2448 7R 1 78 /K 07 e 240 72 Hh 2 A BIL i
Y EEAL TR A Y RN R 52, S BRGAE DA AL b A i e At A vp R #85 S SR . A, A LR
02— 2% WAL 7 1), Hoelzer 55> 7ER HEZK Hh & B — S8R IR (W2 . TR AICR) 1Y% i
FEABOE IX LW [ A IR R B AL 7 ). 1 220 50 IS HE KA i R 21 1 R, PR B P e
F e 249 a5 700 94, AT BB & 5% AL 7= 112, Hoelzer 552 ZEAF 9 Ho S8 22 TR A 35 A0 A= IR B P= 9. B T
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A A LR FTPI R A1, SCRR IR 2 T Al B A7 ). He 5507 ZEIR HEAKRE i vh S0 Hh T O BE
R TR, {H X Fh Bk R I Tk 2 it AN 7 42 K = N ) B3 B (Domestic Substance List, DSL) H7, 1 HAH M ) =
(2,4-ZHUT FORIL) WHEIR (CyoHgsPO3) & DSL L3 UL R A WPt AL, 76840 Ja 2 A il or K Dl 5]
BRI . Kim 255208 5 4 TN 00 43 1) 5 6 240G H K R K IR A, FFAL T F s iR s R i 41, B
LN LA PRI S v ARG B R A 2 B TN —EE D BEFR T, AR K IR R, R A AT
K AINRE, AR RRAREE I | B A R A5, TN Bt R R S LR R4 2 —, TR BE R . R R
F R BEL I ), A X R AT 0 A AL B A R v, T R ] AR S AL R TN R R A . b SCER B
OPEs™* 1R25 5 Wl 1wl A= W [ ik Ay = S, 1 = SE 093 2 — b N 2 i T4
3.3 RHEK TG YL ) B
33.1  RHAKIA LG YK

B Z AR, B 18 SCHER R HEZK 578 HLTS G AT T o b, T AR IR DL R OR R )
— S i AR | PRI A5 R O A . e, R A DI T S At BR A K5 ). Abualfaraj 5P
FE IR HEZKRE i RS 00 21 28 - 49 B R 0.125 mg L, 2 5 K75 L FR{H (maximum contamination level,
MCL) [ 25 f%. Ziemkiewicz %502 il A& SR HEZK HH R Bk BB 18 MCL 24 40 £%. Shih £ X} 61 f771R
HE K BE G 2B AT 7RG I, ARG I E) R AY dR m HkE  1.2 mee LY, 38 3T /5 T MCL. It Ak, Abualfaraj %5 B
R 3] R — G e () T 2 B MCL 1 240 1% Lester 2503 e HE/K o 594 ML REAT T 22 S 40T,
FEFE R AL A TR ER . R () T ER7ERS BRI, Herp D R i B =35 16 mg-L. W P 3L
1% E#) Bt (methylene-blue-active substances, MBAS) 7£ — S8 SCHk it 45 5 Y, 7F Ziemkiewicz %55 4 iff
58 MBAS (17 ¥4 2 0.42 mg L™, Shih 55 (U RIFFE 45 8 5 AR, F- B3R 2 0.45 mg L. BR¥Y
AU S F R X118 0 R HE KRR S HEAT TR, A5 AR B 1 - YR O 8.47 nge LY, R TR E
IRV ZERRAE(S pg L") 410K R — TR XM N 5.85 ng L', i 13k [ 48 b XA 16 IR K b 2K
U AR 5 00 H AR TERRAE (3 pg L) . 25 Lk, SR HEK A ZFa WL 5 Y 8 T oK ks, HopoR
Z — SR E AEE AL 5 Y W 44 e . SR, R R K AL BRI 2 T 1R 22 B E A LR, X
PR 1350 20 A LTS Ge B 0 v B2 B4 i, 78 3 Y A K I 5 kB vh, S AILYAR OC B AR HE A BR
il IS A 7 TR 30 mg- L' LATR . BRI, AH K SRR o A B I R 7 R R 5 37 1 SO I 5 1) S 4.

H AT, A AR HEAK KT 1 43 BT AEFEAR Z2HERT, FE R HEAKRE S AT AR R 735 I, th Pk KAk 2E S
B e PE AR (RIS LR . B . Eh | pH ), KR 5 AY TIUAL BEFN T vk 4 B ELBR AR £ XX —[a]
15, Regnery 2509 3% F— U+ /\ b S 5 I (C18) A3 b Y [ A A€ L (SPE) FAURH 10013 - 5 1 3 1 4%
AR, ST T TR ) R K el i R I i 5k Ak, IR HEK T A B 4, T RE S A E A
J& O HEAZ TR DA R A LAY, 3R o BT AR $E T BR AR 7. 55 43 F R A i - o 1 xR A AL
o MRAER A K45 T EEAE Y, (AR T &0 AEB b | AR A B A 9. A (a3 -
JOT T SR A 3R HE K rh s AR M A = K I ML S W RO, C TR RS ], A T2
Y A =y L B Ak, A B AR S 25 - ] iE 2 4R T 1% (FT-ICR-MS) J& — i 55 43 HER TS o pr B R,
B HA R B 43 HER AR I A, © A B9 R FT-ICR-MS 4387, U1 T iR HEK H i
FRELAAR, Ry 5 SR I F TS T 2250 B4,
332 RHEKTA LG YR L E

b ST, R HEAK A B HLTS Y8 T K MK SR AR TS YK REE, S E A
faRR. ARAL T LAY T KR KI5 G, SR HEZK 78 K& — o & B k5 G Wk s, T i ok
AP U A B, A R ARTE YT AR A T R TS ] e s R R AR K L A RUR RS IR A
77 L 8 ] 4 b 2 fh 380 3R HE /K v () A2 0 B, 17 3R HE 7K — S L R0 A A 2 i 2 X AR A A 3 g e,
M 2 FAR R — H R IR 2 R 2 . BUR FNEAS AW, PTEIR 9 43 M R G0 RN GR £ M T RE 2 38 in 2 fi
N B FRUT DRURS: B0, T e i EL A AR g G Ak B e A BRI, A AR S Ak A . HEAE G S | EEk (F
Pt S N ) BUGE R A B L 5 4, A TR RIS AR AR B T A BB S Hh RO it Ah, — SR TR
%) [ 7 0 BRIk B W 75 1 O v L O LA 9 A RO, S T3 40 WL i A 4 o AR fee B 10 1 2, SE [
B R B et il T Y i B — R LB o A L AR 2. He S50 BE T fa iR i 2 57
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AN TR B 1 3R HEZK AP H 7K (flowback and produced water, FPW) 198 AILEE B 1, 4387 1 A HIL4H 40 5%
BE I £ R R 10 75 1 5 0, 65 R S s R IR B A RIS O F K B 0 A 3R 09 A 25 B 2 Bt 2 A L )
(149 TP o 2 4 o, o L 2 B R e 042 ik 22 B O AR R HL VP A A A 9, 2 ot e U B 7 A T
ST E . Blewett 58191 47K 2 40 0 20k (48 h 2BEBL UK 5 LCso) A2 1R (21 d) 258 T FPW Hik R
fIE FPW 1 5 1, 76 12 P 2% 88 b U022 21 /K 28 19 A2 5 A6 B 2 [ Hull 2519 5% 28 9 98 ' 4 il 2%
(BLIA). Ames II 375725 1k 1 P B W 54 2% 07 06 B X0 FPW RS 321 FBCZE W0 R A R4 T 20 B7, dl i BLIA
R IR HETT 220 d KA A AR & 0 BRI DL 25 S0 BH IR HEZK v A 5 W 0T, R AR R
Jak JHp.
333 RHPK AL HEE AR

WF AR T AL ARBLAS () T AR 72 K A AL B AR RN T2 R AR TAEM N A Z —. TR HEK
PIAE B AR F B AR | EEEER | B B R | 2RI AR UL R A Wy AR A5, L i 4y B H R
JE—FPRA RS A K AL H Dy ik, AR UE . g . ANNE . IE MBS B E, LLECHT T & B R Bl
T EFE AR, Tang 55100 5 51 7 UK Sl I 38 -5 UK 96 1 ¢ I B RS BH RE R SAHZ5 A, $2 40 T — M fai e
AP — R TR R T 25, R G B A BEARAR L 3B AT AR . A7 3 m S0, 78 TUa SR KAk
PR R T BT 9% 7). Chang SE17 SR I MERFET 11233 74 I DA AR HEZK R H oK S BGR 7K F

LSRR HE 7K Ak BB, 2% 1 22 oA 2504 B AR T 1 R P H A 1,

4 RHEZKH ) PMT K IHST/KIRR BN (PMT in flowback water and impacts on water environment)

1T PMT 2875 4y im PR AR PR B Re A, — BRI ER 1T DL %835 4% 2K A BRI SR K B B
CEAR AR PRI T 7K I 2R, 1 1l 52 0 R P K K SR A B 7K 2 2, Il ad oKX — R ER A2 6 H A
P RE . A SORR HEK T B HLAL G Wit AT T 3t — 2B A L B0, R BLR HEK PR AE 2 A 2 R PMT.
HA B FA WAL L1- M O 1,3,5- =2 L4-T 8N I SERUT SEE (methy! tert-
butyl ether, MTBE), —.Z B Fl it (PEULFE 2). DUSH S0 e — P WA 5 s AL 4, K g, 38
WEHIER R, A= KA BE 1 8505, 7R3 h BAT IR e B35 A, BE ARG 240 AR BO M R T 1T
R G, TS T NARAE R, B9 A TR A A F KT R4 191 L1- S LA AR
8 PR 28 R e 3 U, RGeS — R AL R S AL SR, HE B A 2B R BUEY T 5. MTBE 1E
VU ST 2R il B B AR BRI, Fe 5 7 T oK i Lo ¥ %, (3R 5E R A 221, DRI nl fE 2595 YL /K 35
o g bR, IR HEK T Z R ML AR BT PMT JE M, WRARAF . A BRI HEBOAS Y 253 K5
G, I gl DI AR K B Y e 4

F2 DI PMTs ¥ B SCHA 0 H
Table 2 Known PMTs detected and their use type

CAS. fb: 4 Chemical ¥ H ¥ Purpose

127-18-4 VY4 £, 4 (tetrachloroethylene) R
75-35-4 1,1- =45 2% (1,1-dichloroethylene) AN

108-67-8 1,3,5- = H75(1,3,5-trimethylbenzene) FmEMR

123-91-1 1,4- 5 75¥(1,4-dioxane) FRMNE R
1634-04-4 FH 350U T S4 i (methy! tert-butyl ether (MTBE)) gl
111-96-6 .2 Wi (bis(2-methoxyethyl) ether) LR
22042-96-2 . =AW R R BERR £ (diethylenetriaminepenta (methylenephosphonic acid) sodium salt (DMPS)) BHF

5 B%5REHE (conclusion and outlook)

A ST RIBHR A LTS R By 220, R B2, Horp e AL S 10 o5 Lo e, 57 A ek 390
M AL S P A K . X 26 B TS Qe iR IR o3 oK T R0 R AR P Refbid i, A £
Foft s SREBCAS TR ZH 73« i 5 R DR A A5 0 A B Gk 64 ML) ) B A 7= 0 A R HE /KRR ol FR o 31, 7521
P, )AL A YR AR S 1 — AL B, LA SHLHI B A% AE XA HLTS S e B RIS
Hh, ZRR B R BRI B A A AL TS e, HL A R AR v R HEAKAE iy ARG B ) 2 Bl BIL TS e MR 2 X
NARAE A G T 5350, SRR A R HEBR K AR~ 15 B s DX IOk PR 85 FK B0 52 0, W7 124505
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AR, B PMT X K BA S . R APERITS 5L, K08 PMT — BREBDKIRE, 452 5KTE
W, B AR 3T K AR K K IR 5, 1 T 52 0 DX 358K 8 1 0k 22 4 5k A R, A SR 3 6]
2T 2 LAWK AR K G 2 EA PMT BN S, W& L. 1,1- "8 %, &
TP SER X 275 5 ), B S DR XK B 4 4, DR [ D 0 I S Bl e (0 K .

FIRT, 32 7K K A7 23 B 9 AT = 28 R S e it T Ak BRI 23 BT 5 R 5 T 3 HE KA il 4
O3S 2R G i AL BRI AL 2 el e IR, M i | YRR (53 - T IB P AR AR A L I 4 g
5 Il fig MR o 3 e 23 U A BT T A LG AEARSR B WF S AR R, %S H AR SRR )
A S PR, 5 P 06 P A i A B4 22 A D 1 AR HEAK AR BT T, o AR A A ARSAR K Ak B
FRMTZ, BT RHAA B B2 21, 7 2% RN [R] K AR BLE R

FRTSC TR HEK A AL B ot SR B0 B =, RVAE AR, RSB T IR HEK sh 2Rl il i
TR 28 B, AEATS AT RT3 BLA L 23R R, 24 T A BIF 5 22 4 v T 3 i 5% P 590 AR TR 70 ) S5 T 2R A
JZIK ALY R A S BT TR e — 2D IE ST, b 3R A 38 NS S8 D7 1 DR e 2 X — MRS 2 1O Y
WFFEIRAR; TR AL S AT | i 2 BOR B[R, REBE XK g 1 84 A 7 R I EA T BB SRR 20 AT, 4R
AL Y MR AR RO R AL s i, IR OK ) e A 2 i O A5 4% 0 B2, 1) PMIT 3 26 i fa 1k
7 A BEAT IRk T80, FF A B T R XK B IR A Ao 75 G AU
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