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B OE ONERK EMMKOKIAREE 2R EY) (PFASs) AYT5 YL o A HAE SR K, K = £ HiL X
JKEREE T 11 Bl PFASs #EAT T BT 38 4oF [ AH A HUSS G WORH €033 - — i DO AR T £ 56 B 35 7 7 12 60 122 i XK
B PFASs 15 YK -2 AT 4087, 32 FH ER 58 XU 48 18 725 X6 12 i X K 8858 v PFASs V5 YLt 47 1 KUK 1T
1. 5] PFASs 15K =M HLIX ) IZFE7E, SPFASs HJE 4 8.64—736.74 ng-L™', Hh FE 5y h
L ¥ (PFOA) . 2% O M ( PFHxA ) MEf O kiRt (PFHxS) , HWREE 154510 4.49—
517ng-L™", 0.92—688 ng-L™" 1 0.51—260 ng-L " WA H7 25 T 3 B = A KF 4> 1 X K IR BT PFASs 15
YR U5 T AT AL A PR R T B T TS e i, D3R4 Hh X K BRBE PFASS 15 4 ol U 356 4047l 22 HE L
TE F B A5 A TR DR T Ay 45 SR Bk 7% 3 i X K B 58 PEASs 19 A 25 JRURG: B0 0 i e XU i (IR T 2 %
B, X A A5 T A A AR BRE 178 XU 7K P35I
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Pollution characteristics and risk assessment of perfluoroalkyl
substances in surface water from Yangtze River Delta

JIN Meng LIU Lijun ZHAO Bo YAN Yanan LI Yanxi LI Yuging
HAN Jinglei DING Zirong ™

(South China Institute of Environmental Science, Ministry of Ecology and Environmental, Guangzhou, 510655, China)

Abstract In order to investigate the pollution characteristics of the perfluoroalkyl substances
(PFASs) in Yangtze River Delta region, 11 PFASs were systematically investigated in the water of
Yangtze River Delta region. The concentrations of PFASs in study region were analyzed by high
performance liquid chromatography-triple quadrupole tandem mass spectrometry and the risk level in
water of PFASs in study region was evaluated by risk quotient method. The results suggested that
PFASs are widespread in the Yangtze River Delta region and total concentration of PFASs ranged
from 8.64 ng-L™" to 736.74 ng-L™". Pentadecafluorooctanoic acid (PFOA), Perfluorohexanoic acid
(PFHxA) and sodium perfluorohexanesulfonate (PFHxS ) were dominant pollutants, with their
concentrations of 4.49—3517 ng-L™', 0.92—688 ng'L ' and 0.51—260 ng-L"', respectively. In most
areas of the Yangtze River Delta, PFASs pollution comes from no-point pollution sources formed by
degradation of precursor compounds, while in a few areas of the Yangtze River Delta, PFASs
pollution comes from point pollution sources formed by direct discharge of some industries. The

preliminary risk assessment suggested that PFASs have lower environmental risk to local aquatic
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ecosystem and no health risk to human health.
Keywords perfluoroalkyl substances, pollution characteristics, Yangtze River Delta, risk

assessment, source analysis.

PFASs J& 43 ' -5 e Ji 7% 82 10 &R T 200k pUR T B — R A A WLIS 329, w1z
T, HBE . ARk WK IGR] L ARG S | LB RE A A 7 T ek 45U, Bt b HE B PR R O, [ e
P O R A, T P B AR, IR B AR S AN R RS ARRAS, 1 %I A Y 2 BRG]
W IZAFAER L WF5E 3R B, i 2 I EL A SO . B0 . A S MR 0 0 T IR AR, X AR A3 A
FEVEAEAEHEY L JUAh, T K53 PFASs ELAT B A 100 RN 28 0 | 2858 /8 1 7K s 1 AR 5 1) 2 T 30
fifi HAE 45 T 32 2K R v B2, DRI /K BR85S PRASs T 2 (0 A5 YB3 48, T ff PFASs fE /K 55
(1) 3 A R I A Ay T L7,

Bl % K ik R %A s X PEASs B4 1550, J Ak T 77 Ml 7 ph IR 55 5 O 3k [ 5% 1) % 8 vh [ R i
R, 3R JRUAL Tl 5 A e AR el X, AR = A X A PR O i A T
R I AR e FEB 2 S VAR 1 95 e XU, PRI I = i B IX ) PEASSs 75 Yt — B 2F AR FF 5T U5, (H R
43K = ff ML IX PFASs BfF 5% #0848 o 7 13 M DX s A0 B0 T, LR 4 BF 9% 3 B R P T 4 o Jot 1 1R
(PFOS) #l PFOA fHF5%, X< = f Hi X PFASs 938 (K75 YL F 58 N 4 1. U0 Sun 5502 X5 1 ifg K44 v )
PFASs 75 YLK -FFE AT Chen 256050 a7 2, WEZE | ERIRSEIRTI 9 PFASs 15 YL RRAF A 57 4.

A5 ) DR ROR € 33 - = T DU AR T ER I B I A B R, UK = A X 11 SR oY
X3, BEHL T 29 AN SRAE s, XHZHLIX 11 Fft PFASs 7E/KFREE A9 75 Yok | 5 YR ARAE | 75 YR IR I A
9%, FHXTiZ ML X PFASs A S IRBE 7 KBS HEA T 074G, DA Z 2810 & Wi 4 i . IR ABFSY LA % X 5
IKIRBE LA 8 PR LR AR H

1 MRLE )7 (Materials and methods)

1.1 FERFREE
F 2019 4F 6 ATERK = MMIXRAET 29 (0K, SRAE S (S BB G hl Wi ) 07 TR = M X 32
T B S, T P 29 20—50 em, 5 M 11 AN T 78 55 4K = M0 X e, B S A7 ILE 1.
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Fig.1 Map of sampling sites of Yangtze River Delta region
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FRETT 152 H Fhr i GB/T 26411—2010 F1 HI 805—2016, i FH 1385 1 FO 58 44 BRI RS2 2 L
2K (0—30 cm), NV EEE [0 256 % IFAE-4 °C MVKAR D ORFE, 76 7 d P9 98 K AR AT AL 2.
1.2 U AL R

A+ ER AR € 3% - = F DU AR AT ER BT 3% 4 ( Agilent 1260/ABSIEX 4000Q) . 24 v [ #H 2% Bt 4% &
(visiprep-24™PL) . AWML (ETEL, MG-2200) F1i% £ 1% (SI Vortex-2) % .

5. (3% 4l . Honeywell) . Z N (2354l . Honeywell) | i g 4 (A4l | Ak 243a500 ) Al
UK (gl Rk ) A

FRUESh: 29 O iR Eh (PFHXS) . 29 C M2 (PFHXA) . 4932 (PFHpA) . 292 (PFOA) . 4>
A L fi 1R £ (PFOS) . 23 T- % (PFNA) . 2 %28 X (PFDA) . 2% T —& (PFUnA) . &% =R
(PFDoA) . 4% 1 =& (PFTrDA) fl 4% 1 VU R (PFTeDA) | Cy-4 9 R (MPFOA ) . "Cy-4 58 3 b hith
fi (MPFOS ) Al *C,- 4= JiU 1E 35 ik (MPFDA ) (Wellington, 40 £>98%).

HEME: WAX FEFHZERUE (Agela, 6 mL/500 mg) | £kt i (B R PSR4, 0.22 pm) | 1.5 mL
JiE 35 P I AE.
1.3 SEEJTEE

HHLZE 0.22 pm BB E S YK EE 1.0 L, LA 4.0 ng AR B (MPFOA . MPFOS #il MPFDA ), 7K
FELLRRRD 1—2 fifad WAX B AH A% BUH: A2 B, WAX /NVEETE 4.0 mL 55 0.5% 20 A0 FF BV . 4.0 mL
H RN 4.0 mL B 20K 16 Ak, ARS8 BUG B9/INVEERl 028 T4, TS5 MU 4.0 mL 0.5% S0 FH B R
4.0 mL HBEGE MG, VR ISCAR T 10 mL X4, A E 1 mL, A1 0.22 pm JEIES U85 # 2 1.5 mL i
FER T, 1 L LA
1.4 XS %A

AR L3 25 sl AH R 5 mmol L' B R B /KA W N, HEREIRFCR 10 pL, FEi R 40 °C. ik
I E S B TIOR8 TR, 18 TR (BSI-), k2% 0 Ny, IR 0N N, BE%5 Bl 4500
V, B 4 5 X £ SO0 B W (MRM), AT EP o4 10.00 V, Alf 8 % H 1T HL . CXP=-15.00 V.
FALE PP O B I TE], MRM 57X, R4 i e, il i Al o D0 46 1.

R 1 PFASs Kl it 414
Table 1 MS conditions for the detection of PFASs

wEY BT SETER T ERET FREHE/NV il g/ V
Compounds Precursor ions Qualitative ion Quantitative ion Declustering potential Collision energy
PFHxA 312.9 269.0 118.9 —40.00 —13.00/-30.00
PFHpA 362.8 318.8 168.9 —49.00 —15.00/-26.00
PFOA 412.8 369.0 168.8 —45.00 —15.00/-26.00
PFNA 462.9 418.8 218.7 —38.00 —16.00/-25.00
PFDA 513.0 469.0 269.0 —50.00 —17.00/-26.00
PFUnA 563.0 519.1 269.1 —45.00 —17.00/-28.00
PFDoA 613.1 569.0 268.8 —=50.00 —19.00/-29.00
PFHxS 398.8 79.9 98.8 —80.00 —75.00/-60.00
PFOS 498.9 79.9 98.9 —=70.00 —85.00/75.00
PFTeDA 713.0 669.1 319.0 —55.00 —23.00/-35.00
PFTrDA 663.0 619.0 269.0 —55.00 —20.00/-35.00

1.5 a5 0

S A A5 [ R R A A B A R AT R R B AR T Y, S i A ik G FH 2R DU SR 20 b T
(AR L. SERG R PR 10% SC56 % 45 1, {X PFOA MU K, 55 ik % ok 0.04—0.06 ng L™, Jif A 5K
B S5 BB IR ZS S AR

S AT LI R 10% 250 % AT, AT AR AR AR HE AR 25 2.4%—13.1%. BEETAR:
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Szt AR 10% FEBTIAR, IR DS L  75.4%—108.6%.

KPR 11 b PFASs B HIBR 4 0.015—0.47 ng- L' J7 V535 A I BR , Kol B se {5
1.6 Sttt

TE B A3 A 1 A2 P 2R ) AreGIS HEAT SR AE 15 07 181 2 )5 R JH Origin9. 1 #EA7 A S K0H I 41 R
H Spass20.1 #E47 3= WL 73534
1.7 REE PR

ARG 1 (RQ) 5 XAy i () B335 94 i (MIEC) 5 T 4 G B2 i vk B (PNEC) 19 LA, WX (1),

MEC

=, RQ M AU, o 40; MEC i SCI 858 o s ¥R, ng- L' PCNC A H JEA0KR B, ng L. 24 RQ>
1.0 B, A AETE R KU, 24 0.1<RQ<< 1.0 B, A AETE H XU, RQ<< 0.1 B A A A7 70 AR RURS .

fat B XUBG B (HR) 5E R 43 H SF 28 A (ADD) 52 2% #&8 (RfD) (4 He i, WX (2) #(3). L,
p N PFASs IR E IR IE, ng- LY VoA HIROKBEA R, L-d's m N AIERT R keg; ADI A4 H 48 AR
ML, ng-kg s RID b HEEA & - 500 2 %5 (8, ng-kg'-d ™ XU HR>1.0 B, WA R A7 76 i RUESE
RS AR 0.1<HR < 1.0, DA AAAE RS ; 24 HR<<0.1 B, DA A T JRUBS: 1),

pcV

ADI = 2

_ ADI

HR = —
RfD

(3

2 5 5418 (Results and discussion)

2.1 K=MMX 25 AE YT Gk FRE

X = AL IX KA i 11 Ff PEASs #4746 5387, 2 PFDoA | PFTrDA il PFTeDA KA i, 3
‘B PFASs K H vk B WL 3% 2. PFDA 1 PFUnA 9K 5853514 89.7% F1 48.3%, HiEr PFASs HLIA MK
R IR 100%, Ui B PFASs 76 K = M b X 72 77 76 . 45 R A% /5 PFHxS. PFHxA, PFHpA. PFOA,
PFOS. PFNA. PFDA F1 PFUnA (¥ 43 %14 0.51—260 ng-L™'. 0.92—688 ng-L™', 0.59—19.60 ng-L™',
4.49—517 ng-L"', 0.38—20.1 ng-L™", 0.04—3.50 ng-L"', ND—1.73 ng-L"' fil ND—0.64 ng-L"', %
PFASs BLIAR 2 [ v i 22 40K

£2 K=MK HE K PEFASs 75 YLk BE (ng- L)
Table 2 Concentration of PFASs in the waters from Yangtze River Delta(ng-L™")

PFHxS PFHxA PFHpA PFOA PFOS PFNA PFDA PFUnA ¥ PFASs

i th R 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 89.7% 48.3% 11.60
S1 0.85 3.40 0.59 5.85 0.82 0.09 ND ND 14.73
S2 0.79 5.67 0.83 6.88 0.38 0.18 ND ND 185.21
S3 19.2 35.8 423 108 145 1.64 122 0.62 22.99
S4 1.27 448 1.33 11.8 3.58 0.26 0.27 ND 14.57
S5 1.49 0.92 0.93 10.6 0.58 0.06 ND ND 37.93
S6 1.67 3.60 1.76 23.7 4.99 0.77 0.89 0.55 22.44
S7 1.49 2.37 0.93 16.0 1.15 0.22 0.28 ND 26.65
S8 2.36 2.59 0.61 16.0 4.80 0.10 0.19 ND 128.30
S9 57.3 3.96 1.17 58.5 7.13 0.16 0.08 ND 26.38

S10 2.70 3.05 1.33 17.3 1.63 0.31 0.07 ND 33.60
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22

PFHxS PFHxA PFHpA PFOA PFOS PFNA PFDA PFUnA YgPFASs
S11 7.74 2.57 1.02 19.3 2.43 0.39 0.16 ND 598.02
S12 1.25 58.0 19.60 517 1.07 0.77 0.33 ND 14.56
S13 1.28 1.36 0.79 10.4 0.64 0.04 0.05 ND 20.23
S14 2.68 3.44 1.31 11.1 1.55 0.11 0.04 ND 22.45
S15 1.46 5.59 1.63 12.3 0.68 0.67 0.12 ND 194.88
S16 66.7 254 6.03 81.3 9.97 3.22 1.73 0.53 299.40
S17 260 4.66 1.84 20.4 10.5 0.74 0.80 0.45 99.36
S18 71.1 4.70 1.45 16.1 5.15 0.40 0.29 0.17 166.44
S19 105 9.45 3.53 343 11.4 1.44 0.82 0.50 62.39
S20 7.69 6.47 2.52 34.8 8.30 1.45 0.79 0.37 217.67
S21 154 14.7 2.81 36.6 7.07 1.51 0.71 0.27 25.71
S22 3.13 2.59 1.64 14.2 2.43 0.61 0.56 0.55 8.94
S23 1.53 1.09 1.19 4.49 0.57 0.05 0.02 ND 56.07
S24 4.80 7.06 2.78 354 2.93 1.41 1.05 0.64 381.38
S25 192 36.8 8.29 132 8.88 233 0.79 0.29 150.77
S26 35.0 28.4 5.50 58.3 20.1 2.11 0.99 0.38 736.74
S27 3.00 688 2.70 38.8 2.12 0.78 0.73 0.61 22.35
S28 0.51 3.94 1.54 14.6 0.46 1.09 0.21 ND 56.32
S29 0.98 9.33 3.48 35.8 1.80 3.50 0.92 0.52 8.94

TE: “ND"ZR KT R, SETHRR B LAoT .

Note: “ND” means lower than the detection limit, and the concentration is counted as 0 during statistics.

25 KA S AL ZPFASs W WL 3 2, TePFASs B R 8.64—736.74 ng-L™', ¥R e @i i 3 4~ s 4
SR S27CTE B i) o S120F& N T ) F S25( 75 JH 17 ), ¥ B 43 51l 24 736.74 ng-L™'. 598.02 ng-L ™' Fil
381.38 ng'L ', It 3 > i i TgPFASs Vi FF b 3 =y T LB a5, A 2 Bt 3 /> SRAE w50 i B4 A AE KA 3
b T A, B 1Y) SgPFASs ¥ 1 B2 A2 21 R 30 Ak T Al i 5

5 RAME L ZPFASs A CRFAE UL &1 2, BR IS8 1Y 4 A s SRR M T A 2 AN s R 25 e Wk
PFHxA . PFHxS LUAl, How s 59 £ 25 4 M) 3k PFOA, 5 1 5% [X 38k ZPFASs ) 58.40%+11.06%, 13t
BT = ff H [X. PFASs 75 4% £ 2275 4 91 8 PFOA, iX 55 Sun " 25 i 1 57 45 R — 2, Hoh stk T4k 2
PFOA 1) 322 IV 6 15 YL IR 1), 1 = A i DX A AE 9 R Bt () Ak T4l X PFOA vk i 75 Y A7 dE %2
piy ¢

TG B T AR T 40 SR R A A 3585 YL W) o PFHXA Fl PFHxS, 156 B SR FE 547 B 3T 1T RE A7 78
PFHxA Fl PFHxS fY75 4L 5, it 64250 PFHXA Fll PFHXS Y% 5% PFASs /1 T H& /N A= Wy 251 A=
YRR BRGN , WK A 7R T 0B b K BE PFASs, 53025l PEHXA F1 PFHXS (%5 %% PFASs 1975 Y ik
J&E KT o B B AR T .

5 A B Hu X PFASs 15 Y 9 LA L3R 3, AR B 5% X 35, PFOA 15 Y A 75 55 v 1 75 B 7K, i
PFOS 1175 4 /K -4 K. PROA 11 i ¥ i 15 U 0] B 2 22 5 00F 9% X 357 /6 R Tk I8 €, 1fif PFOS 15 4%
W B AR T RS2 T J LA IR E X PFOS SC4T T /™8 A BOR , (A 7 | (i AHE il R R/
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Fig.2 Distribution characteristics of PFASs in the waters from Yangtze River Delta

x3 WAL B HLIX KR 7 PFOA #1 PFOS ¥ &

Table 3 PFOA and PFOS concentrations in surface water from China and other countries.

X AL fist i) FERR/ (ng L) LR EL (ng L) 7% Rk
Location Sites number Year PFOA PFOS References
Hh ] BT 7 2009 27.2—668 0.28—0.54 [16]
r 3 2014—2015 3.9—54 0.5—1.3 [13]
hEZR A X 32 2014 1.52—18.0 ND—13.0 [17]
AL 34 2015 4.21—98.52 2.24—121.62 [18]
SRR 32 2013—2014 34.66—197.8 ND [19]
rh I 23 2010 ND—256 ND—88.9 [20]
H A 79 2003 0.10—456.41 0.24—37.32 [21]
ot 47 2013—2015 ND—53.5 ND—40.2 [22]
B 315 2012 0.08—36 0.01—197 [23]
i 24 21 2007 6.5—43 47—32 [24]
dbRk 40 2013 0.21—42 0.040—6.9 [25]
BARA 19 2007 1—1270 0—25 [26]
FEK =AM 29 2019 4.49—517 0.38—20.10 AR

22 KIT=fMbIX 25k &Yk Em T

PFASs i 4 B AT DAFE — & F2 B2 I e ey YL I 9 5 5., Hirf PFOS/PFOA., PFOA/PFNA Fil PFHpA/
PFOA 9% H T PFASs B FETS 4L U5, LW UL IE] 3. X4 PFOS/PFOA > 1 1A JiZ i X /7 7E PFASs &
P55 YL i 5% X 38, PEOS/PFOA A 0.03—0.51, F BB 5% X A7 76 1 5 75 42 24 PFOA/PFNA < 7 1A
%M IX PFASs 15 Yt 3 5K J5 T 0] 3 5K 5., 7<PFOA/PFNA<I5 I}k A i% i X PFASs 75 4% FE R J5 T
Tl B HEL, PFOA/PFNA>15 Bf 1A PFASs 15 42 32 ZR IR T 1 SRR R A 25, i S1—S27 1) PFOA/
PFNA Al 18.30—670.55, 2B S1—S27 1Y) PFASs 75 4% 325 ok [ 1ij B AR B i ; S28—S29 1) PFOA/
PENA H.fHh 10.22—13.94, 3 B S28-S29 1Y) PFASs 15 J¢ = B % ¥ T Tl HEjik . 24 PFHpA/PFOA> 1
I, 156 I 3% M X 3 A2 B R DT B2 IR Y, 858 [X 38 PEHpA/PFOA Y HE B M 0.038—0.265, T A fifir
Yt /NT 1, RUIBFSE X B8 PFASs 23 1 52 KSR M8/,
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FIF 32 5050 0 M 2 (PCA) itk — 2 Ak 4 = A1 b X PFASS 15 Y2 1 78 76 R R K H 5k, A ifF 78 %
29 A K H PFASs & AU HE4T PCA 0B, 25 RN E] 4 firos. 85 5% 3 A i v ke TR =
£ 1 X K IR 8 83.31% 1Y PFASs 5 YR U, BB = M Ml X PFASs EZERIE T 3 FiOAR R 27 (1 15 Y
e . Horh PCI AT i B K = ff M X K 3R 885 P 41.19% A9 PFASs 3K i, 1% i 2> ' PENA. PFUnA Fi
PFOS ELA % & M2k 1T PC2 TR K = M IX 25.15% 19 PFASs K1, %853 H PFOA 1 PFHpA HA
BT AR A7 s PC3 Al R = A L IX. 14.96% 11 PFASs i, Hirf PFHXA HA %0 9207 . PFASs HYAH
KoM &k S UL 3 4, PEDA. PFNA, PFUnA ., PFOS 2 [A] fil PFOA ., PFHpA 22 8] /716 5 i i A e, A
¥ 2 B0 9 (R*=0.50—0.88, P<0.01) Il ( R>=0.96, P<0.01), {1 iF ¥ B] T PFDA. PFNA. PFUnA,
PFOS Z [A]F1 PFOA . PFHpA 2 [] 7] & ELA — )75 YLk I, 1 PFHxS Ml PFHxA 5 H' PFASs #i{k 2z
[ AN AEAH S, U] PFHXS 1 PFHXA W] fig 5 A 1l 37 1975 e U5 AR5 PFASs AN [ U5 19 B A A s
Yyl ¥ b R T 5 S BRHERCIE 45 4 K, PFDA H1 PENA 2 98 4 85 (PTOH) [ A 1 72 4 22 — B, [i] fif
PFDA 75 Y& 1) 32 B Y5t N i A W B Y, 1 PFOS 85 245 )12 W T 4548, s . A kA Sk
Tk, [R) Ao 2 4 R A It e (ECFOS ) 1) Bl 7= 2 — 12, |y T3 8641 (8] 2% PFOS 5247 1T R 1 5
B, A8 H R = A RIEE O, R PFOS 3 Bk UR TR AL & W i, itk PC1 Al fi
B = b X TR P W R U5, BT s e I s TS 4, T4 PFASs TiARIL A 928 7= 4fi F ) HE
TR Sk A it TR A0 T RS . PFHpA 5 PROA H T 2R IR MEF L 25 4UR Bz B 4547l 17,
It PC2 AT B = M X B A7l A LR HEOR VR PRFHXA #)1Z T B AL A i A 284 1l
H AR5 K AL B (i ok rh i 7 32 A7 46 B, % F PFHXA 5 HE PFASs 22 8] - AN A7 76 AH M, e
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PFHxA 575 YLl Y5 n] G Ry {5 KA H# ) HK, R PC3 ] i B = F b X 75 K Ab R HEROR VB, Ak
M5, & = KR4 X K FREE PFASs 15 Y K I T i1k A 4 W i Bir T2 B A T ¥ S R, /D38 43 b X K
I PFASs 15 YR IR 5B 534 1 Mb FEHEROE 517 15,75 G .
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Fig.4 Principal components of PFCs in water
F4 K=MK HE KT PFASs (A G
Table 4 Correlation of PFASs in the waters from Yangtze River Delta
PFHxS PFHxA PFHpA PFOA PFOS PFNA PFDA PFUnA
PFHxS 1.00 —-0.07 0.14 0.04 0.50" 0.29 0.35 0.27
PFHxA 1.00 0.09 0.07 0.06 0.03 0.15 0.32
PFHpA 1.00 0.96™ 0.20 0.38 0.31 0.13
PFOA 1.00 0.07 0.18 0.15 —-0.01
PFOS 1.00 0.52" 0.67" 0.52™
PFNA 1.00 0.83" 0.65™
PFDA 1.00 0.88"
PFUnA 1.00

TE: **, P<0.01

23 K= i X 25 A Y RPN

i F H Hr PFASs KUBS: PF- f Fi it B RS 374 S 80 B =, {4 X} PFOA. PFOS. PFHxA. PFNA.
PFDA #4174 25 XU B P74k, XF PFOA. PFOS 47 it BE XU PFAili . PFASs B T30 JC 52 e ik B . H koK
i IR R H A BT S B S 40 25 SOk iE . Hor PFOA PFOS. PFHXA. PFNA Al
PFDA [ FUIN IG5 i ¢ B 4351 A 570000, 1000, 97000, 100000, 11000 ng-L 64, S35 H ¥ 44K & F15F-H)
NAR 4350 9 1.875 L-d™ i1 60.6 kg, PFOA 1 PFOS H 5 A T 5 /3 50 S5 43 5 M 200 ng-kg™'-d™!
i1 80 ng-kg'-d'*¥, PFASs 1) RQ {H Il HQ {H LA 5.
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Fig.5 RQ and HQof PFASs in surface water
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i & 5 7] %0, PFOS 1Y RQ {8 & 5 T- PFHxXA. PFOA. PENA Hl PFDA, {H i & & {7 PFASs i1 RQ {H
BT 0.1, FRK =M HLIX PFASs 15 J2 i B i oA 18 216 A A IR 5 HAT XU 1) 7K F-. PFOA 1Y HQ fH %
& T PFOS, {H T 547 PFASs B HQ {1/ T 0.1, B = /1 1 X /K 31485 PEASs Y75 JL ik 1 1 A ik
B A A S EL AT IR 8 7K 2 A 25 XU DA 0 £ o XU A1 SR FH B9 0 12 2 R RS, O EL vl T80
[ Z HARAEAR IR ST, AR B Fhi5 Y] Geal R 19 &2 A KUK . LAl PFASs xR ff H B AT 8 = i 2k
Wy S, B AE AR N & 42, K1 PFASs X BRI 14 7878 JXURS: 1A et B JXURS:ATS AN 25 Z 40

3 %58 (Conclusions)

(1) BF5E X K B85 R PEDoA . PFTrDA Fll PETeDA LASME PEASs YA # H, 46 Ry 48.3%—
100%; EPFASs [k & h 8.64—736.74 ng L™, Horr 25 444y PFOA . PFHxA Fl PFHxS, H ik &l
FEI 2351}y 4.49—517 ng-L™", 0.92—688 ng-L™" 1 0.51—260 ng-L™'; X4 kb B A B BF5T, ASBF5E X
WK IREE T PFOA 175 ek B AL 7R 55 85 i /K SF, T PFOS V5 Yk B A AE AR A /K-

(2) X9 X 3% PFASs 1975 e AT T IR MR AT T 5T, 45 SRR B = A1 K /3 Hu IX K 455 o PFASs 15
LA VR T TRk B W B A T TR B 180 T G Y, /D38 43 1l X K P18 PFASs 15 Yok U8 38 4317l B 3 HE
TR A AT L I

(3) K = ff1 H X /K 2485 ' PFASs 19 A 25 RUBS: 37 4 45 - 2 1, PFOA. PFOS. PFHxA. PFNA I
PFDA 1A= 28 XU B 318 T 2 25 (8, R AU P41 25 SR 3R B PFOA il PFOS iy fg e XURS i (E 3 1R T
S, TR = MHbIX K IREE PFASs (1425 253858 A B A9 JRURS: 7K ST A1
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