)
GS%DJ_\E_ 7 N VA B 40 B S 2023 4E 8 S

Eco-Environmental ENVIRONMENTAL CHEMISTRY Vol.42,No.8  August 2023
Knowledge Web

DOI:10.7524/j.issn.0254-6108.2022030404
K2R, P, FI2, % KA 25U Z R G W W BRI Tk i 0], FRBE4LA, 2023, 42(8): 2505-2524.
ZHENG Hongbin, CHENG Jing, WANG Ling, et al. A critical review for removal of per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances in aqueous by

adsorption[J]. Environmental Chemistry, 2023, 42 (8): 2505-2524.

KREFERARZRARELSWRIRMEBRHREER

HER B # £ % A BT R F

CILBURZEFRIE S e B, 2, 430056 )

M E eRAEHREEAEY (Per-and polyfluoroalkyl substances, PFAS) HA LR HWLtERE, 764
FERIA 6 (454N 9Z 18 . PRAS il B R Ak B4 SBUE R e AR bl KW 2 4
BRI [ R K BRBE (075 e . W R AR 9 R0 PRAS AbBRES A HA BAIG . S A . w3, A Soxt
AT AT R T8 B 45 Tl B3R PRAS B W BFH: BE LA SO AT A 64T T A 24, B85 T PRAS 7R W57 I A%
F B R R FEALEE, TR T U IR B 550 T B RE ) R B 3R 25 MK BRBE Hh PFAS 14 I
BRI, RIR BRTTEERRER, DI — LI R Enmak . B4, S PFAS WM & G FBrig
e =

KR DM ZRIIEL S Y (PFAS), WK, K, WFHALHL

A critical review for removal of per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances in
aqueous by adsorption

ZHENG Hongbin CHENG Jing WANG Ling ZHOU Zhen ™ LIANG Yong
(School of Environment and Health, Jianghan University, Wuhan, 430056, China)

Abstract Per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) have been widely used in various fields of
industry and daily life due to their excellent physicochemical properties. Because of their general
persistence, bioaccumulation and potential bio-toxicity, long-term application of PFAS has resulted
in global water contamination. Adsorption technology is an effective PFAS disposal technology, with
advantages of low cost, easy operation and high efficiency. In this paper, the adsorption performance
and behavior of PFAS on various adsorbents reported in recent years were introduced, primary
adsorption effect and underlying mechanisms were concluded, several main factors affecting the
adsorption performance of adsorbents were also discussed. By summarizing current research
progress, this review has brought up the existing challenges for adsorbing PFAS in aquatic
environment, and provided an insight into further development of a more efficient, safe and practical
PFAS-adsorbent.

Keywords per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS), adsorption, aqueous, adsorption

mechanism.

298 M % T i 5L AL A W) (per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances, PFAS) J&—28 A T. & WL A ML AL &
Yy, LA F R SR AR Y SR e ARG R b i B (BRI 43 ) U B U U R S i v

2022 4F 3 J1 4 H Ytk (Received: March 4, 2022).
* WIALEHEITREHARBI I ST (B2018255) B8

Supported by Scientific Research Project of Education Department of Hubei Province (B2018255).
* * JB{EBLKHA A Corresponding author, E-mail: zhouzhen86@jhun.edu.cn


https://doi.org/10.7524/j.issn.0254-6108.2022030404

2506 7N 54 1t 2 2 %

Tk FE Ak A 0. LR PFAS 414 9807 JL A% 2 (PFOS) Fl 4 % - iR (PFOA ) 1Y C-F #if B B /K 1k, K 3
At AR 18 35 A1 8 IR 5 T EL AT 25 /K T, A 1 TR e 5 ) ol EL e 9 IO P T 7 K LR | B R B T
WE . C—F 8 B AY C—F 85 AE & 15 460 kI-mol™, ELA 48 & A9 1k 27 MR e vE W, (45
PFAS TEASE i RE A 5 B,

— BB ST I, R K AT K HB PRAS (975 YK V- M iR 80E ng L 2D pg L, Tl B K
PFAS 7K Al iAE+ mg L0 ", 25— 28 A28 K T 6 s A 20 6 X3 b P ok 25 Hh 42 % BE G
FI|— 5 W B 1 PFAS U2 45 8L fY) PFOS 5 PFOA & 29 91 A 185 /) JBE N 24, HG A 7 i ]k B
i, AE 2 e 2 B0 AR A G0t A B A BE AR 2558 i T F 2 T 2 19, 2016 4, 36 E BRI {4
2 (EPA)MIAR T T PFAS AR FHZK A8 R4 15 7K F-: AR 7K PFOS il PFOA ¥ B (BB Z5 A R )
G4 RE R 70 ng- L' HATE A AS A b X g 7K 38 H PRAS kR i AN, B, A E 20K PFOS Al
PFOA Bl A (M et il fafs i 44 55 ) rh 05— 91— r B0 PRAS, 41142 -2-TH S 3R TN R (GenX) | SR 2 9K
Jot LR % (F53B) . UJR SR A2 (FTS) ) M %5 5% PFAS(C4-7 PFSA Hl PFCA), 7E Ry M PFAS (9848 5
Iz AR, s R AFIE B A S R2, BAR E R e B R R AR i SR, (R
TR e — R L3 in 7 2R5E P PFAS 19 B TP & 3 3R B AR 25 B /K I 85 v % 4 A 3
PFAS, W16 AR A KRBT IR B S 2 —. 36 1 9 T — S8 H T WLAY PFAS K H LA

R 1 W UL PFAS 45 M Mo
Table 1 Common PFAS structures and their physicochemical properties
K, YK 45 it fersit X

Chinese name English name Abbreviation Mass Chemical structure o PKy
E F
LI TR Perfluorobutyric acid PFBA 214.04 FW COOH 143 042
o F F

>

X COOH
O Perfluorohexanoic acid PFHxA 314.05 FM 2.85 —0.16™*
F

R Perfluorooctanoate acid PFOA 414.07 FMCOOH 3.10  —0.2r
F F F F F F F F
F, F F, F
AP T IR Perﬂuoml;fiznesulfonic PFBS 300.09 FNSOSH 279 0.142
F F F F

=
8

Perfl h Ifoni
ARO R  Oronexanesutionic - pppng 400.11 F 220 0.14%
acid SO;H
F
IR Perfluorooct.anesulfonlc PFOS 500.13 E 561 3070
acid . SO;H
MR- N A -2- COOH
EW2EFFE Perfluoro2- GenX 33134 %( 125 284
KR propoxypropanoic acid

6:2 chlorinated F F
AT
6‘2%&.@%%% polyfluorinated ether ~ 6:2 CI-PFAES  532.58 F &SO;H 693 —5.0124
e sulfonate A% Fy Fy

8:2 chlorinated EF FF FF FF
AR AL
8.2%&5%92%% polyfluorinated ether ~ 8:2 CI-PFAES  632.59 W&So“ 8.44  0.14%0

sulfonate
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eS|
Tz, R, 45 O ez LK oK
Chinese name English name Abbreviation Mass Chemical structure o :
F,. F F F F F
. N 6:2 Fl tel e
6:2 SIS uoroteiomer 6:2 FTS 428.16 F 339 —4.209
sulfonic acid SO;H

e FF FF

8:2 Fluorotel, R B RF R/
F ,

F FF FF FF

+ H
8:2 Fluorotelomer >\r
-2 SR B R R ) FF EF EF EF
8:2 mﬂﬁéﬁ,ﬁ}tﬂk sulfonamido N,N- 8:2 FtSaAm 61335 | 0 1}\}3 5.94  9.18%
SENN-T A ‘ >
dimethyl amine F S

FF FF FF

“00C ~__N
6:2 SRR ER e 6:2 Fluorotelomer F F E >
F \g/ N

: 26)
LTI sulfonamide betaine 6:2 FTAB 570.37 2.26

FF FF

lg K, BHEA IR T 25 FEABE Y B T 1 CompTox Chemicals Dashboard: comptox.epa.gov/dashboard/

K W B2 AR A UK IR 45 v PFAS EAT ARG, FRAE T, XK PFAS KBRECEE ML, B2
BRSNS A2 SR H AR & SCERHE 1 2 BRI T PEAS B9 R 2B, B HG TS e . B ES
FACHANG . BRAUKAE | AW ARLAE, R I A 5E T W BRI 6T PFAS B 8 B AL 3R B H: 32 5 g PR R 22,
VLA — S F S AR 4 PFAS AU RRETT & T i BEBE P 0% IR B 590, 4n e Ab 2 B 7). BRI A SR 5 W 28— 0,
R T T b R PR RE, BT R SEBR BT AL K IR [A], £ il 52 BR KA o PRAS W 525 B A 93 0 i
A2 B S 3 o0,

AR SC IR AT AT PFAS W B 25 B B AH G 9T, ZR 3 AN [R) 2 280 7 W B 50 %7 PFAS 1491 BPE g, U5 44 i
B PFAS 11 3= AL AR M [N 385 X M i 9 AF o i Joe, 46 1 H i FH I B e R R T6 B PFAS T £
PRI T R, B 0 AR R U B 550 B I & LA B K R 5E Hh PRAS 19 b BRI 3T 0 7 1n] 5

1 W Rff57) B H 4 BB (Adsorbents and their performance)
1.1 s

T PE R (ACs ) A2 B Y (0 5 b A IR BR300 22—, JFC v R B 8 U ERL T P 3 = AL B 2354 R v L 3R T

N FORIEZ AR B ELPERE R A B iz T Tl 5 2R IS 15 K AR BEE 32, AC (1 R B
7 ﬂﬂﬁj’%ﬁ% R/ INFITR B2 3 B 2270 Yu SEIFSE 48 1, JUREIE P i (GAC, 712 m*g ™) TRy A3 1 I
( PAC, 812 m>g") X PFOS Hl PFOA ) W [l %5 & /3 4| & 185 mg-g™. 161 mgg™" Fl 520 mgg'.
277 mg-g™ B AC RS/ LU 3R T RURR A, ol A5 PR 30 T AR X LA AR A5 F 1R A A5 i 22 588 ke, TR Bf i )
Bl Z #2055, 5 GAC H [b, PAC B/ RUSH R R A LU 3R THI R4 46 T PFAS 1 3K W B2 83 14 B ], $2 5t
T W BRSO S H, GAC W BRFR 1 2 R Sk 22 FL A R (8 N OV T 3 3054, Zhi 453 3 S [R] FLBR
JEE 1 ACs W BRI 56 22 BH R0 N3 FBOR I B A B 38 25 B =2 — , L B TR B R R 1 o 3k o2
PGS HAh, AN [FIA R R Y ACs B B0 PFAS WM BHVE FH AN [R]. PMEEAEIE ST 1T A [R) 358 J5T (14 0 P e %o
SRR (PFCA) MW ik fig, 253 ke AR M FIAR 58 56 BT i) ACs HLAT e A (1 W2 B fiE J5¢). Deng 45 il &
AIFTH GAC XF7K H PFOS il PFOA (1% 5 KW i 25 1 43 1) A 1100 mg g™ Fl 426 mg-g ™', 2t & T HAB A A
[y ACSPT. 3 6 2 S ] Bl 1A [A] 66 o1 ) 45 119 AC HAA AN W] A SR T Ak 27 Rk . Zhi 85 38 4ok 1) 25 A [] 66 Jox
() ACs FIFY T e 1 fb 2 £5ME X PFOS H1 PFOA W& B 114 52 1, 22 B ACs % 1ff (09 B B8 AN 25 Ha 05 5 H bR g
BF I3 7 W2 BT i 35 AH DG B — fi ACs 7E7K H R B K (19, N8 /& PAC b /& GAC #{ XK i i) PFAS( 10
PFOS Hl PFOA) A K4 1 25 808, {B% 46 5% PFAS( 4 PFBS 1 PFBA) 1Y 25 [ RE 1 A PR, K %
PFAS ELAT B8 1 Bk M, T k4% PFAS HAT — 8 MR KM, MELITE GAC Bi/K 3R HTE L R 4L, LAh,
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FE PR B R K Ab B R Se b, S BE PFAS #E GAC A IR - (4 AR RN B[] BBl 1% 300 by T G20 %) iz B
8l 1%} DOC W3E 4, HI T 2Bk PFAS #Y GAC i 6 45 75 fir LU T B, DR AR 050 ool O AR LUK 2 45
A FRGERIB AT AR SR LR BY e Y., DRI, B A i 22 AF 5 N 653 6 IR 3 Al w25 A A B2 5510 a5 52 i
BRI & . 2% 2 B T A SCHY ACs X PFAS I [ S50 5 25 1.
% 2 ACs 1) PFAS Wt S5 5 45 R0
Table 2 Summary of PFAS adsorption parameters and results on ACs in this paper

R A7) 550 o/ IR/ o WY
IKFERL T A 5T ] /h PEM AR .
BRI Roffum— (mgl?) o o (el k\ifaj;r) H i:F uiIli:ri?lm (mgg™) Et:llljii S0
Adsorbent Size Adsorbent Initial . p q . Adsorption Reference
. matrix time X mode
dose concentration capacity
PAC >74 5000 PFOS 10000 4fiK — >1 2.897 G [10]
PFOA 12 . >33,
0 0060 Tk 33.5 .
BAC 600—850 200 PFHpA 40040 ik 4 125 — 2 [11]
PFHXA 31400 - 12.5
20FPIRA
ACs 10—1700  10—60 PF AtbS” 0.5 HWTFK  7—8 — — fHZN [30]
AC 100 100 PrOS 4 >20
P <
PFOA 277
2 oy
PFOS 50000 alik 5 185 i [33]
GAC 900—1000 100 >168
PFOA 161
PF 48— 24 2.
F400(HHIEGAC)  850—1000 0s 8240 59
PFOA 48240 2.52
BPL(HEPAC) w PFOS <2 248
PFOA <2 2.49
1240C(#7GAC)  850—1000 ;fgi j:_iig izz
200 TPFOS 500 afi7k 7 48:2 40 Yy G [35]
WVB(AJEGAC) 8501000 '
PFOA 48240 234
BioNC(AJFEGAC) 850—1000 PFOS 48240 257
PFOA 48240 221
PFOS <2 2.48
AquaNC(ARTPAC) 45—150 PFOA < 246
. ali7k
FEPAC — R _
e C4-8 PFCA Wk >0.25
JHIEPAC — PFHxXA afizk >0.25 —
AJFRPAC — PFHxA alizk >0.25 —
EHEPAC — 2 —
M 15 _PFHXA s Wk, 2025 s [36]
HF5ES-PAC 1.2 PFHxXA alizk <0.25 —
HAHES-PAC 12 PFHxA alizk <0.25 —
AKJFS-PAC 1.2 PFHxA afizk <0.25 —
HIES-PAC 1.2 PFHxXA alizk <0.25 —
PFOS 100000 1100
_ 4 _ HE
BAC 600—850 100 PFOA 81000 afik <24 426 i [37]
GAC 250—500 10 PFOA 5 [EF 3/ — — — A& [40]
PAC >150 48 261
100 GenX 50160 4lisK 4 Hs [23]
GAC 425850 48 261
GAC 500 PFOS 1000— Bl 1434.2 A [41]
1000000 HUBEHEK ) -

1.2 B3

& 52 1) PFAS 7E K IR 58 vh 22 LLBA B 7 0 sCUAE 76, SR A T 85 7 28 e # ig DA 7K 3R 5% b 43 25
PFAS J&—F = %CA AT 5 09 k. BRGS0, H i R b Ak B2 - s Je i i AT AR 41 JH: 13 5 i Rk Jo ok
HEATRN 53, AE e (CREESGRUIE . PP ARG . AW R (NI PR B M ) S I 5g Bk B A% 10 (e
RIS i ml KL IR i ) A2 AN R RE I I R AT 3 A TR) () T B P BB . Deng S5 0F5E 1 6 Bl 1 B8+ 28 4 )
JI§ (IRA67. IRA 96, IRA 400, IRA 410, IRA 900 Fl IRA 958) X} PFOS ()W fff 14 GE, & PLAH#L T 2K 2 M
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FER A RE, TR R L i A RS 2 IR 1 T o A4 ) A W R R B A pH (E 1Y B T, BURE A Bl (IRAG67) Xf
PFOS F4 % fhHE T [, T Z= 80 i (IRA958) % PFOS A W B AS 2 521 . Zaggia %581 FH 3 FhAS [ B 7k
PRI B (B 7K B2 B2 AS32E > AS20E > AG600E) A 5% T i 7K 14 5 PFAS(PFOS. PFOA. PFBS #1 PFBA)
W BfE 2 T) B DG 2R, 485 SR 3R T WA T 255 I53% 250 2R I s 7K 2 8 348 T 5 ), 2 - 52 A% Big W2 Bt 7K Hf PFAS H
A W it 8 R4 A IRAG7 AT IRA9SS B il X} PFOS ity W ik 28 5t 43 31 &y 2850 mg-g ™! 1 2430 mg-g ™' ¥,
IRA67 g % F53B 119 W% i 75 £ 24 1934 mg-g ™' ). Schuricht 28X} lLAF5E T 85 F 38 #6244 S AS-F 520 FiI
AW-F 100 5 GAC %} PFOS () W [}, #H % T GAC( 1434.2 mg-g™'), AS-F 520( 1988 mg-g"') Fl AW-F
100( 1930 mg-g™) H A7 B = 1Y W i 25 & 1. Wang 55 42 38 19 IRA67. IRA400 #f I§ 5 PAC, GAC *f
GenX 1 HA ALY 45 5, B 3 # A% JIg W o 7 2 B8 =y 123, = A TT%F PRAS [y )32 ik, —Lk)
7 T 4f 4 7= PFAS & I B9 i, Dixit %525 — F PFAS & W g (A592) 5 AT 148 A HL R 3% 50 I
(A860) I PERESEAT T LR, ZERLIUKFE AN H SR K S5 A592 X Z Fl PEAS(L & i {4 PFAS Fl i
PFAS) HAT TR Z B 2l I3 2710, 38 30 T A SCH B 851 28 # A iR X PFAS (1 [ 4005 4551

K3 PIETCHAMARN PFAS MR S8 5 45 10 8

Table 3 Summary of PFAS adsorption parameters and results on anion exchange resin

330/ VIRV E/ _ T
. At PUIGHILL e wgntin ER e
LR R /pm (mg-L™) PFAS (hg'l™) Water H Equilibrium (mg-g™) Evaluation 275 30k
Adsorbent Size Adsorbent Initial matrix p q time Adsorption mode Reference
dose concentration capacity
PFOA 120060 <33.5
IRA 67  300—1200 100 PFHpA 40040  PFOSFUEIRIEK 4 <335 — G [11]
PFHxA 31400 <33.5
PFBS
rBA
PFAG94E 675 10 PFOA 1 ik HFK 75 — — A [26]
FBSA 85
FOSA
PFOS 3 210
- afisk A
AL400  300—1200 50 PFOA 50000 ; 168 1209 [33]
IRA67  300—1180 48 1063
100 GenX 50160 4l 4 LN [23]
IRA 400  300—1180 48 917
AW-F 100 1930.9
BN
AS-F 520 — 10 _ — 1988.3 PN
500 PFOS 10*—10 - i [41]
AS-LK6362 314.9
IRA67  300—1180 48 2850
IRA96  300—1180 168 1910
IRA400  300—1180 168 265
50 PFOS 200000 4tk 3 A [43]
IRA410  300—850 168 365
IRA900  300—1180 168 2100
IRA958  300—1180 48 2430
PFBS 53.8
PFOS 210.4
AS20E PFBA 080 s
PFOA 1347
PFBS 109.2
PFOS 260.5 s
o 4 Fho . L /
AS532E 1000 PFBA 1000000 ik PRJHK 50—60 523 . [44]
PFOA 142.1
PFBS 34.6
PFOS 186.2
A600E PEBA 70—80 191
PFOA 1252
PFOS 189000 20 2221
4 S
IRA67  300—1180 50 FS3B 200000 afik 3 48 1934 HS [45]
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o o nm (mg'L ) PFAS (ug'L ) Water H Equilibrium (mg~g ) Evaluation S50
Adsorbent Size Adsorbent Initial . p q . Adsorption Reference
. matrix time . mode
dose concentration capacity
, gligk . KA DL .
A592 13RIEA I A 0.167—0.667 Fhs
—_— 0.4 ml-L™ FhiRA 0.1—10  FRAEBUKEE T 72 — j]ﬁ [46]
A860 PFAS ik 0.333—2.333 s
SFHRA
MIEX — 4ml-L! ?‘F{i; 1 gk, ML FK — 0.333 S [47]

1.3 AW Bk
AR Wy 0 kg A 538 28— 2R 51 ) 0 P S0 i 1 A R B A R LA ORI L A AR S A
P DA AL R JroRhE o S R [ R G A e AL AR L BRE SR, X PFOS 1 PFOA. 11 1 - £ Fisf [11]
A3 51K 12 h 1 4 h, BRI 2R3 0 3.3 mmol-g ™' 1 3.1 mmol-g '™, FeAbARETE FIFI 23 5I7E 3 h . 5h Al
9h WikF| T PFBA. PFOA F1 PFOS R, . Rt Z8 535120 1.70. 2.49 mmol-g™' F12.65 mmol-g ',
LA 9 03 192 3 0 QRS FF © R Sk A6 3 Ao AR ol 8 A 0 e W R0 6T PRASS s 3R 30 110 R A I o 1 e, A 28
R R AL ACs B AR S . EORFEFFTE 400 °C i i T #i S04 (19 K 73 W [ PFOS 5135 812 mg-g ™!,
T BABERR AN KAS (SWCNT) (711 mg-g ). % PFOA B MHITE B, B (3 FL 24 K =41 L-g') Al
AR A A e (Ky = 49 L-g ™) A e I B PERE, X PFOA B3R FIBE )15 GAC(Ky=41L-g")H
MO DL ARA T REE W RARE Y —— LRI, 8 1 2R 2 e A7 e A e ) 4 1 2R
LRV e T e AT 4E 22 1805 (PEL/~CMC ) W BRI, 78 3R K BREE 4511 T X 22 B PFAS Z3BRASCR R 4102
SCRWEEA F B MR, 82 0 TG e i W R 25 B, A K 7E SR BEIK T PFOS 119 1 B 25 5t w5y 18
5.5 mmol g '™ Ak, 5T R Z) T 48 2% 00 Re P 1l L RE 5 A A B 52 A DTN iE — 20 52 T H PR g ),
Elanchezhiyan %5 il & T — Fl' i 72 B BR 2R (CB) [# 22 38 J5 5 1k A1 88 05 2o %) 2 182 A8 W% BFF 551 (rGO-
ZF@CB), i i CB Y [ 22 A W00 2% 4 R B 1) ROH Ry B e, 52 6 W B RN R 0 5 M e, I FH - TR 2 B
PFOS #l PFOAR,
B-FRIKG (B-CD) S H 7 50 2 W SRR 1 i ELA KBRS0 (R 1 SR 540, JHE P 3 iy i /K 25 s g
TG Y Y R T2 - AR 45 B W, ABA% G2 1) 38 3 Dy =X H 2 T AU AR B 2 B B 25y DU U 2 —
EAE R A IR 52 B i i 22 L B-CD %441 (P-CDPs) Xt Z R A HLMTS Yy (MPs) 1) L BrbERE AL T B A
A ACs, H AR, R T B KA R T 557, {HJ& P-CDPs X} PFAS Y U B 25 1 3 AH X 55
55, EEE T A-CD JEF ) G H 1y XF B BS T PFAS 7= 4= il i & J7BHAS T P-CDPs Xt B 25 T+ PFAS Y
W BFFCS. F T JBUHK R S K T AL Y B-CD R & W W 57 (DFB-CDP) A 2Lk 3 T B-CD X% PFAS A 514
4, BEWs K PEOA W EE M 1 g L7 [ 2 10 ng L7, ik T EPA (98U B K- (70 ng L) T
3% P-CDPs W B 51 () HEL fi 348, Klemes 2525 P-CDPs A2 A AR 3R 1 i %6 457 — B I o J5E g — PP AL e
il #& fie ik p-CD 5 W) (M2 Ak-CDP) ™, 7 91 Fh il A MLk & %) (6145 10 F PFAS) A7 55T, e fk-
CDP X} PFAS Rt £ = 1 2% Fl 7. A —$2 19 /2, Cyclopure 23 Rl (USA ) Hf 3 5 W 5 551 g it £k, 4 14
PiFh p-CD WL [} 57 DEXSORB 1 DEXSORB' . Wang %5 L4 T B-CD FEME I 5] . 7 25 7 38 A% Jig %
T M 6 S PR A2 15 Gl b R K H 68 Bl PFAS 19 R Ab 2R, H b DEXSORB il & H T & bR 1 & +
PFAS, [A]i X8 43AE B F A PE PFAS b A PR 9 ZBRACR . 26 4 108 T A SCTh AR BB PFAS
LTS ESEAE S
1.4 FEALIR )
AL RE B 4 S A o 3 o EA AR (R SR Uk, C-F 4 i S-S50 ELVE FH 5 PFAS B SR AHSS
B PSR B PFAS P50 00 1 S Ab IR B 551 5 L an s PRtk . [0 25 - S 40 ) i 45 1 B 5510 4 LE HL A7 B
T R R, ARG LAl o ) L BRFS. H R, B & 4RIE T 2 A RhE i et 3RS C-F 55 LGRS AH
HAE WK H1 ) PFAS 2. Niu & HGE T —Fh 38 F 40K 00677 19 WD) B8 AL b4 L RE A R0 B K i 2
Fft PFAS, H7E 9 K 4 3 101 B2 1 3R 20 B 45 R 120k B K 3 20 180, 4 90 o 56 ) 2 = 2 1 i R
7 25,08 N, N, N-= 35 -3- (4 5 B fil [ Jie ) 1A - 1-IL AR % (PFQA) 3 1o FH 5 7 22 48 i 31 52 0t A1
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I ] e — T R 7R g R 8 5 FALSE AT (F-MT) , 540000 5 4 W BE ot (R | IERE | T e FE R i
M2 i S 4E) A L, F-MT X§ PFOS il PFOA HA7 it & T oAb AL G Wy W 6 25 i, 70 L A2 580 A 32 oAt
AR T, @tz R B A RS T F-MT RENL 2638 3 3 -BUR BB T2 B PFOS Fl1 PEOARY,
#E—25 LA PFQA 1l % Fe;0, 1k 19 1L 15 41 (ME-VT), 5 F-MT A [, ME-VT X} PFOS E. 4 & & 1Y 1%
45 (1127 mg-g !, F-MT 4 116.3 mg-g '), W 8 Jy 24t B (< 4 h, F-MT #£ 21 h LI 5 54k
49 W8 o 5510 C BF 5 1~ 38 #a% JiE TIRA67 A1 PAC) #H Eb, #F AFFF J& 7K 22 [ PFOS, Fifi % W B 751 590 £ 114 38
MF-VT #£ 150 mg-L ™" 6835 5] 95% LA 1A L BRACE, 1 IRAGT Al PAC £ T 5 114 W i 770 7510 8 P 22 B 2R
PIR#E T 60%. Quan 25l 45 T 5 -AZ 9K UKL iR A /K EEE (FCH) , 1 UK PFAS B W B [l e 22 9
BT FHE TAIPITEE T PFAS, %A R PFAS HLA R 30 A e B W BT, 76 FRBEVE T T A2 B 1
F1 pH (LAY R 9. Verduzeo 2545 Hi“LA PFAS X PFAS™ & — A 3L L Bk R PFAS AR, FEAR
TELfR IR, AL 4 R B TR 1) b 2 e T L S SRULL B B A R AT B A ) S 2K S A ) K B S 5 R A
4, 38 o AR DX B 51 Ak o T HE R AR AL A 7, R A I SR K A AL E RE TS T A SE T
PFAS & 1) Kumarasamy 5 il % 7 & — H 3L ek M3 X B0 28 AL B IS R A1, fET5 /K Ab 3]
() 7K P L T B AR O Mk B 1) 25 A N T B 2 PR A [R] PFAS (4% 1 g L), S5 2R R T = s e A
B SR 7, KRSy PFAS 1Y 5 BRRIE 90% LA 120 36 5308 T A SO AL W BE 570 X PRAS A9 0 B 2480
g5

R4 EYMEHY PFAS MRS5S 25 34 A

Table 4 Summary of PFAS adsorption parameters and results on biomaterials

W o 750 7 £/ W LRR 2/ . . WA, e
- P i PRI yveem pemran POEE e
W T/um (mg-L™) PFAS (hg'L™) Water H Equilibrium (mg-g™) Evaluation S50
Adsorbent Size Adsorbent Initial matrix P : time Adsorption mode Reference
dose concentration capacity
DFB-CDP — 10 PFOA 1 afizk 7 13 33 A [29]
MA — 5—30 PFOS 100000 alizk 7 72 811 A [50]
: PFOS 230000 12 1650
TEEALA — alizk [
100 PFOA 190000 > 4 1283 (48]
PFOS 186000 9 1325
MefbRETE  500—800 100 PFBA 80000 alizk 5 5 364 S [49]
PFOA 154000 3 1031
PFBA N 24
N PROA aisk | K. 168 — s
— 350—1000 33 T prRA 1 JEARIEBET 7.2 Py sz; [51]
BEA AW B HK — ’
PFOA 168
PFOA alizk 0.25 2.32
PELACMC  10—50 25 2FRL 1 Wk 6.5 [iiE [52]
. o o
PFAS
PFOS 186000 100
SCHRFERME 400—5000 76 PFHxS 148800 alizk 3 35 2500 BT [53]
PFBS 111600 11
PFOS 21.6 .
- 4] &
1GO-ZF@CB 1280 1000 PFOA 20000 K 3 2 61 (il [55]
10FIR£F
Jiefk-CDP — 25 ;ﬁf;‘ 2 gk 75— - s [59]
DEXSORB <150 o GSFIRA | o a5 ZAFFFIGH: - - s [60]
DEXSORB* <63 PFAS ’ ’ TR 7K _ _
K5 FALWLBFFRIE PFAS W B 2505 45 R0
Table 5 Summary of PFAS adsorption parameters and results on fluorinated adsorbent
R 530051 o/ W HE e R/ . P WA
T e IS ke gt e et
Wefhisr) J& o /pm mg-L") PFAS ne'L Water H Equilibrium (mgg Evaluation 2%k
Adsorbent Size Adsorbent Initial matrix p q time Adsorption mode Reference
dose concentration capacity
PFOS 2500 124300
. 4fisk &
F-MT <74 10 PFOA 5070 } 5 <21 20896 i [28]
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N i PRI g pamtEm O g
RS JOF fum (mg-L™) PFAS (hg L) Water H Equilibrium (mg-g) Evaluation 2% 3k
Adsorbent Size Adsorbent Initial . P q . Adsorption Reference
. matrix time X mode
dose concentration capacity
W fEfks .
WA, 55 — PFOS 20 sk gk © < — s [62]
Kb 11
PFBS — 262000
PFOS gk, 4 1127000
F-VT <74 50 PFBA 25000 Apppgmk O N 165000 [63]
PFOA — 681000
1 3.5—
3600 PFOA 10000 105 <2 2.47—3.56
PFOS 2.84
FCH — PFNA EZIVIN 2.78 GHE [64]
1800 PFOS-NH, 10000 — — 251
PFOSAmS 2.41
PFOSNO 2.58
11000 GenX 2(1) 0 afizk 9.7 <0.5 278
BFREIK  75—125 RS - [ [66]
100 PFAS 1 15KITHIK 6.2 — —

1.5 BRAUKE
R AKAE (CNTs) HAT 28 B8R GOKR G548, 1y b 2% i AR R s (1 B K P, XEA HLTS Y BA R4y
W B BE 7 7. CNTs 3l # 40 N BAOBE ik 40 >k 45 ( SWCNT) F £ BE B 49 K & ( MWCNT) , SWCNT L
MWOCNT HA7 B R LR AL, X PFAS HA7 B = A W B 25 a5 il DA AR 2335 K, X PRAS 10 B 42234
W /NP0 XA [ A ) CNTs W PFOA Y W (25 1 A7 38 — A b 38, 2 3454~ CNTs B3 11 X
PFOA W fff £ JC 8. 25 25 5181 CNTs 1) 2 T Ak 2 M o2 5 e W B P BB Y R I R 2 —. CNTs fE7Kk h 5
2R, AT AR FH S A il 0 K A5 4 8 20 FBOHE ). Li SR T R [A) 33 4 & 1) CNTs X PFOS Fl PFOA 1141
B, TR B2 o B A AAC A SO B B R RO R TR B AUE g A1 CNT(MWCNT, MWCNT-OH,
MWCNT-COOH) X} PFOA 1% W [ s, & 2 H [5] A 1% KA 8. 38 2 b 2 S Ak 1 2 2 T 4 SR PR e g oK A
(PANT), 5% #LI CNTs AH Ik PANT & 47 K e JE, 787K B85 TR B0 A0 e Sty 1F FR Aoy, 38 2o
AHEAE FHWZ B PFOS F1 PFOA, W25 & 43 51l #1358 1651 mg-g ' A1 1100 mg-g '™ pb4h, J&F CNTs R 4F
() 5 HL M A Al 2 A e 1, 78 M Al Al B 25 10 BB 12 35 32 5 ONT X PFAS 11 W Ff 75 & 17— 7 5 31—
MWOCNT W% B i FEAH F, MWONT 78 HL AL 224 B R X} PFOS i1 PEOA. 1) 5¢ AW BFF 25 2 40 ) 186 i 94 4%
1150 3%, JH IR BR800 3t 4 00 R b R T2, B 4 K A RN 20% A7 88 A LR X PFOS 1 PFOA. 1) 1% i 7%
A I R 88.2 A5 FN 205 5. 3% 6 IS T AR SCHT CNTs XJ PFAS MM Fff S5k 545 8.
% 6 AL ONTs [ PFAS MRS %0 545 B0 &
Table 6 Summary of PFAS adsorption parameters and results on CNTs in this paper
W B 707 A/ Wl W 2 R/

JKAEIL R SEAFAST ] /h PP X
Wi Rofhm - (mg L) e o (ngl) k\ﬁi}‘ﬁ H I:EF fiIliijrlilm (mg-g) Etgf:i S 3ik
Adsorbent Size Adsorbent Initial . p 4 . Adsorption Reference
. matrix time . mode
dose concentration capacity
SWCNT  0.001—0.002 2 237
MWCNTI0  0.01—0.02 200—1200  PFOS 100000 4lizk 7 2 196 [ [50]
MWCNTS50 >0.05 2 149
PFBS 150
PFHxS 200
PFOS 250
SWCNT 0.002 PEBA 107 <15
PFHxA 157
250 PFOA 207 afizk 7 — A [68]
MWCNT-100 0.056 24
MWCNT-OH 0.061 PFOA 82.8 <15

MWCNT-COOH  0.064 <15
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gk 6
08 o350 350 e/ WIE e g/ . PN R, o
. N % B 751175 {E Wjﬁum{; IR Sl &l}ﬂﬁ’?ﬁ EM A - i
Wi JOS (mg-L™) PFAS (ng L) Water H Equilibrium (mg-g™) Evaluation 2% 3k
Adsorbent Size Adsorbent Initial . p 1 . Adsorption Reference
. matrix time X mode
dose concentration capacity
10 355
M-0 (3.84%) 5 10 132.5
PFOS 3 683.6
M-0 (10.08%)  <0.008 83 PFOA 50000 aliZk — — e [70]
M-O (18.01%) PFOSA 21; _ _
M-0 (22.8%) _ _
PASNT tesl
S _
1100
- 02 200 PFOS 250000 K —— <40 g WS [71]
PABNTs PFOA -
1111
MWCNT(HL{E PFOS 2 470
2 ,
_ Ry so  —LFOA 4y 2 S 3 406 s [72]
MWCNT PFOS 8 >
PFOA 2.7
CNTs-20% 1 % PFOS 50000 2 555.8
I (R b2l — — 4liz . : =
" Ejj)%ﬁﬁ PFOA 41400 ko 36 4 491.4 ® [73]

1.6 &EANEL

& JE A HLE 2L (MOFs) J& F I HL-A HLA bk, J2& DL 4 R B 7 sk 4 s S Ak ) i B ot A HLE
FF0] Canxeh 2 — F R )V A LR TE A A e 15 5 A 7. MOF's HLAg v L R A L i FLIUR DL K B T R
L AERHAE, ZE7K T PFAS W [ 25 B 5% b 2 B0 1 R 4 A MBS 61 40, MIL-101( Cr) bb 22 18 X R K
2560 m*-g™', e[k PFOA 7 60 min 35 2|, W Fff 25 &2 460 mg-g'"; Fe-BTC R M AN 1051 m*-g™,
X} PFOA W it 25 5ok 548 mg-g ', MOFs HA B A AL 5 (CUS), 4 J& B 0 BE IS TE Wi ik HL 1
GERE, S ok e R A R B B S PFAS, S MOF W B 5] 16 5 B2 0 B A7 o5 22 — U678 7). Clark 45
FHASTA] & & 1Y HCLAE S 98 i 570 1 4 B A s B kA 19 Ui0-66, 5 JC Bk 4 1Y UiO-66 AH LE, H1 10% F11
25% 19 HC1 A4 1 A Bk Ui0-66 HA7 T KA L 3R TR AR R TE £ 9 CUS, X PFOS il PFBS 1) EA 3 & 1
W ffF 7%, Barpaga %5 4% T MIL-101-Cr 1 MIL-101-Fe %} PFOS AYWZFf, MIL-101-Cr 230 H 55 5 4 2
JI B AARAE A A R A Ay, LB S A8 Oy U AR e A MOFs ELAT R[] 1) = 4k 3k #h 45 i =3
Je, [ B AR A Ak 2 TRt 2 520 PRAS W FFF7S 813, Chen 2587 9% T = Ff MOFs(ZIF-7. ZIF-8 Fll ZIF-L)
X} PFOA WK 4 g, e rf ZIF-7 Fi1 ZIF-8 4331 B 2% I Wk nse i1 2- F Lk mae 1 Sk A7 1L E A4 (EL 2L A A ) 1
=Y AbEE R, ZIF-8 F1 ZIF-L fH AH (] A A3 AL BC AR Bl (L A AR S5 R A TR], 45 51 I 7 =35 1 W g
ZIF-L (244 mg-g™) > ZIF-8 (177 mg-g™) > ZIF-7 (22 mg-g )™ YE& 45 i 7E pH = 5 MUSCIR 4440 F , 2KIF
WM (pKa = 5.3) 2L Jy H AT HLfr, 17 2-HF JE K ME (pKa = 7.9) #5741 1E FL 7 [, BE5 PFOA 7=/ #f
HHEAEH 15 ZIF-L 5 ZIF-8 BRI T ZIF-7; i T ZIF-8 = Ze 454 [ A FEARBLAL, P L i
1T ZIF-L JZ2 [ AL B 77, 15 PFOA BEWS BB 75 5 i [n] ZIF-L NI W B2 A5 38 b4, 3
I FEBCAAR L e I REE ) E RE AR B B A7 a5, BE i — 204 ) MOFs 1 I B PEBE. Liu 55 4F MIL-
101(Cr) A LB AR b BE17 A [ B e A& 4, 4945 MIL-101(Cr)-NH,, MIL-101(Cr)-NMe;, MIL-101(Cr)-
DMEN #l MIL-101(Cr)-QDMEN"®), %5 41 (¥4 i v AH B A FH A 7 22 B g ifE— 25 2 /55 MIL-101(Cr) AW
W EE ). B2, JEIE T 1 Bk B e L 35 )L 35 . Mohd 255 A K fifk () 58 T s TBE e i MIL-96 (AL #E47 2
P, I 25 B TR T, AR R LB R L 1 AR ) R A (R A5 A% S5 BHL 7 8 W o Al R R
(186 h), PRl HS2 B i AE 1154, 2% 7 0 B0 T A 3CH MOFs XF PFAS W B S 805 45 3.
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Table 7 Summary of PFAS adsorption parameters and results on MOFs in this paper

t IR B0 7 Ak BE/ " RN AR, e
BHH g (ngl) Tty ki wmrn S ER
Adsorbent Specific Adsorbent PFAS Initial Wat(:zr pH Equl.hbrlum Adsorption Evaluation Reference
. matrix time . mode
surface area dose concentration capacity
MIL-101(Cr) 2560 480.2
MIL-101(Cr) 1195 3726
NH2 :
MIL-101(Cr)
NMe3 445 100 PFOA 100000 4k 5 <1 500.9 s [76]
MIL-101(Cr) 1692 5974
DMEN :
MIL-101(Cr) 1530 1907
QDMEN :
Fe-BTC 1051 548.2
MIL-100-Fe 1237 1000 PFOA 500000 ik 33 >1 426.6 [HE> [77]
MIL-101-Fe 1811 490.1
. PFBS <1 522
Ui0-66-10 1423 500 PFOS 4 0
PFBS <1 —
Ui0-66-25 1404
__PFOS 500000 a7k 5 <1 410 s [79]
Ui0—66-50 687 125—3000 PFOS — 95
Ui0-66-DF 1121 PFOS — —
ZIF-7 14 — 22
ZIF-8 1291 200 PFOA 4140207000 &7k 5 — 177 [ [81]
ZIF-L 12 — 244
i0o66 PFOS : 160
iO- _
PFOA 388 e
Dioee(r) 1000 —ppos 500000 alisk 4 254 s [82]
10-66- 682 PFOA ! 467
Ui0-66 PFOS : 160
10- — >
PFOA 388 ,
1000 —proe 500000 4fizk 4 GEES [83]
Ui0-67 — PFOS >1 580
PFOA 700
MIL-96-
#fi =
RHPAM? 75 1000 PFOA 1000000 4k — 186 340 G [84]

1.7 HoAh g B 5

Al I I 55100 435 R R 0 BT 5 SR A (MITP) 25 . P B A 750 o L gk B A 0 R G R U
VB T U [ 3 A AR b, B3 A i P R 2% T i S A T Dl RE AL G . 3 3 i I - B ks 5 e Rk
Z) b A T 2 B4 3 LA FLIRAL 75 B 3 = H 8% (CTAB) T BEAL B P 1 BR (4 #L Fe;0,@Si0,@CTAB-
Si0,) W B F= B 7kt & PFOS, 3X Rz B3I L CTAB Sy 3= 20 f 7 o5, A FLAT H B A o 22 2 62 04 W ot
7 85, 22 B 5T 0 W B 25 R B 0 1 H T A A2 1 R FesO, AN OK UKL AT LA SE 18 2% & A F XF
PFOA HEAT W R, v 3 #9585 BE AT 3800820 Fey 0, 40K 0RE 1) A1 B 09,y IS ART) 542 5 48 Ak e 4l K
kT S 2 25 A4 i T B ) ( MINP@GC S A-12C) X5 7K 7 19 PFOS il PFOA H AT Ml 5 6 43 1 I 51 BE
1, 165 HA AR Py AR T BEAG R f PFOA F1 PFOS, 225 2243 I35 3 99.6% i1 98.5% 71,

FHF 2Bk PFAS A MIP R H b 45 () ek S B RA07 o5 B e B A WG BFE E B PRAS, X 2R SR & 438 &
A —E T TR RECR RS H bR PFAS AOAT SO FFHES*), HAh Ateia S48 T —Fh R (3-T M
T e P i ) == PR G e 7 R e W 591, G2 B9 X 16 il PRAS B 22 5 (B0 J1 24 2 h LAY, 57825
BT OKIREE P A L BRR A L, 76 1R K BREE GBI /K RS K AR BT H7K) PR X 16 Fh PFAS 032 215231
T (<15%) 0 HoAthAH I B ST T3 8.
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Table 8 Summary of PFAS adsorption parameters and results on other relevant adsorbents

R B3 WIE e BE/ " e 0 [t 25 e/
N S PRI xpom pgmn PR g
W) Rt /jpm (mg-L™ ) PFAS (hgL™) Water H Equilibrium (mg-g™) Evaluation 253
Adsorbent Size Adsorbent Initial matrix p time Adsorption mode Reference
dose concentration capacity
ArfL
Fe;0,@Si0,@C  03—0.4  50—500  PFOS 0.5 afik 3 0.167 — 2 [85]
TAB-SiO,
TEN [ A g A
. 4l =
A 0.295 8 PFOA 0.2 afi K 6.8 0.5 62.52 i [86]
MNP@GC5A- PFOS i e
_ 247 N J— iy
hC 0.213 PFOA 1 K 7.4 fiid [87]
PFOS 6.27
— 4ti7] —
PFOA 1000 k <24 6.42
ZICIhhE A k- PFHxS 0.530
TERERE 666.67 X s [88]
MIPs B PFOS 1000 Wik B B 1.108
PFHxS 0.166
PFOA 1.225
MIP-CMSs 0.73 250 PFOS 50000 4lizk 3 1 75.99 s [89]
gk, HFK,
B 3P ey
) = AU - 16FMRA 157K/ - s
) = W3 70 1 e 6.5 <2 & [90]
et e PFAS K. AL B
BRI Bk

2 WEMHLEE(Adsorption mechanism)

W B 77 7E X PEAS (18 M B 3ok A v, 02 B AIL 2 = A 45 i AR B . AR . S A AR, B
TAHRAE . AL, BEAE BOR 8 22T R BRI B TF &, — 6% PFAS HA JURr e 43 P 0 B 1) 7 FH LA A2
1 2 BN N L 2T, AN get-3UAH B4R . AS SCE F A A LT LR Y/ =AW AR 0. B 1 34N
1 PFAS TEMZ R3] _E fy i B AL,

AIAE A Air bubble role
i 'si B EAE
# , Hydrophobic
interaction

F-F fHEAEH
F-F interaction ™~

A

- ERHUFE EAE
~“Electrostatic
interaction

- @~

- (
=k 7 N
lon exchange T g 0 N |

Hemimicelle

W %’([iﬁHemlmlcelle
1 W ULEAES 5 PFAS 7 MR b A e B AL

Fig.1 Adsorption mechanism of typical anionic PFAS on adsorbents

2.1 ALYHL

Z LR 590 (B ACs F MOFs) 3R I 4 FL (<2 nm) 7F PFAS B W itk ferh A AR, £ 5
AL B T AR Y bl T AR AL 25 AR, 2 2R 1 B 55 25 44 151 22 1) PFASPY. Inyang 5548 H, 47 HLE W Fff
FIH ) PFAS AT 38 o8 5 B L B -0 70 14 7 =2 53 A 0 08 B 350 L P 302, Park 50058 & L, ACs MTEFLER
T AR R, X SR K 1 S BE PFAS W B A ) A5 ). B4R ACs X B /K 14 BT i E@i&’ﬁ% PFAS H. A T 58 (1 1
MfE T, B2 5555 PFAS Al IL, K 5% PFAS 75 %8 0K A I BT P-4 B[] O, 3 7] 52 1 T4 5% PFAS 43
FRETR K, 5 FAEFLA 7= A 2 e ol s il b 2, i & PFAS 094> T RST S/, 3.5 F [ NP 8L, R
Gy ALY B B AR ) B A5 E B &, 2548t ACs XF PFOS F1 PFOA 114 W [ 3 % 75 24004~
FEHCE /N, MOFs — M 7E 1 h 858 UM (32 2 538 7). Liu S9K IS A 45 F MOFs BILEE (1 FL B 25
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F AT B F PFAS [a] PN 1O 1175 B PR %) 5 o 3o 232 701, — BB qiff 58 A 51 & 3 MOFs LB 3 K A
FIF PFAS I B 7>, Clark S5 8 55 & A B ) Uio-66(FLAE 0.8—2 nm) b TG B ) Uio-66(FLAE
0.8—1.1 nm) W T B 2 1) PFOST. B K 78 W B ik A% FL IR 09 K/ NFIAFRRT PRAS 199 BCHAT SCHEAE
FH AR K Z2 00t Z2FL IR 550 (R AF 5% 2 B, FLBR I O/ INFIARFR I AR IR B BB T i ke s TR 2R, TR SRy 3 R 254
JB P TG AR U Hb i B ACs S ELA FH LSS #4 ) MOFs 76 W RE 1 1 1Y i 35 25 5050 BF 9 A —B0A
A7 WG SR ) ) 2 T e P S A R I B SRS PRASS 8 70 JHL P 1) DG B, A ey 3 Mg 56 1 WIS 590 5 F I 7
AR5 I FL 7, A4 5% PFAS RO R85 080 5 B 34 i 5 7001,
22 HHEAHEAEH

HLAY ) PFAS(PFCA 5 PFSA) K — 285 I PEAS(HH GenX., F53B M i B i iR (FTS) 45 ) fE/K
FELIBA B FIE A AE A, F2 100 #5717 1E H a7 A0 I R 500 Can B 8 P s i il L 7 SR A ) il 2o i oL W 5 | %o
PFAS E47 0 B0 530 e H AT 5, 26 R0 43 B 1o i Hi A B FH W BFE PRAS 114 W o 700 288 2 5 i /46
B 700 L I AR L 2T ARG (FT-IR) AT A4S 2 e Fext B 25+ PFAS W FfEA FH A e 3t . 491, se Bk 52 2%
Y2 B 75 5 W B PFOS 11T J5 AYZT AN TS 20 BT s, N—H 7F 3429 em! A% {1 45 4% 5 16 72 1 B PFOS Ji5 £
% 3470 cm ™, 1fif N—H 7E 1649 cm™' AL A9 25 IR SNUENLFE 2 1635 em ™', FRWI M 5L 5 W B Joa 7™ A= 1 AH
AR, 3 3 5T A AT B I R A DA R A AR 5 | BH 25 T PFAS. Du 4638 1o 75 B AR
[F] pH 254 N3 20 Zeta HL 57 TIE S e 56 09 P FPOAS [m] H far RS, BRI BT A0 A0 25 B AR AR, 55 4b, 38
i X-5F 4t HL BB A (XPS) UE 52 2% 44 BH 25 7 X B 25 F PFAS B9 W% BfEF . 2= 2 fk 4l X PFOS #ll
PFOA BT J5 A9 XPS RAE B/, C-NTRILE A e 401.4 eV 3 5I07 F 2 401.6 eV A1 401.3 eV, H C-N*
i T L A BB R 0 i AR EE 9 Eh 0.91 BB 0.85 T 0.870, 5 A Z2 K1 e i 5 JE 114 WAL o 5] (2
ACs FIl CNTs) A Lt 75 e /4 W 6 5510 380 % G 28 30 1 B 1 7 A S 55 R g, — SRR 90 38 2ok 2 A0 5 | ) g /8
St BETE T R B R0 0 R B i 2 54076,
23 BT

B2 T PFAS Sk &8 A 5 T 3k A1 (R iR 5& AT R R ik 11 ) Bl o 2 7 3 8 119 Jr =0 — S 5 550 1 BH
B A A T B 3 (UG08 ) 48 T R, 3 ek 1 67 Ry T %) L TR 5 7 0 R B 3 8 B 5 ) B
i BE A S DT 0 WA B 790 109 5 - S 40 i 7, SR 198 WA R 550 DU Ay ) 85 - 5 8 v iR 4245760 g F B 3 H
1 AR B R A P F PRAS (S8 B REH, (AT A2, BARBUTE 042 = 5 g 72, 1
J& PFAS 85 WG FiH5 AT BE 2 1E— 25 7= Az 2 B A AR FH DL BORUZ W B, 33X 06} J 2 B PFAS AW B HLAT T2 A
TR,
24 BUKHEERSSHEH

B 7K AR A 2 g KM [ 59) (B0 ACs. CNTs %) 5 PFAS H i 7K 3843 T i i — b AR W e 8 43
(i) P A B SR, X AN 73] 32 B2 A S Bl 1) 7K 43 el AR BSR4, el A5 B /K 4 5% /K HE T T AT AH B 5
A REFE 3y T LR A PFAS J2& R 2% 7K Sk 358 A5 7K 560 2H A A0 4 I, 38 5 6 B PRAS BB 7K
P i e B %) 38 0 T3 0, 98UR BB K R S e R RS ) X6 G 1% W2 B B 0%, Deng SEMESE T 4. 6
8 k5% PFCA Fl1 PFSA 5 /K M5 SWCNT W i 75 2 A DG, & B & A2 A6 I SR A TE AR G, i TR
HEMY) PFAS 11 PFOS 1 PFOA 3 # HAT B8 iy B /K Pk, 33 {75 — 0 3% 17 670 A 4 178 W 5P 500 72 WO e ol
W R AEFEXT BT PRAS (LR 1, 75 A8 38 3o 85 7K AH B AR A RO B PEAS! 81, (X6 J B (1)
PFAS (41 PFBS F1 PFBA) 11 75 , FoAt ot b2 35 7K A, 38 3o 558 7K 0 o 700 Xf A R o221,

SoF i A I B A 1 5, HEXT i 7K PEAS (41 PROS F1 PFOS ) A W ] 388 5 £ BioHL S B U3 245 1 7K 4
H AP AH i T PEAS MR (09 20 745, 1 C-F S5 B S2 B/K S i i, DR T 155 B8 A 5 /K AH B4
BN REAR AT (4 38 PFAS FEB KR RE L (%) 2 B ik #2055 Meng %54 8 1 00 % Btk JoT B 7K b4 Rk 76 W
B PFOS i 2 i HoA 1y B B DTk, 78 B 25 A5 AN AR XT Bt v, S 5& 4 PFOS #£ CNTs,
A 85 (G . A 52 M (GR) T PAC AW B A0 A AN [ B2 B2 1 T i, JHE v e oy 8 28 9 2 CNTsCTR R 79%)
HGICT [ 74%) ) AT BB S o 76 7K Hhise S8 g 7K ik i Rk 2 T A7 A6 36 B I 40 oK A<, Tfi PROS it ]
YA AR UL T L. R T 5 AR A B A TE A Ok R B 40 DK R A B K Bl S A R L VR AL,
Jiang %5 DL A1 S0 . AT 3507 (GR-OH, & & 5250 ) B Ak A1 550 (GR-NH,) 1 A AR R B 551, £ Bz
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PR %% B e (DFT) M43 1 80 1 22 55 T BOR B9 90K i 48 PFAS 1T B HLEECT, 25 388, i F C-
F 55 s il , B K VR I ME LA PFAS 154258 ik N 55 78 B 7K e A R 1 25 T 4 W B6Y , T 2 38 o C R T iy
YRR .
2.5 F-FAHEAEH

TR, F-9AH BAE AR T & & o R e &P IR A BRI R ST 3R, (b &5
T2 0] 77 A T 20 AR AR AR 25 A0 R EL AR FH T AR B 5 |, 2 BHOA R S v B 5 5%, AR 3 v g e o 5]
R SR AL BRI AR IR B R A8 B C-F B BE XK 4 PFAS 8 H 1% W B E 1 B BT & 15 1 C-F K &8
BTG N AE B SRR IR T, PFAS B BEAR X FoK BREE v 1975 5o R B IR i iyl 58 UL
B KA EAE R L A BV B B 7 4 AH L, J-9RURH BLVE B B AT X PRAS 5 5 1 e 5 P I A ) A
s o1 =63 66 Kumarasamy 45 $i% 18 (1) 960 &E B W B 7 AE 1 pg L7 90 1R Wk B M s 5 s T 4R (200 mg- L
NaCl #1120 mg-L™" JB5 1R ) 14 F AR IH{#45%F PEOA . PFHxXA Fl GenX ELA H (4 1Y 2 BRAUR (> 80% ),
{EAR B A, IS EE PFAS —HFF, J5UA0 IR B 300t 25 3R 30 Ry i 7K 1, F7E — St 5 r 35 £ 1R o ) v =
Tt % (5 PFOS HA7 A [A] il i s < B AN B BE ) 14 22 BR e i AKX %5 PFOS 19 2B, X {LLF- BE Ry Ji.- 96U FH B
Y X 53 T /K AR B FR AL T4 o S s o (B, HFS 5 LB AT Fe ik — 2B O AR 58

3 PFAS W)W 3l 127 (Adsorption kinetics of PFAS)

W B 8l 3 2 S0 S W B SR X PRAS 14 W2 BREA 7 A 02 B B A 6 k. A2 (1 R 10 A A 3 2 A
R Ay W — G B 8l 3 2 AT RN o — R B 5y g 2 AR 190, Wang 59 H, 1 — GRSl i AR i o o
A TSN 12, 1 G TR FE R 3 R B I 5 9 7 D R O O e R L0, — S R B A S A SR
T Y — AR R R AR SR W B B A R, o AR AR R 2 T R B Ao 03350 10 KL LA A A
KRR, AIEWE 5 A9 PFAS BRIFIE 8 8 T 1 G W I} 55 F7 2E A5 R0 il b PFAS 78 W FF57) 1 A ik
Bhf 3ot A LA B4 AR LA AR SR 05 429082 e B L T PRAS 5 1 B2 #50 A) AH B4 FH ] A B 58 4 1 38 18 o
FIXT PFAS AW Bt . Beah, X — 2o 2 FL A B 5], oW AR FIFLBR 2 i PFAS 19 3) J12%. 5 GAC #H
Fb, PAC ELAT B /NPRIAR, PRAS A (i) PN 5 IR B o5 37 5018 Bl ) B8t JEL A7 B R o 3 3 R ) S
r s B B30 777 5 RS B K% PFAS AH He, W B0 R 55 PFAS HA B R A% R B3 30 5530, o T o —
GRNAE G i Bh ) 2R, 5 — A5 I 81 ) 2R SRR N IO, S8 E, W BRI PEAS 9 1 B
T AR AT LUV S5 A AN B, 1 FLE Y EORURL N L R LR N B B I — PR A AR M AR R
FHF VAN W B 3 A5 b A BR A 3R, T i 2 B AL AL FR 10, g, 5405 2 ] R A B ZRMESC R AN C = 0 J& 0
BN B Sy 3 B D TR B AR AL Yu BEFSE T GAC. PAC Al AL 400 1% fff PFOS F1
PFOA 1 % o i i 2% W JHC 32 B2 %) BRUSE A0 JR O B N 97 1, 177 PAC B -FRLAR /N, W B 03 58 5 T4 18 9
ERFLER R O AE H R P R Wang %% GenX 7E PAC Fl GAC I (4% B 78 L5 3] T —2K

4™,

4 FKFRIE R R0 W B A9 22 B & (Main factors affecting adsorption in water)
4.1 PFAS MG

PFAS fit 2 W FRIE 2 4 Rl 2 R 1 Be L2454, — b4 KK W PFAS(C > 7) 38 % B AT A%
AR 7KV 1 g AR M P, — A B % W B G 0k ARG W AT PRAS 4 W B B g Bl B < A4 14 i
Bt fyp o2 50-66.68. 901021 gy TP 25 C-F H5 138 0, PFAS (35 /K 1 S5 o 78 38 n, s 7Kk 289 W B} 7500 58 5 13 2o i 7K
A EAE ] LR EE R PFAS!L I Ah, JE T4 3858 2 U e JE 451, AH GBI 93 3% B o - 38AH AR
FAX T Z2 B HA AR L5 E BE Y PFAS EAA R A7 A3 A0 00 31, BF9E N L EZ T A5 IH 2 B
B PFAS, i LA PFCA 5 PFSA, it — 285 B ) PFAS 1l GenX. F53B & FTS 4. H LAY 2%
KB RE AR BT B R A R TR, A 1 2 B R A R 45 R R AR LG T X PRCA B W B, XoF [] 452
BER Y PFSA HA7 558 1 W BB 72770 Ateia 553 5f DFT 1155 T R (- IE BEAL 9 56 ) — W LS fb Bk
K B 0 W [ ) 1 2 % B BS 7 X PFOS. PFOA. PEBS #il PFBA f4 W [ 4 Rk , 45 % 3¢ B H: Xf PFOS,
PFBS A IHFEE(=79.95kI-mol ' F1-82.59kJ-mol ) 2 # T PFOA 5 PFBA AU IHFEE(-15.16kI-mol ' I
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—28.27 kJ-mol ™) ¥, Park %5 [ B T 3X — B 4 i T 2L JE I, 76 1580 JELF 67 L faf 20 A L, PRSA Sk &R I 4R
JE - 43 A B A7 R far R 2 1 S, (A5 T F AT A I B XT PESA 22 3t T 12 1) 6 AL 171,
F 98 PFAS 190U 8 # R Ik v, (AR R 2 AR R TR, H R 715 5 A RE, U
O3 BEAR AR BE b 2 3] 553 H oy A W 5 1 22 SRy ik, Park 2538 1o 1 B A 3% 00 - BEE /R T PFAS 7 3 T H fif ]
A EL A R B4 % B a2 i, 960 HP ) = 0 R JRCI0 P R Ko R o = £ ) R BT R,
42 pH

VS VB pHL A7 P XoF W R 390 2 T 9 485 77 1) Fl iy 1 SO L S R g U0 19853 o I S ) R A 7 %
PFAS W it #2 A BB S8 —. VAW pH (A T I BR550 4) 45 L  (pHpc) BT, TR B S50 1) 27 1E FL,
L R | A R T B S F- PRAS BB, BE G W pH (B4 T v W BN 5006 PFAS 118 W B i T 3% 8
UL X AP G 322 BLAE pK, BARM AL A P, JLHZ PFOS(pK, H1-3.27) Fl PFOA(pK, 5-0.2), &
MIHEFT IR 5T /Y pH 6 Bl N FEZ LIBA & F IR . (B, IRA 67 X GenX W B 22 3 i1 56 4 AN [a] 1) 2K
%, 16 pH 2—4 Ju B N L BRZBEE pH MBS INMI G I, 76 pH 4—10 85 [ N 2 BR 2 REE pH A3 i B
IR, 3 n] BE 2 T GenX Y pK, N 2.84, 1 pH 2 i} GenX i T4k ifif 222 LLAE B F 8474 T Kb, IRA
67 X H K L BRIUT-F- A 0; B pH AYIEINBA B 519 GenX B il 2, KRR Wi in; mikd#E pH Ay
— NN (pH 4—10), IRA 67 ERIREIE(pK, 4 9.5) JFURZEHT 25 T4k, B T35 B fie J1 AWk 5 S 80 2=
BB B AR 42T 0%.
43 KT AR
43.1 HAFHHLE

TR IR o33k A7 7E K18 A B TR 6 A A HILTS Y AL SR A LIS (NOM, WA R (HA) | ¥
fif A LR (DOC) ), X LA HLTIRE S PFAS 36 4 WL FH 551 b (9 W RS2, DTS2 e W B 5500 %) PEAS 1) 53
Ayl Du SEHRIE, A SCPRY AFFF K, i TAEfE R A AL Qe 58 50017 (089 g L) . 4
B THk(1.2 g L"), PAC 1 IRAGT(WRZ 548 & 60 mg-L ™) %t F PFOS (1 fE 11 FRE T 80% LA 131 47
WESE 2 BN, KA A LR Wy o IR A A= 1 7% 78 19 7K %) PEOA W Bt (27.7 mg- L™ 1 31.7 mg- L™ ) T 7E 517k
HiXt PFOA W Fff it (41.3 mg- L' Al 41.2 mg-L™"), Al R R E 7K DOC(4.9 mg-L™) #4175 5 BH 2 A= 4 i
LB S5 PFOA W B o T B ply 130k ot BEL ZE 2880, W o 70 X e o5 1) 0 e 88y g 2 2 52 380 JE 4,
AN, MR T AARE T 16 R IR K IR 5544, DOC X W B30 [ i) 25 22 F PRAS A3 3 RI/E FICO. A Bl
JB 43 F i KN B H Ak 25 P S5 AT R e R e W BRSO A TR R Yu AR RIFSY T 5 K AR ER T KR BLJT
(1) 5> X ACs Z Bk PFAS (5200, 45 R EKWI/N3F (<1 kDa) (524 BE /11 K T K 4>+ (>30 kDa), 5
PFAS 43 K/ S B9 A HLA) 25 B35 B AKX PRAS I FTUL i NOM A7 7E £ & B R L | R IE 55 Ak
P, — et 5 W5 31 W B 700 % NOM. 1) W 4 R I 5 I3 AR I B3R 119 pHL, U ') 3X BEBR % 32 NOM 1 5%
M), W2 B 570 7] GE T 5 %) PFAS 7= A= L i ) AT RAIR T % PFAS A I 56 g
432 BT

B T IAF A AL, K IR o 3 A7 7E 45 Fh JCAILBH BH 5, 35 28 5 X I BRE 570 I B PRAS 25 7=
SRR — SE S HGE T IO LS T S N 23 R AR B 500 6T PEAS 9 1 B fi 0 1o 5655201 ] B, i A7
TR HIE T PFAS B 23 Bl TOAIL 5 B g 3 1o g Ak 1, JEAIL S Xz [t PFAS (1451
A e AW E XU 2 R | PHES T 2RO L R AT R A X 6 T2 5 1 i e A A RS
T 28 #e W fF PFAS 4 W B 551, JE ML I 25 1% A7 6 g 0% X B B3 7 PFAS T 1 5 4 1 A9 IR o6 177 1% 1%
PFAS 75 W B 500 1 i W BFE 200 (B0 A5 0 B 2, 76 A SRK AR B 45148 T PFAS MR /K P R IR = i (B0 H
ng L BECA pg L), W A TCALBA 257 I BE (0T mg L) %X 1k PFAS & JLAS B0 40020 0 Jehll
B 1 ] RE 23 ok o i A2 6 390 110 T R g O A7 555, AT 5 i A A 751) 25 T 149 1 FL fp X BH 15 7 PFAS 1)
HLW 51 XS T4 5E PFAS, %4 PFAS 52 (1052 2 88 0y W3 [ SR KRB i A7 A 1 B 8 1 E B 6
Cl'. NO; 1 SO>5, iX 3 Fli fF 5 1 X PFASs W Bt 2% bR 521 (1) K /NITF k1 SO > C17 >NO;3~ ). Du 4545
U IE T 4 9802 AR I S 1k 4% 7K JLAh JEHLER (MgCl,., CaCly, NaF, NaNO;., KCI, NaCl £l Na,SO,)
AT GAC W [ff PFOA . PFHpA F1 PFHXA HI52IH, 45 3 /R, JUFR JCALER B9 77 78 5 [R) 72 2 42 v
T AT GAC X = Fh 1k A& W A W B, AT RE R T v R B (0 JOHLER R 45 1 8 B 351 64 | L), ARG T A7 ol
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GAC i 77 L fif % PFCA AYHER: . Horh MgCl, 1 CaCl, o W B R4 R A 32 TH i i 25, 8y — A BH s
FHANIZEREVE FHAEAS A BB TP A0 T A7 GAC 218 19 £ i A 15 AR W B I3 AH B D 7 T
791 55 W B I 22 (BT BT SR AR T R B 7, e Ab, —SURF SR GE TR Mk B O HLER O AEAE 23 ff PFAS Ui
fiff B AR T H0 IR ER AT 000, (2 (58 22 1) PFAS DA 32 1A 43 2 S W B 70 L, 328 7 5 o g e - - 10,
TEFFE MgCl,. CaCl,, NaF, NaNO;., KCI, NaCl fl Na,SO, Z%f IRA 67 " fff PECA (520 A 438 o, 1
THI L[]8 1 A7 TE 23 7 A 5 41 W B I8 25 AR AT R R 5] 1) 25 B 38, (R 2R i /R (A — AN /) SOL7 X i
B 7 A T AR S I ), A R X — IR VR 235 g R B SO0 B A AR T JCAILBH B %0 W B i 8 1Y)
PO T B R A, R ER AT RN AT RE A PRAE PFAS ¥R AR S O DL R, Xt T H SR KRB A7 4
fJJR i PEASCEUA ng L™ 504 png L), ERAT800 ol gexfE LU /E .

5 HEIHFERPER S RE (Current challenges and prospects)
5.1 BRI PEAN AR

Xof W B 70 W B PEAS féPEBE, L0 i) 5 XA 0285 W R (052 86 7] S35 7 2 5 oA 8 A 2 8 7K
T H ) W R 5 2 8 R A A 2378 11T 28 5 5553 A ) AR 2 e RF 0 o 570 2 7K R w5 0 o I 95 40925 i 25 %
BRFSP- 7 ) (62— 7). i 25 I BRI 2 S 6 S I 0 B O ik, DRLOR DA BE PA 19 ) B DR B X S S
AT, B R A SR AR R 6 500 0 A R 8l g 2« IR 2 AR A B DK 9 A B B O AR B (AR
SR B4 1 K Ak B 3 A v R B SR A RS A 43 5 TS R X, A T B Ak B PFAS 119 7 27 S B o FH A2
SRR . PRI DS FH RN 28 55 00 ) B R T, 6 S B g FH Ao e v R A 790 308 S0 R B DR A 32 2 0 sl R 7K
L8R PFAS, A B A (1] PR IR RS 5500 Ak B4 %) 7K it 2 B vy LA ) D 5 P8 L TR, Bl 28 i B R e
WS B 7 FH HH R B R A PR R E B RTINS, ShASIN APE6 77 ANAE GAC R B 28 3w i 1 AH DG A
FE R Y, H At A AU B 58 %) i T AT TH SR FH 29 285 08 6 52 3 >fe X6 AR B R A 7 P-4k, BRI T A2 A >f iy B o
R 5 285 52 A 9 5 30 e B 0 i B PR (36 2—36 8) . HiYk, B AR/IN R ST B g o 5] B A B i 8 A e
{825 B 590 A A2 5/ INBE (nm—pm RS, Sl 2B A 55X mT BEXE LA A, BRI R T B4 7 S B 5%
AT TE Y R RS0 A P e 5 S P, AT TH 5 S e W o 700 7 W B A P T30 5 198 7 3, 0 D R R 390 1 v i e
SE9ElE
52 JE%E PFAS By R

VLAE3R, PFOS Hl PFOA AH4k#E 51 A B /R EE POPs 44 5% 24, BRI HE &2 8 T A E7E4
AR . S T 98 0K B PFAS BTl > (4 52 M, il 38 77 48 H G HE m) T 454 5 1 AR DL Y AR
(C4—C7 ") PFCA Fl PFSA), Ju H & 4 50 T B i iR (PFBS) il 4= 560 T B2 (PFBA) . SR 17, T 40 5%
PFAS f4 i & 13z, 76 3B 23 /K 38 7 % 8 PFAS € 28 )il 4 PFAS (9 32 B 4y B 108 109 5 K 4%
PFAS #HIt, /R4 H6E PFAS A] G EA AR A= ) R AV, (R e AT 98 BA R IE A, X R 9]
A SR S (0 07 AT SR AE A /K 3R 855 v 1) PEAS S f 72 A S ik 1, bl i 8k 22 (0 0F 5 O 4R 95 B 3 e %
PFAS A&k, SR, o FHEKM:, Ji5E PFAS 5.5 TR B LK i, 48 R 40 0 IR RS 750 #0ouf LA 2 B
K JEAE PFAS, 2230 R 01K 14 W B 532 R0 . AR /3 o i R o6 ) 2 B T 8 v 1 I R S R g, (LT
T BLAE AT % IR T ik — 2 AR 5 X B 0 B 70 X K BE PFAS A9 25 b 1 B sl 2 78 Sh S WG S 56 RAF
MR RS 750 P 82 o -1,
5.3 SEBRIKEER) R ERAFSE

tF PFAS B A Tz 4, 728 K (R R U5 5 2 A 2 R 2 A0 1, R B 390 2 A 102 RS 1T R 119 76 S B
KA 25 W B 5 AE ELSK MR 4) PRAS 1 2 BRAE T, (AZEARBFFE A 35% I SCHRYS 2 81 T S2BR
IKRE I 25 B e, KRR I TR Kk R CAFFF) Tz PR S5 Tk SR, K5 74 %
PFAS 75 YLy K M4 v, AFFF J& 8 B 75 YLl PR, H A, B4 Z 3 8 PFAS 78 AFFF JE /K gl & B,
W 5 5 9] 85 7 PFAS 4 ik 4 8:2 FtSaAm. 6:2 FTAB 3% 2 BH B 7 1 % 1 55 7 19 PFASPY. >4 i 41 %
PFAS 119 25 bk = B 4L R 76 B 7 PFAS 19 L BRAFST I, AR AIBF I N 24 7850 [& PFAS 1716 i ZREPE,
R EZ RO R 2R PFAS BRI B 25 R, 25 B3 52 bR KRR i e 56 0 52 2 22 0, 5 T 6T IR S A9 T4
Al RER B . U RAE A SRR T X PFAS 19 & BR, B AHXTF PFAS Seist, 7K A 1) 75 5 2k i vk
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J3E 38 K L PRAS 5 JLAN B 9. MR AR DGR I 45 Hh A RO /K 2828 22 4 iR o (A RS IR T
70 ng- L"), FER AR TF S 1) i 2 W B 5] 75 2 HL 45 %) PEAS W R 7% 8 26 361 Fn sy 212 R0 g, BE IR 1 1Y)
PFAS 75 W B 7] -k 9 73 Bic i 7 vh R BEKE PRAS 23 Be 2 W2 R 571 L. K, AT A 5T o NOM X 15 Fff
PFAS 52 Wi 3£ 2 5CH KA TP Y DOC $58 45 3075 %€ HA 52 MR, {H 52 BR /KA v ) NOM i 4 4% 532 7K 4
W2 3 5 T R 0 2 R TR A W) T, R R I Bk — 25 2 5 8 W S S IR R A R T G A, I R 5 X
PFAS M FHITFE0L % & 5] NOM 5 PFAS 2 [ A4 AH EL A TS IR Bff Ay 52 0

6 .45 (Conclusion)

ARSCHEMERIR T Y1 A RS RY B W X PFAS 890 5T, G046 4H 5C PFAS 7E 3% S8 [ 5] 1 A%
AT R FIBLIE, A28 1 /KRR rh 25 ma W B DR 3. BRI &, H ATXS T GAC BT B 5S4 g 11
A 5% AH X 85 Sk 4 T, AH L AE S PR W 9 2ok FR o AR TEOR R 2 A i AR A 22 0 5T N O3 7E W A
PFAS 7K V5 4% iy ) R LAl T R AR 2R, A4 8 B W B0 7500 A O e S HE R B A A Bl B . AR A 1
28 ks — S AU B R B M (A PFAS SBREE T, AT LA UL, 78 2R e X 3 6 35 78 W B 551 7 S Bm
TRHFE S5 3 3 B0 2 O R SR T R B 1 B 25 02— T A Pk Py 458K, 5 B AR ) 19 R B 50 LA AN
[F] A ) AR, 5 i A R B S AN ) %) 2, AR5 N 0 S 0 R 6 50 118 AR P R e 2 285 O o 2 3 o g G
RS, W AT A 2 (B S5 KO fer L 2SS IR o] 45 e Ah, #F—20 07 & 45 7 B . AR IGBR L TR
BRIz (4 F AR B Bk iR 9 2 8 PFAS #2502 — M B RIS 7 . 28 LT iR, AR S i 6
S5 T B I B A 0 R, R A o e R K R B PFAS & HH TR 20 0 UL A, A BB BB A R AE X 7K BR
5rh PFAS a7 R A5 Pk IR 2 S0 (H.
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