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Rapid fluorescent sensing of perfluorooctane sulfonate in water using a
zirconium-based luminescent metal-organic framework

WANG Enyu' ZHU Feiyue' YANG Zhengshuang' QU Xiaolei'? FU Heyun* ™
(1. School of Environment, State Key Laboratory of Pollution and Resource Reuse, Nanjing University, Nanjing, 210093,
China; 2. Nanjing University (Suzhou) High-tech Institute, Suzhou, 215127, China)

Abstract In this study, a fluorescent method was established for the rapid sensing of
perfluorooctane sulfonate (PFOS) in water using a zirconium-based luminescent metal-organic
framework, UiO-66-NH,. The structural and optical spectral properties of the UiO-66-NH, were
characterized by combined techniques including scanning electron microscopy, X-ray diffraction,

Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy, and fluorescence spectroscopy. The sensing sensitivity,
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speed and stability of the UiO-66-NH, sensor for PFOS, and its applicability in real water samples
were investigated. The results showed that UiO-66-NH, exhibited stable blue emission in water under
light excitation, mainly originating from the 2-aminoterephthalic acid (BDC-NH,) ligand. The
fluorescence emission of BDC-NH, was weakened upon its integration into the framework of UiO-
66-NH, due to the ligand-to-metal charge transfer (LMCT). The competitive coordination of PFOS
with the zirconium node would interrupt the LMCT process and thus recover the emission of BDC-
NH,, resulting in a fluorescent “turn-on” response. In the concentration range of 0.1—4.0 mg-L™', the
enhancement of UiO-66-NH, fluorescence intensity (at excitation wavelength of 330 nm and
emission wavelength of 438 nm) showed a good linear positive correlation with the concentration of
PFOS (R* = 0.993). The detection limit of PFOS by the fluorescence method based on UiO-66-NH,
was 3.46 ug-L™" (i.e., 0.0069 umol-L™), lower than that of most reported PFOS fluorescence sensors.
Moreover, UiO-66-NH, afforded a rapid response speed towards PFOS, with a response equilibrium
time within 400 s. The sensing performances of UiO-66-NH, was scarcely affected by common
interfering ions in water. The UiO-66-NH,-based sensing method also exhibited good reusability and
high PFOS recoveries (95.0%—106.5%) in real water samples, suggesting its good applicability for
PFOS screening in waters.

Keywords perfluorooctane sulfonate, fluorescent sensing, luminescent metal-organic

framework, turn-on.

S PR AL B ) (PFASs) 248t A W0 43 v 55 J Bl 422 1) &0 4l R o A R ) — 28
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APt R 23 B F PFOS MY RS, B 7E BRI LXK (1 A28 | fa 28 3R 2L sl 4 Hh A 21 H
FELEY S WF5E B, PFOS HA B BB, OF H H A M & stk | ARG & B AN 20 T e 4, X
NARF A A= 3 B T 7 A 01, 2009 A (O TFHRp AEA LTS e P 1 i 7B O BBE A 249 ) 55 DU IR 4 24
Ti R e PFOS T HEh J5 18 hy BRI 1 Ak 2 B0 9 B BU2L R EE A 29462907, tE T 2014 4F
25 1k PFOS K Hh JS B4 %0 0 AT 42232 & AN A= 7= | il . I AE S 01 BT 0L, PROS A i 25 Al
W o — 00 S BRME Y T ZEIR B IR, J e PFOS BB i 4 ik o i) 2

JKAASE PFOS FEFREE ip &2 (93 AR A ], R BT 33 . < VT = A Y b DX ORI BR VT = 71 90 25 b
X 4 A [ P 52 ) 7 PFOS 75 44019 H R /K 44 PFOS Fé K6 I 32 B4R 61 T VR0AH €835 - B 154 AR U7, 77
TERE BT AL B 2, VA M 5 5, M Sl . FER 2 R SR, BRI T 2 T 9 e e A e —
i SRR v L BRI L AT SIS I ) 2 90 0 e AT B R, 3 AF R 4 9k s TP i A PFOS, 429K
FRE R TR (PFOA) % 2 Fh PEASS!" ™, /R T L5 B FHE BE. H A nl FH TR0 PFOS 1Y% A% 8k LA
YL RN 4 A RS 22 L R H RIS B | A58 s — (AR KR 32, i 477E PFOS i [/ At
[ K |z PR e A% ) f
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LMOFs(UiO-66-NH,) , B3¢ T HX} PFOS W5 AR Ak, BESr T /KA PFOS 4 PRk i A 75 ik, 46 58
Bk A4 o GIE T 3 R T R

1 g@g’ﬁ%ﬁﬁj&(]ﬂxperimental section)

1.1 fbatH)
PFOS(4fi & 98%) 114 ] 3% [E Sigma-Aldrich 22 Al /3 #Hr g & ks (ZeCl,) . —H ZEH Wi (DMF) | 2-2
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FEXF 2 — F R (BDC-NH,) Fil -+ 7K 4 W 2 41 (Na;PO,- 12H,0) 1 [ [ 25 4 Ak 28 00 A BR A =) . 4l dh
% (HCD) . 412 (HAc) . ZRHI(NaAc) . A L1 (NaOH) . S L4 (NaCl) | Hi R 44 (Na,ySO,) .« filf R 4l
(NaNO;) . B R E 81 (NaHCO;) . &AL (KC1) | 75 /KA F L EE (MgCly-6H,0) . EALES (CaCly) . N/KE
FAER (AICL;6H,0) . LB, 20K H X0 17 R st A2 iR A BR A =, 4l B R 43 B 4.
1.2 UiO-66-NH, il £ F1 R 1E 77 ik

ARWFFE A N, Ui0-66-NH, 95 B4 FE2, 4% 1.00 g(4.32 mmol) ZrCl, % T 80 mL DMF, fill A 8 mL ¢
HCI Ji5 # 75 43 B2 20 min. 7] | 3 3% % P B A 1.08 g( 6 mmol) BDC-NH, Fl 40 mL DMF, /X # 7=
20 min % [ER5E U . B 50 U BIR G IR # 2 Pyrex i, T 80 °C S 12 h. ¢ S NIl H AR ¥2
HEE G, g IEE A=Y, I FH DMF B B0 3 Wk, LA RBRER . o, # i is
A5 T B2 HEAR T, 90 °C T4 24 h, 1531 UiO-66-NH,. FI FH S-3400N U354 vy 7 i 45 (SEM, H 74«
Hitachi 2% & ) Al D/max-RA BUH; K X S AT 5 (XRD, H A< Rigaku 23 &) #F 78 T il £ Ui0-66-NH, )
JE SN AR G54 . >R H] NEXUS870 #Y{df HEL it A8 48 21 48 S5 38% A (FTIR, 26 [&] NICOLET 23 H] ) % UiO-66-
NH, #F17 B G& A 43 #71. K ASAP 2020 %Y bt 3% i U5 £L 4% 43 A1 2 (55 [ Micrometrics 22 7)) il i UiO-
66-NH, [ Lt 2 i FH . L 25 FfL A2 46 FL 18 45 49 = 5. A UV-2700 B 45 40 1] DL 43 6 635 AL (B 4%
Shimadzu 24 ) Fll Aqualog HFEHE X (H A< HORIBA 24 7)) #5E UiO-66-NH, G121 i
1.3 UiO-66-NH, %f PFOS A& Bt BERT 5T )5 1

£ 10 mL SR B4 TP IILAGE T UiO-66-NH, fiff #8575 (200 mg-L™') . PFOS fifi &% (100 mg-L™")
Al HAc-NaAc 2% #h % ¥ (pH 3.0, 10 mmol-L™") , fifi UiO-66-NH, ¥ J& 4 2 mg-L ™', PFOS ¥ J& Jy 0—
8 mg-L™". JJif 10 min J&, FIH Aqualog B! %ISR A bR W i — 4E 56 615 (WO Ik /Ex Ry
330 nm), fiff 5% PFOS X} UiO-66-NH, %% Yt & 6 (1) 52 W . 76 A7 5 7 52 i 5256, R FH 2% )6 i A X
(Infinite M200, %+ TECEN /2 F] ) REEVE W AE Ex 2~ 330 nm, & S (Em) 2~ 438 nm &b (458 658 i,
5 MR Mk B (0.2 mg- L™ A1 2.0 mg-L™) B % WL+ (CI'. SO, HCO5 ™, NO; ™, PO,*. K'\ Mg™",
Ca” Fll AI") X} UiO-66-NH, ffifix PFOS F52 1. 7% %8 UiO-66-NH, (1) 7] # & F %, R 0.1% 20K -
FH 5 VRO o8 FH S B URO-66-NH, 14768 75 R M P A B30 A 52 B A (AR (9 s [ i 52 565 v, PROS B 6 38
JARHEEE R 1.0, 2.0, 5.0 mg-L".

2 %55 59718 (Results and discussion)

2.1 Ui0-66-NH, HYFEME45

Kl 1(a) i SO il £ UiO-66-NH, 19 SEM [, 0] LUE %A1 2 N RS54, 5 SCk s 1) Uio-
66-NH, T 51— 259, [#] 1(b) &y UiO-66-NH, Y XRD &3, [&3% i 38 1 3 4bBA 5 (0437 50, 49 2 T
20 =17.32°, 8.4°H1 25.66°4t, 5 Ui0-66-NH, i brifE XRD [Fi¥% — 2, iE W4 1 1 RE S BB 1 R 45 5
T8 S — A ) R0 o - I R 45 TR 26 X UiO-66-NH, 1) 1 26 17 FR RN FL I8 2540 HE AT 208, 48 3 4m 14 1(¢)
i 7. Ui0-66-NH, [ fLiE AL b 32, & A @A AL, LR EE A #E 0.5—2.1 nm. UiO-66-NH, [
Brunauer-Emmett-Teller(BET) kb 2 [ F1 /55 ik 918.46 m* g, 5 AT H & HeiB 45 5 — 2 (40 1052 m?-g '),
UiO-66-NH, 1 FTIR U [# 1(d) fi7n, Foh 7 T 3342 em™ F1 3452 cm ™ 42k A4 U AL U6 43 1) 5K U T+ UiO-
66-NH, 5 (—NH,) ot N—H B X FR A FRPLHIR N5 1250 em™ Ab A5 R 55 T 38 C—N Fr g
W5 1574 cm™ F1 1386 cm™ 4b 915k BDC-NH, BL A 132 5 (—COOH ) A FRAFE W [ 1%, 1496 cm™ 4b AWK
AT R U)K 57 T B AR 1) 95 e B (—C=C— ) FR 515 1658 cm ™ Ab Al M WL 06 SRy B ik (—C=0) A, 77k T4
J& 0 Zr 5 BDC-NH, #2510 I 2 FE i 7 3o 2 5 A7 T (0K 0 504k 1 7 A W S 0 (767 em ! T 663 em™!) 2R
U8 F UiO-66-NH, H 2214 Zr—O # ¥R 3h; FTIR S35 i b 3L H R A1 28 BRI B 34 5 SCiikm) A0, 1
WRRAEZE LI, 18 SO 5 T Ui0-66-NH,, H AR R 41

& 2(a) N UiO-66-NH, Y UV-vis W OE1E K. Ui0-66-NH, A 751> 3= B0z g g, 43 5%t % T BDC-
NH, BC A& 1) n-n*BK i 5 Ze—O F& W Wi 22 18] 1) 5 & (270 nm) F1EC A4 B 56 v 106 B F 19 n-n*BR3E
(380 nm) B~ = A EIE 7, Ui0-66-NH, 526U J5 AT i — 20 77 A B .08, R OGIR FEIE(E 53
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SZ T Ex 250 nm/Em 438 nm 1 Ex 330 nm/Em 438 nm 4t (& 2(¢) ). it A PFOS(2.0 mg-L™) J5, UiO-66-
NH, 75 & it B 3 5, SR X PFOS BHA DT A w7, A F T4 J8%& PFOS (5] 2(d) ). UiO-66-
NH, 78 P~ 5¢ JGIG AL 1 7€ 6 18 5 R AH 24, %5 5 250 nm B IE X 25 e MK AT SR 4B Ex, ) 22 92 vh vk
Ex 330 nm LIWF5E UiO-66-NH, X} PFOS #¢ YL I PERE. &l 2(b) S TS — J& J5 19 UiO-66-NH, 7K ¥
W D61 (Ex 2 330 nm) . 7] LA H, UiO-66-NH, ELAT 75 026 6 R i T Rk i 1, Hok i
WAE S — 8 5 T 2 O & 63 08 (Em AL SR BEAIR 2y 12% ) , 32 B Ui0-66-NH, £ 7K F 45 4 it 28
i v EAT R A A

(b)
Simulated UiO-66-NH,

A

Intensity/a.u.
| cm—

As-synthesized UiO-66-NH,

N T VTN

10 20 30 40
20/(°)

~ 1350 [ (© B Adsorption (d)
o, .
£ ® Desorption ,
—~ 300 o0 [P0 80 S0
'eg ’
2 250} o ;
2 a 2006 g
3 < 2
2 2 Z
5 Z 004 g
& 2 E
€ 20.02
:
g 2

% u 1 | | 1

=03 07 L1 L5 19 23

Porc widihinm 1658 1574 1386
L L L L 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 4000 3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000 500
Relative pressure(P/P) Wavenumber/cm ™!

Bl 1 UiO-66-NH, [ (a) SEM &1, (b)XRD i (c) %M BB B 45 i 42 15 AL A 70 A L R (d) FTIR P13
Fig.1 (a) SEM image, (b) XRD pattern, (c) nitrogen adsorption/desorption isotherms and pore size distribution, and (d)
FTIR spectrum of UiO-66-NH,

2.2 UiO-66-NH, %} PFOS 75 14 Btk fig

Kl 3(a) 7R T ANEHE PFOS 7746, UiO-66-NH, 7 Ex 330 nm Ab A —4E5¢ 66Kl o] L& 31,
Ui0-66-NH, ) %¢ ¢ % §} 5 B i % PFOS ¥ W vl & 14 3% i ifii % fin, 2.0 mg-L™' /9 PFOS H] fifi UiO-66-
NH, i99¢ 6 % 5 (Em 2~ 438 nm) $2 75 24 2 %, 1 24 PFOS 14 & 8 mg-L™' i}, UiO-66-NH, 4% Y1 5 1k
T 3 4%, X K W] Ui0-66-NH, %I PFOS 1) %¢ ¥ “FF Jig e iz AT FH 5 it £l PFOS. 18 SCiF MR %Y 1
Ui0-66-NH, 7= 4= 5 6 JF 3 Wi by 14 5L AL, % b T BDC-NH, #.4& | Ui0-66-NH, 5 PFOS R HiJ5 19—
YGRS . W 3(b) Bras, T 323 T8 HLE R & OB, Ui0-66-NH, 19t & 4 )% K 5 BDC-
NH, FLAR B 5340 . {2 UiO-66-NH, #9751 & 59 78 B 38 1L T [7] 45 ¥k B 9 BDC-NH,, S4A, {0 B A
1) 9.56%, W] Ui0-66-NH, H' BDC-NH, 5 Zr [ BCAAR-4: J& i far % 8 (LMCT) HI 55 1T BDC-NH, %)
K& 4)¥0. 24 PFOS f#7E T, UiO-66-NH, i 7%¢ )6 & 55 B A Fr 2 5, {245 A BDC-NH, Sk . X
J& Al B B 7 PFOS 1] 55 Ui0-66-NH, H 1 4x J& Zr & A& Bt A7 /5 F 2%, 25 5% i BDC-NH,-Zr [i] [
LMCT, #1343 Pk 52 BDC-NH, [%5¢% %& §F. Yang 26U 78 U T AG 5T Hh 38 1, SR £h 5 BDC-NH, (¥
TEGIL AL ST Ui0-66-NH, B 7G58 .
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/As—synthesized Ui0-66-NH,
UiO-66-NH, in water for 7 d
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310
Ex/nm

280 340 370

B 2 Ui0-66-NH, K H (a) UV-vis WHOLIE I, (b) ~4ESEIE A, (o) Fl(d) =451 1A
Fig.2 (a) UV-vis absorption spectrum, (b) 2D fluorescence spectrum, and (c¢) and (d) 3D fluorescence spectra of UiQ-66-

NH, aqueous solution
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UiO-66-NH,+PFOS

300 400 800
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Em/nm
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0

1 1 1 1 1 ]
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/s

(a)PFOS £7E T UiO-66-NH, 1) —- 456661 (Ex= 330 nm); (b) BDC-NH,, HLiA 1) — 456 %1% (Ex= 330 nm);
(c)PFOS £ 5 UiO-66-NH, 2153 I HH 56 56 & 5 (d) UiO-66-NH, X PFOS %% 60w [ 51y 1 2%
Fig.3 Fluorescence spectra at Ex 330 nm of (a) UiO-66-NH, solution upon the addition of PFOS and (b) BDC-NH, linker;
(¢) relationship between fluorescence enhancement of UiO-66-NH, and PFOS concentration; (d) fluorescence response of

Ui0O-66-NH, to PFOS as function of interaction time
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E
Fluorescence
decline

Fluorescence
recovery

z* + BDC-NH, Ui0-66-NH, Ui0-66-NH,
B 4 Ui0-66-NH, #¢J%<IF i kil PFOS A &R B El
Fig.4 Schematic illustration of fluorescence “turn-on” sensing mechanism of UiO-66-NH, to PFOS
i H Ui0-66-NH, 7 H 5% 614 {8 4b (Ex = 330 nm, Em = 438 nm) i 5% 628 4k A% i, 1l 3+ PFOS 7#
7E T Ui0-66-NH, 56 1Pk 52 1 B -
F.—F,
0
Hr, Fy L F A Fm A PFOS HijJ& UiO-66-NH, AU S . inl&l 3(c) fioR, #£ 0.1—4.0 mg-L™!
(0.2—8.0 umol-L ™) ¥R B i [l N, PFOS V& Ji 15 UiO-66-NH, 1175 18 i B i 22 ) 52 B0 R 4 ) 2 1k G
Z(R*=0.993), W Ui0-66-NH, 1] F T & f i &F PFOS. it — M4 F 3144 Ui0-66-NH, X PFOS iy
it FR (LOD ) ¥4

WK = (D

30
LOD=——— (2)

Hr, o R Fy MbRHEN 2. 255 iR, UiO-66-NH, Kiilll PFOS f LOD 4 3.46 pg-L ™' (] 0.0069 pmol-L™),
X F 28 C B PFOS ZOGME IR LOD (H (FEILER 1), RUNZ L HA RAFH PFOS A6 I R .
F 1 SCHRCHIE PFOS 8t s ikl v fig

Table 1 Analytical performances of reported fluorescence methods for PFOS sensing

e K FR/(umol- L) 2oV El/(umol - L) Wi 17 s 1) /s SCik

Sensor LOD Linear Range Response time ~ References
HOBBLL /I LT 0.0150 0—2.0 600 [18]
IRBELTB/ 7S bk = H 3R b4 0.0128 0.05—10 600 [19]
INEELT B/REAUbE 2.7000 0—40 150 [20]
fif /R A 0.0032 0.05—4.0 1200 [21]
PRI/ I RUR I R4S A B 0.6898 0.1—10 300 [22]
SRR ER /53 F NI AR SI0, 40 K J5UhL 0.0111 0.01—0.09 300 [23]
Guanidinocalix[5]arenesf8 4>+ 0.0214 0—0.70 N.A:® [24]
BowtieCyclophanef##f /T KR 0.0473 0—0.60 30 [25]
AE IR A=) 0.0280 0.1—1.5 600 [26]
et 1 0.0183 0—12.0 1200 [27]
Tt R R/ NEED 0.0217 0.22—50 600 [28]
RABIRMk T /IR 2 58 0.0278 0—2.0 1200 [29]

Ui0-66-NH, 0.0069 0.1—8.0 400 EN79'S

H NAY SCPR R * “N.A.” Not available.

I Gz 0 2R AECRE A, ARG DN S R R AL R TR B AR AR BRI, 18 SCHIFSE T Ui0-66-NH, X} PFOS
DAL IR 12, A5 RN 3(d) FiR. JINA PFOS ¥ UG UiO-66-NH, B9 & Y 8558, 78 400 s i
I B IA 5P, R AR RFRR E . UiO-66-NH, 113X — PFOS i Ji 3 & A1 /35 F SCHk R 38 1) 2 800 e f%
AR 1), HFEFFE T UiO-66-NH, HAT & R | TR FLIE 2548, 45 R F PFOS 4 1.

W — P FFE T Ui0-66-NH, Xf PFOS 3£, WFFY T KM% W1 25+ (Cl'. SO, . HCO; .



10 F R BT RSO0 R R A WL AR A PR 4 G e ik R 1 PR 0 3431

NO; 1 PO, ) FIPHE 7 (K, Mg*, Ca*, AI*) %t H: PFOS 1% 81 fig i 52 i . 45 51 /R (K] 5), PFOS X}
Ui0-66-NH, % 't (1) 3% 5 Fi 5 B Sk i R [ v B ) L2 A7 8 . 49, 2.0 mg- L' 9 PFOS #% UiO-66-
NH, 9 2¢ 6o AR TH 2R A AY 1.81 1%, (R PO/ AN T B T RYIL & 18 1.09 /5 LI, 5 2 s
RN . T B AR Ze AL AE J1, PO X Ui0-66-NH, 76 Y M 38 30 R 3 T HE T e 7
(2.0 mg-L™' PO MBS A ECN 1.35), (H IG5 AR A5 W] Ik T PFOS. A] UL, UiO-66-NH, A] 7E H & & Uil
BT IS LR BRI PFOS. 53X — J7 i /2 K 4 PFOS B iR 3£ 1] 55 Ui0-66-NH, 11 Zr 43 J& 17 15
RAEBGR P ECAAE Y. 5 —J71H, PFOS M4 filicss HAT Rk P, 5 Ui0-66-NH, A HLE 4214 (1 Bi
JKAE AR HE T PFOS £ UiO-66-NH, '/ & 4E, 44 T PFOS 5 Zr 45 s B 7.

@ o
o2k
0.75
- 0.08F -
2 X 0s0f
'ﬁ 3
< 0.04f S
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Fig.5 Effect of (a) low (0.2 mg-L™") and (b) high concentration (2.0 mg-L™") of coexisting ions on the fluorescence
response of UiO-66-NH, toward PFOS

WF5E T UiO-66-NH, 14 &4 i 76 P1 i HIPE B, 45 414l 6 Bt . 76 W Ad FH B, PFOS(2.0 mgL™)
X} Ui0-66-NH, 9% Y61 5 A5 B0 1.81 4% i 5 U5, IRl ¥k B PFOS X UiO-66-NH, 1) 1 i % 50 h
1.76 4%, S4B Al B9 97%. 4h, UiO-66-NH, & 8445 6 YRR PRI R 1) FH X br v 224K 5.59%, Ui
AR B R A 1% v o R P

201
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0 1 2 3 4 5
Cycles
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Fig.6 Consecutive fluorescence sensing of UiO-66-NH, to PFOS

2.3 UiO-66-NH, %I S2hrK A& H PFOS fié 46l i

Al Ui0-66-NH, 78 52 B 7K A4 i 36 B, 38 SORF L H T4 F >k /K Fi kb 2K oh /9 PFOS. 7
KIKRESN BIH 5250 2% K e Sk AR BT L 2 100, 42 0.22 pum JEIE B IS B3 T4 07, 45 50 R, ik
SEBRAKAE T PFOS W B2 (KT 5775 LOD f. i 3¢k — 2 JF B T PFOS ks IS5, & BUAE 45 b
W BE T, 3T Ui0-66-NH, 1) 9% e 74 ¥ B A B 4F 19 PFOS [H1 i % (95.0%—106.5% ) , %% B Ui0-66-
NH, A] F T M 2 prok 4 i Y PFOS (3 2).
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F 2 UiO-66-NH, X 5L FR/KHEH PFOS 4G 45
Table 2 Analytical results for the determination of PFOS by UiO-66-NH, in real water samples

A ekt JLE KR
bR EE/ (mg L") —
Spiked concentration K v/ (mg L 1) I % KW (mg L) %%
Detected concentration Recovery Detected concentration Recovery
1.0 0.98 98.1 1.04 104.3
2.0 1.88 96.0 2.13 106.5
4.0 4.10 102.6 3.82 95.5

3 4518 (Conclusion)

AR SC LA L8642 i - A WL 2R UiO-66-NH, WAL IS, #5717 /KR 42 07 B fifi iR (PFOS) 1Y
P DT A 77, PFOS 5 UiO-66-NH, H1 4 J& 45 1 55 4+ B 37 il 52 1) UiO-66-NH, B 22 N (1 Bl K- 4 )&
HL 7 4% B, fif Ui0-66-NH, 28 15, = Az ¢ 6 TF a3 . 5 SCHRH A 1) 2250 PFOS 2 G A VA AH L,
T Ui0-66-NH, 177 35X PFOS EA7 S I Ay A 4 B (0.0069 pmol- L) i1 B LA iy vie) 17 P-4 B5f 1] (400 ),
HEA B 07 A e 0k A0 A o 52 R k. ASHIF 98 45 SR AT R K A PROS AP 7 A 4R I R S0 85,
A BT RO E A R A WUE 2R B DAL B P i .
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