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Abstract Bisphenol S (BPS) and bisphenol AF (BPAF) have emerged as the primary alternatives to
bisphenol A (BPA), finding extensive applications in polymer materials and the manufacturing of
daily consumer products. Their widespread presence in the environment has raised concerns in recent
years. Notably, the unique chemical structures of BPS and BPAF make them resistant to
biotransformation compared to other bisphenol compounds, thereby posing a significant threat to
both ecological systems and human health. This paper highlights recent research indicating the
potential for effective transformation of BPS and BPAF in soil, sediment, and activated sludge.
Based on demonstration of the sources and distribution of BPS and BPAF in the environment, we
reviewed microorganisms reported to possess the ability to transform these compounds, and

summarized products and pathways associated with this transformation. Additionally, challenges and
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opportunities were proposed for further exploration into the biotransformation mechanisms of BPS
and BPAF. In summary, this review serves as a scientific foundation for developing strategies to
remediate environments contaminated with bisphenol compounds.

Keywords bisphenol S, bisphenol AF, environmental distribution, biodegradation mechanism,

degrading bacteria, transformation pathway.

XL 254 5 (bisphenol compounds, BPs ) 2 — 2838 1 475 ke i At £~ 45 ¥4 45 T 1 B 3R 4 4 7E — 2 1Y)
6. 1891 4F 1k B YA B AL A(bisphenol A, BPA), B T H4 BUI B4 Wb kLA B U7 i B8 B
B R | PRSP I Eh M AR, © B2 T B A OB 25 25 3 A1 2 BPA 7R AR ik A7
FEB O, TR N0 RN, AR A T 2 il 408 2 e B A £ .

X BPA (1) R il i FH A 1 7 =R AR A B & RN S, 4 B S( bisphenol S, BPS) Al XU} AF
(bisphenol AF, BPAF)4§. BPS /& BPA 7 T 45 " B TN e S A IE (O = S = O) BAR i 15 2 i AT A= 9,
I BPAF J& BPA 4> F ik I i FF S AR i 75 20 1) — 2R S 5 B9, T 84558 W25,
BPS Fl BPAF H) b= PE T Lk BPA Fow ¥, HoA B m (AL R . JE IR e e R A Ak ke, TRt 23R
RER 7/]O0a ke b= | N b 4 5 £

BEE H I 2% 5 0 5 B9 38 i, BPS Fl BPAF 7E £ FhR 35 A i Hr 354 K6, IR SRR iR L e I+
B DLy . =N KR A0 12 BPS il BPAF 1L L A5 A1 BPA S8R P9 43 T He 9 #5 1E5), Bl T
BPS Z5tth & A A O =S =0, Ll & BPAF 25 &4 CFy L], —F S5 B2 05 FE R
SE LA 2B G A0, R R TE KR R 1 A R SR AR,

A BLTG G it AIREE 5 AT X R B R A W e Ak OGF . oK A B S8 Ak TR AR ) AR W e A,
b, AR WAL R R AR A LTS Y YRR S B BN AR P i E LR AR, H AT PN A X AL
BPS TIBEF By i, LA S BPS 1 BPAF 7EGUAE W b 0 A ik 4% O R T IF 5T, 3 % T ME R fiff XU 2 4 I
A= G AR ML B B ) BH RN 75 e IR 58 A48 B ELAT T B0 S, AR SCIE T PN A SCHR G TR, 23R T s
BPS il BPAF RS IR/ A, M45 T B8 1 BPS Fl BPAF L Wik Ae, I % BLA BF 98 b AR
JEFEH BB, i BPS Al BPAF fi A= %% Ak B AL I 1 BH A5 YL A 8546 52 SR AL R AR 3

1 335 BPS Fl BPAF H)3RJE #1475 (Environmental sources and distribution of BPS and BPAF')
1.1 FRARE R

BPS(4,4- ¥ 5L —2KN), fb2= 2 (HOCgH,) ,S0,, 4 F 1k 250.27 g-mol (£ 1), MRy 1 8 %
REE 5, S i TR R, W LA, s T 05 &5, I gk, [H R 1.65, 20 C B 787K (9 35 i 14
1774 mg- L', [, BPA HA %5 & B9 K 1. BPAF(4,4 '-[2,2,2- = Ji-1-( = 38 201k ] 30U ) , fb 27 =
i Ci5HgF¢O,, 77 F 14 336.23 g-mol ™', PN F UM R BORAK, 3 T B AEE, 04 T7K. i T BPS il
BPAF fk24 25 F R A I R A ek, — 8 R BE 47t [X 511 BPA.

% 1 BPS Il BPAF fy#fk i fi0s20 -2
Table 1 Chemical structure and physicochemical properties of BPS and BPAF!>** -

PR XS XU AF
Properties BPS BPAF
'ﬂﬁig 454'_:¥é%:${]ﬂ 2,2-:(4-;}:%%%)*%%@
CAS 080-09-1 1478-61-1
PR C1pH oSO, Ci5HoF¢0,
F. i F
4
flpshst HO@—EOOH o~ )< )—on
0
F F
F
(M) 250.27 g'mol™ 336.23 g'mol™

55 (mup.) 245—250 C 159—164 C
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e
5 XS X AF
Properties BPS BPAF
Wi (b.p.) 505.3 °C (0.1 MPa) 316.7 °C (0.1 MPa)
B (p) 1.37 grem™ 1.37 g-em™
IKEHECS,) 1774 mg-L™" (20 °C) 0.84 mg-L™" (20 °C)
RS B (pK 1, PKa) 7.42,8.03 9.13,9.74
FEEIR AR (1gK ) 1.65 4.64

1.2 FERK

BPS fil BPAF Ty BPA“ZE @ i A 4 12 0 FH B A 7= Az 1 . BPS S48 77 PR iR F R fifk
T i S Rl g 2 v ) 230, AR B RO 27 ot 45 B (R 412 45, BPS 78 BRI 28 5% X ) AT il s ANk 11 o Al g
ik 1000—10000 M. BPAF 2 AR BRI . HoL T RN £ 2 v i S8 6300 24, FF gV A s M e P ik
FA P E AR IR A Y. BAR H BT E E N BPAF (4 5045 77 B % N B, (04 $2 38 28 B (W7 155 2%
f)— % BPAF il 1) 7 2009 4F () P~ st 12 100 w2, i 3€ & L 7E 1986—2002 4F-3][6] BPAF f{4E 7=
HHELE M 1 T REHGE T E 50 J7 5. [F] i, BPS Al BPAF {1 b — Fi BUBE ¥ 51, 1R 25 &) bifi 25 Y8 L
BEASE TR, Xue 55 & B TSR BURL H (%) BT BE 275 K AL BT BPS 2R 5 2 — 17,

BPS i 2 P AR P ) e €5, HE R 2 B 2 A 30% IV AR 1 FH S 23 1 AR 4R IR, WA B
155 A A Jof o PR . 0 o 2 40 25 50 3 i 4% 71 5 2. Ruisso 258 WA T R RIS 19 50 A [ S 5 R d 4%
Hr, Hod i 31 NREARH BPS BUAG Y, SE XU B R 419.7 pg-g 08 MR gk E L H A S S
103 {3 AR ACKE & BPS B9-F- 244k B 7440 pg-g "2, (R SRS 40 B 2 3R 5% o BPS A9 — > B BRI
IEAk, BPS Fl BPAF i v] LUE o JHER iRk . ek | By il T4 S R BB = I A2 B, gk B 23
SIS V5K HEBOR R 7540 18 1 SRR AR RS & 1 KA Y TPOE A BE 1 LB, s bl &
Yy AE R R B Y,
1.3 B 5k

b7 & 47 BPS Fil BPAF B9 i 78 NS H H Az 16 v i3 (o, B RT7E RARKAR . DAY . 15 K05
T8 . = K A2 55 2 R R A 5 34 E G T 1) BPS A1 BPAF( 2). X% BPS il BPAF 7E AR 3R BE A i vp
VR RN 3 A B VR, A B IS e DR R XU T, LG R il i s i A S5 (.

3 2 BPS il BPAF 7E AR [RIFF A R (MK MR ARIM Tk . 38, WORW . K . 53 . A3 FHAK R K |
AT H R B ) vk

Table 2 Concentration of BPS and BPAF in various environmental media (including seawater, surface water& groundwater,
soil, sediments, wastewater, sewage sludge, domestic water & drinking water, indoor dust and consumer goods)

WG H v
Plgsiessill K AL R Concentrations S5 3k
Medium Detection site BPS BPAF Reference
i EEIHE 1S 1—120 ND* [32]
K/ (ng' L) )
B L ND—11.3 NA® [33]
HEIERIL (2014.03) ND—135 ND [34]
HEIERIT.(2017.12) 1.6—59.8 0.40—3.59 [35]
hE L 0.18—14.9 NA [36]
rpE P YT ND ND [34]
KM R K/ r g% i) ND—94 12—84 [37]
(ng'L) AT 0.22-52 0.50—9.6 [10,38]
e T 0.61—46 0.61—11 [10]
rhE K1 (2013.09) 0.28—67 0.13—1.1 [10]
HhE K (2015.05) 0.32—273 0.06—2 [11]
R E K91 (2016.04) 4.5—1600 0.7—23 [37]
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ik 2
X Yk R
el Rtz Concentrations SR
Medium Detection site BPS BPAF Reference

PRI (2016.11) 4.1—160 110—140 [12]
rhE K 91(2018.08) 8319 0.3—17.7 [39]
VI Wi NA ND—15300 [25]
TR ND—74.04 ND—0.63 [40]
HAYL)I 2.7—4.7 NA [34]
HAFN 1.6—7.6 NA [34]
Hﬁ%ﬁ? :”Lﬂij)ﬁ k1 HARZ B 1.5—8.7 NA [34]
H AR ND—15 NA [34]
T ND—42 NA [34]
EJVJE PR ARHRT 15—3640 NA [34]
ENBE [ 4000z ] 58—2100 NA [34]
FE5E 0—27 0—205 [41]
LML MIREY) ) NA ND—300 [25]
of TR Wi NA ND—331 [25]
+ 4/ (ng-g T H) o [E T 0.03—8.35 NA [42]
UNEE e ND—151.53 ND—21.63 [40]
r g i) ND—0.25 0.68 [37]

o LA ND—I.1 ND [10,38]
P ] VR ND—0.42 ND—0.012 [10]
rhE K #1(2013.09) ND—0.76 0.01—0.36 [10]
rhE K1 (2016.04) 0.3—31 ND—0.27 [37]
R E——— R E R (2016.11) 0.22—47 11—19 [12]
FREYIE ., Wi NA 0.520—200 [25]
UNEE e ND—43.9 ND—40.68 [40]
K1 ND—4.65 ND [29]
HA ND—4.46 ND [29]
L] ND—1970 ND—423 [29]
O e ND—2.7 NA [33]
FEETTOAK) 55.7 0.901 [43]
HREETT(HAK) 3.02 1.16 [43]
FEHICAIK) 53.3—177.3 55.2—140.5 [44]
T EYI oK) 48.4—90.5 53.7—128.8 [44]
oK/ (ng L) FEAL(AIK) 27.6—31.2 NA [27]
KL (HK) 23.6—27.3 NA [27]
ENRE AT CAK) 14.7 1.1 [45]
ENRE 2T (k) 24 ND [45]
Wik SCUB 40.6 8.2 [46]
ERESRAS]| 75.6—160.6 92.1—158.0 [44]
B 30T 0.17—110 0.42—45.1 [47]

15/ (ng g ' T )

EEAL ND—1480 ND—72.2 [27]

E 405 KB ND—523 ND—3.59 [48]
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gk 2
Yk R
Aesiesi AL R Concentrations EEPEN
Medium Detection site BPS BPAF Reference

T B[ BE 2l 225 ND [45]
791 7.1—2100 NA [41]
A K I (g L) A womed s Nl o
FRA 0.24—51.45 1.02—1544.68 [50]
VT Wi NA 7.82—739 [25]
EACE. BRRE . T R SRR R AILS S RS55(2010) 0.00083—12.6 ND [30]
HAREAS | KI8T, X, 35 B A3 (2012) 0.25—2.55 ND—O0.011 [30]
22 AN BH (2012) 0.09—26.6  ND—0.091 [30]
FE BRI (2006) . £ EA129(2010) 0.0056—25.5 ND [30]
b E 2 AT (2012—2014) ND—2 0.8—54 [51]
HAZ A1 (2012—2014) 8.8—1800  0.88—14 [51]
W Z AT ND—32 ND—35.6 [51]
ENRAE/ (ng-g T H) P 2T ND—2 0.23—25 [51]
RS LEE Ak T ND—35 0.07—34 [51]
EHiEZa ] ND—21000  ND—47 [51]
BB A ND—150 ND—6.5 [51]
BHaRr At ND—200 0.38—13 [51]
CLET I 2N T ND—66 ND—2.9 [51]
%L e WA 6.2—4900 ND—S5.2 [51]
VHRERTRAR 2430 ND—1100  ND—6.7 [51]
R 2k ND—260 ND—2.9 [51]
e gt ND—193 NA [52]
2 L ] (AR ) ND—17.3 NA [52]
H I 9%/ (ng-cm ) e E PR ND—0.96 NA [52]
KM A ND—0.23 NA [52]
FEEHTA ND—O0.15 NA [52]

"ND, A4 . ND, not detected. "NA, %45 54fi. NA, no data available.

it 2% K RN T ALY bR BE K I 3 BPS A BPAF, H | & A BF 78 X< T BPS Ml BPAF L4 ¢ H: Al
BPA B AR PR EE VR JE, W Song %5 2012 A 1A T Hp W VL5 2% — il T J8 Bl 38 55 BPAF f94)
A5 Fe B, 45 B 26 B A5 K (ND— 15300 ng-Lg™) . T # (0.520—200 ng-g” T ). + 3 (ND—
3ngg! TH)., EHNKAL(7.82—739 ng-g”' T3 ) M I 7K (ND—300 ng-L™") 44 ] 2] BPAF.
Yamazaki SR T A E L B AR s EFED BE Y £ A 2K HH AL BPA R BPS FE N Y £ UL, 2
Yy Fr i, & BLED EE T BPS ARG H v B2 AR G 45 = B4, 2016 4 Jin SE A T o FE R L VAR AT AT
TR v Z2 b XU 2 T 0 2 i, & B BPACKS HE 2R 100% ) . BPAF(KG: Hi R 100% ) £ BPS (K
R 57%) f A H AR dee s UL K TC AR i BPS Bl BPAF (% & & B o ND—0.76 ng-g™' #1 0.01—
036 ng-g™', = TV i (ND—0.42 ng-g™' T H Il ND—0.012 ng-g™' T3 ). 2017 4 Liu S5 55 &
I BPA(3.6—2.7x10% ng-g ' T 5 ) J& KW DR v fie 22209 XU 2 )i, BPAF F1 BPS 9K H & 531l
76 11—19 ng L™ 1 0.22—47 ng- L™, % 2013—2018 4F (1 K 1 22 2 AR FI 3T B4 vh U Ak & 90 1)
K e BE, AT ) % B 2 1Y JLAE R, BPS il BPAF 78 A /K RN RR ) v (1 & B2 B SR T e 2, (H %%
TR EIBAE LT (] e 23],
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_ iFA#Sediments

_ Hi#sk Surface water 60
600F =
—~ = BPS - O BPS
1,300 zz BPAF = “z BPAF
2o &n
S 5
5200 < 4ok
= S
=] =]
2 [] 7z :
§ Zg | § 20
= H = 20F
Q =]
s 200 | 7] 2 F
= — z
5z L L 5
2 4 2
8,0 K05
0 I I r/?l l 0 1 1 I I % Z Z 1 |
NG \\ INg Qb‘ \\ Q°° NN SN NN N
> ‘> & "‘> ‘> CAN > Gt Ct > G &
S \S \ \ A\ \ \Y \ N \ \ \ 3\ \ \ \
%Q Q Q Q Q %Q Q Q «}Q %Q %Q %Q rLQ rLQ %Q rLQ
Sampling time Sampling time

1 2013—2018 4ERMIKARFNUTEAY h BPS A1 BPAF (W4 H e g 123
Fig.1 Detectable concentrations of BPS and BPAF in surface water and sediments of the Taihu Lake
from 2013 to 201810 >3

I Hi 25 K ALY Z 41, 2014 4F Song %5 4 1 1 [F 30 /\iﬁzﬁiit 52 A5 K AL BT V5 PRRE AR
13 FjOSL S 2 SR I A A I O, 465 5%k ILH b BPS(OF-3{H 3.02 ng-g ', H{H 4.34 ng g ) XF R H WL 2 )
o s 1Y TTHR AR 15.7%, [RIEAETS YAt o rh s il 1) BPAF(CF-Y1H 0.85 ng g™, H1{H 0.42 ng-g) 7.
2015 4F Lee S5 84 T3 [E 40 MR METG K AL BE) 75 U8 H 1 22 FlOOUER 2y Sk i, 465 3t /s ok R T s
YN 2Tl 15 7K AL B T A ¥ e v RS 28 90 I ) A e o, A Rt = 2 BPACKS R 97.5% ),
W W F(bisphenol F, BPF) (K5 2 75% ) £ BPS (K6 Hi 5 709% ). Xue 250 & T 3 [ 74 A& /K abH
JWCEE Y 76 Fh T R RE A b 8 OB 28 ) BT 1) A3 A IE L, & B BPS (K H 8 (84% ) A IR T AR Y
BPA(100%), BPF #il BPAF [ tH 5 E i H 5 (68% F1 46% ) 7. 2017 4F Sun 2578 v [ JE [ 175 K AL BR T
Y HE 7K o K 2] BPS 11 BPAF, BPS i H /K S 249 BE 73511k 55.7 ng-L ™' 1 0.901 ng-L™'; BPAF itk
HE K349 BE 43551 A 3.02 ng L7 1 1.16 ng- L™, PR L, 37 V5 /K AL BT w5 7K RN 5 31 A8 HE It 2 XLy
KY TR R AR P EE SRR —.

AN, BF9E B n B B 2R F i £ BPS Al BPAF A Hi. 2012 4F Liao 25K 726 H | fhE ., HA
FIEE [ Y 156 DFBE . I | L2 FE & (10 PR AR AR AR o OSUBR 2 0 1) 5 i, Bl 1) (%) s 2
FE & P XU 25 A e R (1.29— 111 pgrg™), Hik e H AR (1.08—24.7 pgeg!) . 3£ H (0.30—
33.4 pg-g™) M E (0.026—13.5 pgg™') 5 78 A Bk 4 1 XU 25 4 5, BPA FIT BPS i 5 ik B2 1)
98% LA 11, Bk Ay 2 R 2R i i FE 25 ey [l i) BPAF 78 5 [ IR 2B AR AS v (R 1 3R 400 (76% ) PO
2015 4F Wang 52 T35 Th EAE B 12 AN E S0 388 A2 B AR RE S b 8 FiOULI 24 i 1 75 i,
2E L B R RE S TR TIZ A BPA | BPS Fll BPAFP!, iX 5 Liao %5 UM 9T 45 R —3.

KR, WE Y 2 A TP IR A Brh, Horh BPS AR H 451 58 Tk H e B LR F
BPA, BPAF L 7£ 2 R IR 85 A0 [ o 8 )2 K6 i, H. BPS 1 BPAF 7£ F SR 3885 AR Ml Bl 6 4k U %, [tk
BPS il BPAF W R0 PR3 22 4 RN 2 it B Jr s >Fe ) I Jpin A 2 T L XU 2 ) o oK

2 BPS F1 BPAF BIHUAE Y564 (Microbial transformation of BPS and BPAF
BPS #il BPAF il i Z Fhig 12k AR ES 2 )5, n DLAEBREE dh L B30 A AR, 51 % — Z 5 N 43 i T

PR, V8 A 1R A fee 5 XL it 7 1%%%}?%?”%%13H’JH?E%%HF_TI“{ZE’HQE WFFEIESE, 4
T A2 R0 A AR R LA R 2 R R EE b % BPS B BPAF, H: rp 9y BRI Ak 2 7 AR 5 40 15 W0 B L 1 ¢
LRI S, B0 A7 B0 L 2 A A Rk 8 EIE S 2 U S AR () A B TR B 700 54 %), L 55 2 BLAAS Ji 4
A B0 (1GO) HA BAF (1) BPS WM HE 1, et 75 5 v] LA B 261.74 mg-g 't BRutb =z Ah, H 46 A
SRR L RANKAS | A SR A W) R A 1R Rl SR I S 500 4 1 FH T L B K h 9 BPSY). Wang 45 R FH #A0%
A1 2 B R h P i BPS, TT{HW) 4 W B A 6.25 mg L™ 1Y BPS 7E 150 min PN #% 58 4 £ L5, A B 55 FiE
SEVR LS S G B SR 55 -Fenton {4k 5% , 7 LATE 20 min P 10 mg- L™ B9 BPS 58254 4k A U By A
iR ERCY, Liu SR 5% 2 B 7= A= 1 F2 3 A fi 50T LU fk BPAF®). Yang 45 & B BPS Fll BPAF 7 ik
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PR AR AEAE I 550N AT R e Ak HL ™= W JE 35", Jia SR 58 3R W, FEBEAULBH G FRGS (9 2514, TiO, 40K 8 15
F ] LA AL gk i SR AR R £k (PMS) % BPAF H1 BPS YRR MY, SR 1T, BRAT B4 B AL 25 07 VA AE 5 5|
RZWIsY R TS IGHNAS L 11T 2 e AR, B AT IR 2 O T AR B R AR
2% BPS il BPAF J7 i (1) 07 FH v /7.

2.1 BPS il BPAF HUfAE W s ALa0R

IATWE5E R, BPS Fil BPAF 7E KR TR 5 i Ak, 2 AN W R SR B 7K It 45 28 ) LA A 85 rh HE T
Danzl S8 58 A [R) X 2 4 S A 6 7K v iR A W e A, 25 SR & B2t 30 d Y RG 5%, BPA Fll BPF [ 15k
R0 83% F1 92%, 1H AR WML E] BPS B4 LU, Tke &5 R 4E ] I /K FEFEAT T WU 25 W) o 76 A B H G
AT AR Y i 926, 45 R R A 51N BPS AREB A ik, (HRETXAESLN T 77d N
BPS 1B 0] LUK F] 60% Z5451%. Zhou 45 & I BPA 45 8 Fh XU 25y o A6 KWK h i 2 2 0k 12 d
% 7d, B AWML BPS Al BPAF it 4 M55 415, Frankowski 25 1) F V7 /K AL A 38115 Rl A 35 7K Ak 3
]IS V8 U W TR RE 2B BPA SO 5 R ARG, 45k 1 28 d N AT BPA il BPF L BR 2Kk
2| 100%, FLA AU I 5T 19 K BR R IR T 50%).

SR, — LE R 58 UE 52 + AT T A2 A6 B & 2% A6 BPS B 1 B ZE 9. e K I IS g
BPS Al #5%4k, H 53 d J5 0 fL i ik 2 26%). Wang 25 IRl i LA 9 7 40 8 1 = k% Ak BPS AU BE & 1
#E, i BPS AF MMl —Aic I, X HE 10 d NXT R BE R 50 mg L' (1) BPS 2R #5115 99% Y. Cao 55
RIAEKFE L 535 28 d &, IR FE A 2 mg-kg ™' 19 BPS B9 4k 12 7] 3K 53.6%*. Choi 5 HF5¢ T
BPS Hl BPAF 7E R - GERIAT AILA FH - 48 v by 580 A6 ) A B A AL 2303, D 38 v BPS 1242 3 181 43 51
4 0.59 d F10.69 d, BPAF 5 1143 514 24.5 d F1 32.6 dU'.

5 K A 3[R RE L 2Bk BPS Al BPAF BYRE 1. B WF 5 3k i v5 K b BT rf BPS (1)°F-1
EBRAN 81.2%, HIsAWREff T ReAe L rh k45 T EEAE ™. Sun SRR T EIE ] 7 M5 K
() P2 K RGPS e v 5 FPOSUy 2846 & 0 KBRS 00, &30 7 d IR (i B X BPS 19°7- 3 R B % & ik
98.9%, {H BPAF 13U} E(bisphenol E) BPE Z:BRACREARL. SR, Choi S 58 K BUAE ™ H ot S5 11 1 IR
A5, 14 d A MELE] BPS Ml BPAF Y. Xue Z:0F5E 1 55 B 41 259415 /K kb ) v BPS 1
BRSO, 455 K% B H T BPS 19 L R0 6.4% F 24%7. Qian ZE4R5E T b ERIYI 4 N5k AbHE )
H 10 XU AL A9 1 BRI 0, He i AR 49 5 10 4% (MBR) X BPS (1) 5 bR B i, i85 99%; 49178
AL UELRH BPS 1 R BRR N 62.9%; 1M 4 15 KA b BPAF [ R BRI 4.4%—38.9%, X Ffi 2=
St EZEA] DUE B ARG U6 A 0 T BE R A 25 A4 AN [R) 14,

2.2 BPS Hil BPAF it ¥4k
2.2.1 BPS Wbzt

BPS & BPA R, (H i FIHALZE W &AL (0 =S =0), HAEYH iR BPA
R, WAL B B L BPA K. H TS T BPS AU M b 42 AR = i o+ 0
PR, 2% 3 W T B AT E 432 B Ak BPS DI RE M 4l 77 Bk M L AL SOR f g 42 . Hod K8
47 TR AR B T 2 5 MY 1R B (Sphingomonadaceae ) , £ 35 #1 2 W5 5. M0 1 J& (Sphingomonas ) F1# B 1 /&
(Sphingobium) , HA & J& 40 + 4= 5 1% )& ( Terrimonas) | 1B 5} 5 J& ( Pseudomonas) .45 i 4k BPS 1Y
UIte WAFTE.

T3 WUy S Wk fire 1 bk S LR i AR A Al gk A

Table 3 BPS degrading strains and their degradation efficiency and transformation pathways

BPSEf# e FhE A% ) e i N iRt N .
Vel i R sl PURTKEE e, PR
BPS degrading . Environmental Initial Transformation
. Source of the strain . . Removal rate References
strain conditions concentration pathway
5 R 7EH (Spirodela ) \
Sphingobium fuliginis ipolyrrhf;a) sz;I ECS 1.0 mmol-L™" 100.0 M IR HEAL [68]
o 2 L . IE jf'

OMI e o (250 mg'L™) 37 2%
Sphingobium fuliginis 725 (Phragmites ]321‘; Zéz 0.5 mmol-L™" 100.0 M IR ELAL 17.69 — 70

TIK1 australis ) iR R TR (125mg'L™) ' S (17, ]

24 h
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i3
BPSIfiff Ak i B AT HIHA R L e etz -
o3 12 23k 32 P S A
BPS degrading BRI . Environmental Initial RBRAR % Transformation 253
. Source of the strain .. . Removal rate References
strain conditions concentration pathway
R . H7.2 _
735 (Phragmites p 0.5 mmol-L™ - o
. . °s NS TR
Sphingobium sp.XT4 1 R 2 2284 °}(1: (125 mgL 1) 100.0 AN FRFEEAR [69,71]
Sphingomonas s PHT.0
P ) & D3 P: EEE U 30C 40 mg-L! 100.0 —» [72 - 73]
strain 36 h
Sphingomonas s pH 7.3
P Strgain oo P- K 27°°C 100 mg-L™! 2.8 — [17]
28d
Terri pH 7.0
Terrimonas SRR 30 ¢ 10 mg-L" 8.0 — [64]
pekingensis sp. WDS 104
Pseud s PHT.0
seu ;’{”}’)"S””S P- BRIt 30 °C 10mgL" 15.6 — [64]
10d

A BHE. —, no data available.

Sakai 55 MK T4 B B B RR Sphingomonas sp. BP-7, A] LU i BPA v B B fik R+ 58 a-Z= Bk 19
AL, 51 % BPA WA AL Bk B 2R F HER AR, 1K BB AR 0] 2 BE 0K R 55 0 R FEAR F R, 40 d X
100 mg-L™' BPA [ AR A3 95%Y, {H i1 T BPS AT A 19y PR 3 o At it 747 %, PRI BPS AN 2l iod
AALE R EHER A A WAL, WAk BP-7 X} BPS JL-PAFeAL, HEFEALRCR HA 2.8%.

M BIPE M (Spirodelapolyrrhiza) B FR 8 H (TR Sphingobium fuliginis OMI 7] 58 2= [ fi# BPS, Jf
A AR P ) ——FR L -BPS Ml 2,2°- - FL-BPSI®; )\ P52 (Phragmites australis) F3 BRUTEIY) H 43 25 1Y
W ¥k Sphingobium fuliginis TIK1 Fl Sphingobium sp. IT4 7£ 5 3% 24 h J5 7K 0.5 mmol-L™' i BPS 5% £ [%
i 70, LR RRBR OMI™ TR R TIK1' 2 3 3o 1y B 5 A A E] 437 A 1 A A BPS, Bk 1T40Y J2id
Ao AT A IO ) 3k A2 B A% BPS, H: T B [ figt 57 W) g 4 SRR (1] 2) . Choi 48 4858 T BPA BPS #ll
BPAF 7E bR+ R AL I 3 b i A= Wy R FRAIL I, O BB BPS 3 222 ik i PR 75 6 Ab R &P 1o 24 fi
AR S A A (1] 2) 10,

Wang 55 M\ B VLAY o 0 25 Wi dk A BPS #5168 J1 I KK Terrimonas pekingensis WDS Fl
Pseudomonas sp. HDS, 7£ 15 3% 10 d J5 W #k 6 (OD600 < 0.1) XF 10 mg-L™' B BPS F) 5% AL 550% 43 5 Ry
8.0% FI 15.6%; [l if if W4k th A7 6 4k BPS RE 1 Y & 4R WK DS, 1% & SR W TE 10 d WX 50 mg L™ #Y
BPS ML ALRCR EIR 99% 7. B AT L5 255 32 B RRAH LE, TREXT BPS IS4 46 BA B R 7). R it
FELE AR R I TR AR A ML G e A 7 T e R B AR 0 2L T o0, X 22 T 55—
Lo, B S T 2 n QiR AR, B T )z b S A S A R [ .

VTR SR PR TS e A A Wy B B A B % BPS IURE /). Zhao RYMFSE KPR, 43 85 A GRS
JE R T Bk Sphingomonas sp. TINP3UZ £ pH y 7 85 329 & 30 °C 444 F, A £ 36 h N Bk 40 mg-L™
(1) BPS). KovaCicH il i AT 58 BPS 7 i P15 Jé A= ¥ 3 /K Ak B e v 14 A= Wy e ik s 3 2 % B BPS 5 [
i EANSAE Y E R SR K AL, ®ILRW SN 0.1 mg L' /) BPS [ 2 0/N T 4.3 d, BERECRBE
& BPS W) I v BE B 5 i R ad ik %558 BPS Fe Akl #R rp AR - M B S T BPS 9 A= WL AR
7, miE R L. BEAL ., ik, BPS 3R EIBEAT C—S B2 (18] 2) ) fHJE X T IL i 15 Je AR 9 % K
A FRAR Z rh BPS [ 1A A4 A AL RE 75 i — 20 PR 5K
2.2.2 BPAF (W% itz

H T BPAF HA & LG W Rk vk ot , 2B AR XEBE L BPA ZER15 2. HHIC T BPAF £
AR R AT A BR . Choi %5 #8985 T BPAF 78 AR AR+ HEFNA MLA H 4 38 v (%) 2 W e Ak ik
2, DN H BPAF 38 4ok 13 B ¥ 5 Ak A0 ) 457 SR ke S 007 ik A2 26 1 8 B Ak = (&1 3) 19,

DL A5, 76 BPA . BPS Fl BPAF 1Y%% b ich A v 560 0 1) iy 2 0 e Ak - 1] 057 240 S 0y 7=, %
FFT 13 B 0 e A - ) 457 2R ik 3 A X6 XS P A 40y Joie 1 o it EL A L3 P, AN 52 376 02 T A1 Ty A8 110 A 2 35 g o A

AL
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H0—©72—< Forest soil and
(|)| Y organic farm soil
TP-200
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' HO, [ Degrading strain Q \
ﬁ —\ 0 ﬁ — 0 0 Im—@—ﬁQun
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b 0 (j: TP-265A
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Activated sludge \
Mineralisation

B2 BPS fEAFR R A My R i iR A%
(a. JBIAk, b. FALAL, o SBA1 2L, d. 0L, e. Bk, £ BPS #RAMIBER, g ANIHUR, HERHET Sk AR IgAR ) sosasm0 1751
Fig.2 The proposed biodegradation pathway of BPS in different systems

(a. hydroxylation, b. methylation, c. ortho-cleavage, d. meta-cleavage, €. sulphation, f. the coupling of smaller BPS moieties,

g. ipso-substitution, dashed arrows: not identified) !'>¢+870~7173]

223 HALTFBWh A #05 Ak BPS Fl BPAF

H T BPS (A W) FI FH B2 A, —Se o822 R 75 2 A4 55 BPS 094 YR i 4% %% Huang S5 A 5T
BIRAETGPETS AW R N 25 50 mg-L'BPS 1584 LR 2 8 d, (HAF [ K AR R HIA 50 mg L (1)
JEFEIR 2 )5 , IR 1) 25 BR R A T 5, S8 2 AL I B[R] 45 %5 % 6 d7°); Zhou %54 % L BPAF 7£ K
AR AR it , AELLE VS N R 1 25 1 P 2 158 71 ), 3502 e 1 9 1R EL A S R 3 T 37 1 )
() B RO S5 49 , 7T RE 23 B2 i 12k %k BPS I BPAF 1942 4 ] F FH EEC7; [R] sk, Ji 58 BR 1 A WL & &
A2 R BB TR, TT LAE 1o AN X 2 R A 2 Bk A, Wirasnita 25 & B ANTG P % A9\ T 383 nl )
TE 8 Jil N 23 Bk 98% 11 BPS™, 3 BRAJ0R Ik 2 /5y T8 A\ T b, 3 3= 582 K Ol 1% 1k e AT AW BPS, it
A B A5 T M oA S T R v 28O TS,

Beck 5 & i 118 B 1# ( Trametes versicolor) 531 (A B X T BPA 7 K00 A4 Wy R e ke 1k, (B2 6
i W% BPS™. Zdarta 5544 12148 il [51 78 76 15 45 85 1 S48 1, 25 h W AT XS W) 4R W BE 2 mg-L™' (1Y) BPS SE 9t
47% B A= G AR, TR) Aot [P T VAR T R B B e i) T E A R R A R e M, FEAE A% 50 d JE AT RT AR
FiH: 80% LA I B0 1A 06 e, R %) 11 5 Ak 4R R T 6 BPS AL IR A 7 . 2R8I, Solé 55 & BRI
P TRV SRR L VT HE 10 d PN ZSBR T IE 80% FIURVR B 10 mg- L™ 1) BPAF™. Hy b AT UL, [& @ fb ik
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PR T LA S5 i M A A LI S A 1 0 (9 P W A 28R, AR T RE RSN WU 2R A6 5 W 75 e 3R B B &L
(2T B, LR 5 S Bk A R — RS

Kb
R
A

BPAF

a
/ Forest soil and organic farm soil
l"\ ¥

HO OH

&

ENE on

Hydroxy-BPAF

FF FF 0 rF Q oH
FFFO R N e °
TP-356 TP-372 TP-384
ot
HO OHY=0
CH; On
F F
TP-374

l

¥ |
F. ¥ F. ¥
o)
CH;
F F OH F ¥
F ¥
K TP-302 TP-286 /

B 3 BPAF TEARMRFIAR M -3 b i % {42
(a. FIEAL, b. &R0, c. [ 245%™
Fig.3 The typical transformation pathway of BPAF in forest and organic farm soil

(a. hydroxylation, b. ortho-cleavage, c. meta-cleavage) !'*)

BEAb, —SE3E i SN CE SRS BPS B AL ML L AR A L AR 38 . Hou 2745 & R [F) 7 3% 4 B AL
21 2% (SIAM) FlFe i [R 7 Z % (PC-DNA -SIP) £ ARERSE T HL AL AT A W (EABs) X BPS 9% AL AL
0 AT A I E] 6 A8 A KA L Ak Jor S A S PR A S A B C E A bR B FE Ak .
5 YA AN, K SRR 23 0 BPS 192 4 Ak 22 5 Al B A 00 4 R OGS A2, 32 i HL TR
PEGAE P F1 BPS [R) 1L 9 P [] 5 )8 Ay 1.

3 B4 5REHE (Conclusions and outlooks)

XIS ) J5 %ot A5 2 4 RN AR A S © 851 & T T2 G, T A W G AR A ol S 4%
TR 25 40 Jo R s B BB vh A A RGE AR 2 —. SR, BRI AR DAY 24 T 7E BPA [ fifk T 1Y) 7 126
LR AR AL AT, 10T WA I BPA 2404 BPS 1 BPAF (RIS, A2 BA AL RE 1 Tl
AW BRI I T K, SR AR G R A W A AR B AR ) i 3 BT R T A3 A B, DRI S 220G T BPS
BPAF A=Yy AAI TS 10 77 m) FVEE s m] UM DA # B8 H % (18] 4).

3.1 BPS il BPAF [fifid f th i ) 5 AEHL I A B 5

H I, X 38 DU LA BT K AL 381 T35 4 75 U8 45 % BPS A1 BPAF A7 R 47 5% AL 850U R A4 & iy
G, A5 B TR R AL BE ) AR Y PEA , ARTRASR ST AR WAL LA S B RE oA [F) 3l M e e fl i /2
HRG TTRK. IRAT RIS R BR T AR B B 4l 8% SR R AR KT BPS AL, 11 BPS B A B2 i A Wi v 2
() By [V FH AL A 0 A W4, BPAF B3 At ol i v A 0 AR AL TR 8 A0 5 I 18 R T 8. A Ji= 9 Ik mT LA ]
T PERI AL R A TR TR BT (DNA-SIP) S5 H AR W B v B 2 505 e e AL i DG Rh, JF 45 600 78
AR GAYE B 2E R, 3E—2 8 7R BPS Al BPAF %k id 2 i s W i B AEHLA.
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= Raman-SIPH; A AR BT
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RE
SHEIF i Research BB E L
Screening key species prospects Immobilization
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9 Y o inrennmnsanasaantee,, .,
[ HO‘—< >—§<—< >—OH OO .t.
- + ? AR 2 orow O
| wBm; .| Mass spectrometry technology OO H
' WAEMHANSE L oo H
SRR O Lo
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Fig.4 Perspectives on BPS and BPAF biotransformation research

3.2 BPS 7l BPAF F&fif DI Al I ¥ i i 2

FIT I B = BPS, Rl & BPAF R A i (10 57 55U, A0A )0 BUEAT BPS BEARRE 1 0 4l 5 57 1A Ik,
U4 AR B R B BE Sphingobium fuliginis OMI, Sphingobium fuliginis TIK1, Sphingobium sp. 1T4 Fl# & I
A T R B RR Sphingomonas sp. TTNP3 4516891 Sk Il BPS [ i 18 Fof A1 BPAF [ fiff 1 ik ol B8 B 19 i
X SR 5T BE P T BPS il BPAF A W) 25 BR A9 I 90 28 0 B 8 i REAG AR I 9 AR RS A LG
PN AR 2T A 2R R AT LTS e AR W e v A B TR U 2R S5 A W e Ak
(T 1 AR T th T2 575 Y W e AL 10 D R TRR A% S8 55 % BORAR MERS 3 B i 10, AR5 Hp AT LA
7P B A W s G H AR, G T 3 ) B i 43 e R (Raman-SIP) 25 At A G 4l 15 37 1 Ja R
P, AR — B R B T RE A= W AN LR A Jr vk, T DATE BN B K P b S BN e At sl A= 0 1) D A5 1)
o3 By, JET AT LU T#9 8 AT BPS F1 BPAF i AL BE 1 B TR, Dy XUB 2R ) 5 75 Qe SR 8 A2 4
PR BT
3.3 BPS Fll BPAF ¥4k i % e M AL ik AR 1 73 B

H HiI 3¢ T BPS #1 BPAF AR @ A2 B 0T 58+ 20 A7 BR . 59K © 28 % /0 B i i k34 358 4 ot v B9
BPS il BPAF $ AL iR AR EAT TR ST, (HJE C % R AL ) AR Al A B, L4542 0 vh WA S il
YT, USAEREA R VER T BPS Fl BPAF M58 B FE AL BAR i AN 28 . i R IR AR TS AS [ P15
TR Z P i) BB AFAE (AN [R) B A i A%, KO TR A W0 78 BPS Rl BPAF [ fige i 72 o (9 STK, W] A, X5 BPS Al
BPAF A=A 0 e =45 | & ARS8 e FLitE— 25 AR ML A SR A7 AR 25 1. B IE A J5 ORI
A LA A o7 5 5 12 (U0 HPLC-QTOF-MS #£) | ARICHR (1 DNA-SIP £ A ) FAH 2 B (A v i
TN P AR) AHZE &, d 3 R 2R 7R B0 IR 45 5 A 2 i 20 B LA ASH A0 1 e e 7 W) AN e e i A2, 1%
& BPS il BPAF A= W5 AL LB 1 4 1 ) B 32 AL AR
3.4 JEALIAEE T BPS Ml BPAF 54 AbHLHI 4R 5T

H A A OF 5 T 2 2ok ik B2 BPS K91 L )45 BPS [k B RE, JF 18 AL 58 70 B 2l AL B R 3R A5
ZEER IR IR, SR, G WU RE TS A R e KD AL 03 A b ) % BPS [t i D0 AR i 7 1) B Ak, 5 FLSK
PRI b 00 S SL A W RV A AR 22 55 RIS BPS BRI B 3830 A1 T Ak ik 72 v BPS RO &, PRt £l
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JH e B 35 e R 30 9N Ak 5 1 ARy BR T 4l T % Ak BPS ML A B 9%, TG 12k I ke . SE A 58+ 1) ok i ot
. X} T BPAF R M B AR 19 24k 73 83 DL SR A58 T BPAF A AL A A9 38 2 o R T e IR 4 s
FRIIF 9 B8 10 O TE BLSE A BE Z5 18 ' BPS FIl BPAF (1) KA AL, LAY R 5 e 3 5 RS Y ) 7 [ £ 11 110
A L b a1 AR AIL T o3 A B AR Al . 3 A B T TR A B FL SE 3R BE Hh BPS Fil BPAF (W38 5% 1k i
T2, I X375 K Fl 345 S pREREE iR BPS Fil BPAF £ A8 S5 Y.
3.5 Y%L AL BPS Fil BPAF &1F 1L

ek ik DA L6 AT ML 7K AL BB 18 o FH v o B2 e IR B A I A7 25 . kDL g, HLCE: B E FH, T5 /K b B
J AR ZR T 5 4 A2 R AR TR 1) il AR K A5 . T T BPS R 1R il AR K SRR ESE o A IR, L
IREE PR 250 B A A0 A s i) 1 AN B, T L I e R Ak ke 4 4 22 v B ik TR O B R TS BB 2 I I 9 1
DL AL pH. RS L R0 & A d . IR A B 7R Sk A LAR B 2R % BPS Fl BPAF (55 4k
. WY 3R B 1 AL S B B Tt b B s v L RO Bk L mT LR A R RN =) 5 o3 B AT A
A I RIS A, T LA FE ) P A A 4 i AT B, 3 2o T B P R 1 2 1 2 Ak b D s RS T R T BB TR 11
HRBFA , T) S e A i T ) A 80
3.6  BPA HABACE WA P AL 0 DG

XL} 2S00 o — 2 3 it s L b e 2 25 AR K A B I 2 A — RS (R AL A 9, LA AR ) 1) 254
3, BT HACCE A AR 25 5, FEIRBE P AT S A0 ) 0 P RS R A [R], T e Abads 42 A, vT g
A B AT B BPS Fil BPAF Z 7h, i85 10 43Ff BPA RO CH, ©ATTAG A W% AL AL 2 765 47 78 22 57 [R) A
(EAR DGV, XA BT 2R G0 b W AU 2 03 09 A W e Al 4%, DA BB 2 AU Ak 5 5 | e Y A58 05 .
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