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(FOSA) & . b ¥ ¥t B 1 42 3% A 87 11 38 1] A W7 111 PFOS F1 FOSA ¥ J & 5, 43 7 31.6—
165 ng-L™' il 15.6—152 ng-L™. JL% #1 7k o PFOA 1 PFOS i dic =i BE ( 1.66 ng-L™' 1 4.70 ng' L")
1B H G I Tk K v B E B BR (B (80 ng-L™' Al 40 ng- L) . JXURG DAl 4% 5 &L /R i 2 7K f PFOS A1
FOSA 7E i 2 B Rl 5lie— @ MK A AR (RQs>0.1) , BHILARTE X% X PFAS #9715 ek ik
FTRFSZIEIN , I 5 G A XU .
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Abstract Per/polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) are emerging contaminants that have received
much attention. The typical representatives, perfluorooctane sulfonic acid (PFOS), perfluorooctanoic
acid (PFOA), perfluorohexane sulfonic acid (PFHxS), and their related substances have been
included in the list of persistent organic pollutants (POPs) under the Stockholm Convention and
priority control list of emerging contaminants in China. At present, there are relatively more studies
on the occurrence of PFAS in the Yangtze River, Pearl River and Haihe River basins, while there are
fewer studies in the Yellow River basin. In this study, surface water and groundwater samples were
collected from the Beiluo and Qingjian river basins in the middle reaches of the Yellow River, to
investigate the pollution levels and characterization of PFAS. The results showed that PFAS was
widespread in the region, with the total concentration of PFAS (EPFAS) in surface water ranging
from 4.28 ng-L™"to 372 ng-L™', and the median value at 27.6 ng'L™". The highest concentration was
found at site downstream of the Beiluo River basin at the Jintang Village section and the Goumen
Village section, and the ZPFAS concentrations in the other sites were less than 100 ng-L™", which is
similar to those in the surface water from the middle and lower reaches of Yellow River and
reservoirs reported in the literature. PFAS concentrations in groundwater were generally lower than
those in surface water, with TPFAS concentrations ranging from <MDL to 14.7 ng-L™', with a
median of <MDL. The spatial distribution showed that the PFAS levels in the Beiluo River Basin
increased from upstream to downstream, while there was no significant change in the PFAS levels in
the Qingjian River Basin. PFAS in both groundwater and surface water were dominated by
perfluorobutanoic acid (PFBA), perfluoropentanoic acid (PFPeA), PFOA, PFOS, and
perfluorooctanesulfonamide (FOSA). The highest concentrations of PFOS and FOSA were found in
the Jintang Village-Goumen Village section of the Beiluo River Basin, which were 31.6—165 ng-L™
and 15.6—152 ng-L™", respectively. Although the highest concentrations of PFOA and PFOS in the
groundwater (1.66 ng'L™' and 4.70 ng-L™") were much lower than their limit concentrations in
drinking water (80 ng-L™" and 40 ng-L™"), the risk assessment showed that both PFOS and FOSA in
surface water may pose some risk to aquatic life (RQs>0.1) under high exposure scenarios.
Therefore, the continuous monitoring for PFAS contamination in the studied region should be further
conducted, with a focus on their long-term risks.

Keywords PFAS, Yellow River Basin, pollution characteristics, risk assessment.
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B, RO AR 2 BRI b 2 AR 7E. S5 PRAS BYRIE F AR MBS WA B ik Kk
FI4E PEAS A= 7= FIN; FH LA K By S BB 37 | Y5 K b B 25 K i HERLE). B RTAFST B/ PFAS 5 HUR IR
REZEAL . B PELE A R | B AT ORI Sk o IR L GRE O 25 UR 5 | B R 52 SRR E 2 A AR fde B )
AT 10 2021 AR 38 E IR (EPA) & AT T — R 51 PFAS &4 047 8h 1141, & 76 PRI HE 2L PFAS (1)
Az RV A, I WA 5 YK R A 2 B REACH HEZR R X PFAS #E4T T 74 1) 3
A BRI 2009, 2019, 2022 4F, 4= 3E FL A R (PFOS) . 490 R (PFOA) Fl 4 9 O 3L A8 2 (PFHXS) &
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AR 7= i 5 R IR B 24 ) B APE A LTS Y4 (persistent organic pollutants, POPs ) 4 #4151,
PR A= = A . BeAh, B AT PFAS 284022 it i 45 45 H B ™ 4% . 2023 4F 3 1, v [ AR S IR 5 H
S 7 CH RV RIS T 5. (2023 AF R ). G S WTHA T %) PFOS. PFOA . PFHxS B HAH G ™ i i H
RUETE. 550, I EA TR K LA AR X PFOS 1 PFOA B BRIE#EAT 1 HILAE .

H UL PFAS HA = /K M AN B AR A AR RN 28 755, PR I K AR 2 PFAS V5 4 (1) 3 A& 5 Fn g Hitid
12, T ff PFAS 7K IREE H (1) AR 10 A L E 200 B yn] 2 3 ) b T b X EE B A ik K L Aol KR T
v KRS, 76T AR S AR R 28 5 e Jo b o A Wi FL B 0 RO B S 30 Aok [ N A X T K &R
AR RN Ui U S S T PFAS Y/ i RS, 45 SR 3R W TR AN i 22 T Ui PFAS 1R BE 2
Han, Horp Ll 2R 4 3 ek T R AR 1 22 R G AL Tl el X R8s iAol 5 H: B 1 A HE PFAS BY75
YLK P55 e 1O BT Hh e T R RN B IS R T, i B TR T T PFAS 1Y SRR A L b3 R S
PRI AU, R 22 (57 TRl B 5 Jirl B 8 VA AR X, LI P % e R Vi) T ) 2 B I i B 1Y) St bt
T TR BT e R S B Tl — G S, YT IR T B AR B AR H E AT E X
TE T KRG PRAS Y IRAFIT 9T B A8 i3, 76 B X 3T i PFAS 75 YK F-miF 58 % 4 T T i BTl /K 2
HR i PRAS 35 Yok IR B A 2 L

A G A FE 2 355 PR AL 3 T R 37 R AT AT 3R B AT K R TR KA A, X R 24 B PFAS 15 G4k S A
Y ARRAEHEA T ST, X HS YR IR HEA T8, AR AH G IX IR PFAS 975 YA P P AL B0 S 4.

1 MBS i (Materials and methods)

L1 35 SRk
24 T PFAS JRA R LA B[Rl ZARic AR MPFAC-MXA(C4-PFBA. *C4-PFOA. *C,-PFDA. "C,-
PFDoDA. "0,-PFHxS 1"°C4-PFOS) #J1 [ il 5= K 2 R il 52 5 % (Guelph, ON, Canada). H¥54) F1 A AR
BEAFEILE 1
R 1 24 Fh PFAS 3 SCAFR . 4 5 AR I IR X 162 19 P9 B
Table 1 Full names, abbreviations of 24 PFAS and corresponding mass labeled standards for quantification of PFAS

i TS w5 X PIFT
Target Full name Abbreviation Mass labeled standard
LT HIRIR Perfluorobutanoic acid PFBA C4-PFBA
R ESRIR Perfluoropentanoic acid PFPeA "C4-PFBA
RO IRIR Perfluorohexanoic acid PFHxA “C4-PFOA
LRBFERIR Perfluoroheptanoic acid PFHpA C4-PFOA
ERLRIR Perfluorooctanoic acid PFOA C4-PFOA
T IRR Perfluorononanoic acid PFNA “C4-PFOA
LR FRIR Perfluorodecanoic acid PFDA “C,-PFDA
LR Perfluoroundecanoic acid PFUnDA BC,-PFDA
o Perfluorododecanoic acid PFDoDA C,-PFDoDA
2Rt =R Perfluorotridecanoic acid PFTIDA "C,-PFDoDA
gty Perfluorotetradecanoic acid PFTeDA Cy-PFDoDA
AT IR Perfluorobutane sulfonic acid PFBS "%0,-PFHxS
IR FERTR Perfluoropentane sulfonic acid PFPeS '*0,-PFHxS
A9 C IR Perfluorohexane sulfonic acid PFHxS "*0,-PFHxS
LR PR Perfluoroheptane sulfonic acid PFHpS "%0,-PFHxS
L F FETR Perfluorooctane sulfonic acid PFOS "C,-PFOS
AR T IR Perfluorononane sulfonic acid PFNS C,4-PFOS

Eo TRAS R Perfluorodecane sulfonic acid PFDS C,-PFOS
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2k
HAry YL LR W5 X R P
Target Full name Abbreviation Mass labeled standard
6:2580 2 T SRR R 6:2 Chlorinated polyfluoroalkyl ether sulfonic acid 6:2 CI-PFESA C4-PFOS
82 Z bt Sk 8:2 Chlorinated polyfluoroalkyl ether sulfonic acid 8:2 CI-PFESA C4-PFOS
1025 LEHERERARR ~ 10:2 Chlorinated polyfluoroalkyl ether sulfonic acid 10:2 CI-PFESA "*C4-PFOS
IR IERA R Perfluorobutylsulphonamide FBSA '*0,-PFHxS
£ R TR Perfluorohexanesulfonamide FHxSA "*0,-PFHxS
LR B Perfluorooctanesulfonamide FOSA C4-PFOS

F 2 ({01400 I [ Fisher Scientific 23 75 B W2 #% (A 54l0) . VKRS R ({0184l >99.8%) ALK (1%
afi, 25 50% V/V) W H Alfar 23 &5 S286 26K (18.2 MQ) f# Fi 26 [H Millipore 23 & ) Milli-Q Advantage
A10 Hil45. BEES LR 4EE AR (0.7 pm, 47 mm i.d.) 1 H Sartorius Stedim Biotech 2 7; Oasis WAX 6¢c( 150 mg)
AL FRAE ) H Waters 2\ ).

1.2 AR S

WA 2 UltiMate 3000( 36 [E] Thermo Fisher 23 7)) it 5 HPG-3400RS 7T = 2% . WPS-3000RS H
SRR . TCC-3000RS #1746 FIl DCMS Link 4k {4,

ST Acclaim 120 C18 #7344 (4.6 mmx150 mm, 5 pum, 3¢ [ Thermo Fisher 23 7] ), DA H 5 (i
A A) A1 50 mmol- L™ BE IR E /KA (3 shAH B) A shAHTE 1.0 mL-min™' B3R T 3E1786 BRI, £F
fh HERE RN 10 pl. BREE AR Y M . 0—4 min, 28%—5% B; 4—7 min, 5% B; 7—7.1 min, 5%—28% B;
7.1—10 min, 28% B.

Rl 22 48k APT 3200 — i PUAR AT Hf B B3 (52 [ AB SCIEX Al ), B Analyst 1.6.2 TAEu# 47
EEDMr. A S50 R B TR 350 °C; K55 K 0.20 MPa; filf 8 <. 0.06 MPa; % 55 i3 & -
1000 V; 354k 0.60 MPa; fifi B 251" 0.40 MPa. PFAS K H:[RI{v Z N ARAGTEAN TS S80S 5 1% L3 2.

F 2 PFAS B[R NAR TS S5
Table 2 MS parameters for PFAS and their mass labeled standards

~ BEE FET A TAY AFH RV AR RE&/V RliARE T /Y
ay . . . - .
Precursor ion Product ion Declustering Entrance Collision Collision cell
Compound . . . . .
(m/z) (m/z) potential potential potential exit potential
PFBA 212.8 168.8 —26.6 -3.09 —-14.03 —4.31
PFPeA 262.8 218.9 -29.5 3.4 -15.02 —5.84
PFHxA 312.8 269.0 —29.74 —2.88 -15.22 —6.71
PFHpA 362.8 319.0 —26.87 -3.29 —-17.81 —8.31
412.8 369.0 -38 -3.8 -20.5 -10.8
PFOA
412.8 168.8%* —34.83 —-3.86 —25.67 —4.19
PFNA 462.8 419.1 —29.31 —4.02 —20.88 -11.12
PFDA 512.8 469.1 -36.8 -3.99 -21.09 -13.1
PFUnDA 562.8 519.1 -36.8 —4.3 —22.33 -15.01
PFDoDA 612.8 569.0 —36.8 —4.17 -25.1 -17.4
PFTrDA 662.8 619.0 -36.8 —4.21 -27.5 -17.4
PFTeDA 712.8 669.0 —46.95 —5.49 —26.39 -19.57
298.8 79.9* =57.19 —5.8 —50.96 —3.68
PFBS
298.8 99.0 —64.5 -8.31 —40.44 —4.4
348.8 79.9* —64.99 —7.36 —66.38 -3.16
PFPeS
348.8 99.0 —59.09 -10 —49.31 —5.45
398.8 79.9* =79 —5.68 -74.97 -33
PFHxS

398.8 99.0 —69.09 -7.75 —54 —2
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)
A BB T TET S ENAAY UNEL:NiNAY ARV BRI TRV
EY . . . . -
Precursor ion Product ion Declustering Entrance Collision Collision cell
Compound . . . . .
(m/z) (m/z) potential potential potential exit potential
448.8 79.9* —82.1 —6.64 —84.9 -2.97
PFHpS
448.8 99.0 -85 -10 —=56.1 -2
498.8 79.9% —85.61 —7.66 =772 =3.1
PFOS
498.8 99.0 —82 -10 —62.7 -2
548.8 79.9* —88.68 —-7.18 —88.57 —3.43
PFNS
548.8 99.0 —94.6 -10 -75.8 -2
599.3 79.9* —96.18 —9.43 =71.11 -2.6
PFDS
599.3 99.0 —98.2 -10 —81 -2
530.6 351%* —67.08 —6.04 -42.95 -9.25
6:2 CI-PFESA
530.6 83.0 =56 -10 —=50.6 -1.6
631.0 451.2% —64.85 —8.91 -35.1 —6.5
8:2 CI-PFESA
631.0 83.2 =75 -10 -53 —4.3
731.1 551.1% —90.1 -10 —33.6 -8.6
10:2 CI-PFESA
731.1 83.1 -91.5 -10 —=70.7 -1.5
FBSA 297.8 77.9 =52.13 —4.66 —40.25 -3.8
FHxSA 397.8 77.9 —57.94 —6.9 —46 -3.92
FOSA 497.8 77.9 —=70.1 —6.8 —66 -3.39

* E R BT Quantitative ion.

1.3 HEMRESLHH

2023 4 9 H, FE HE L b 3% 07 3t 35 U Sk 38 ) AN ELAT SN S0 AR 15 A i (B1—B15),
H B12—B15 gty s e 4 . 48 6 AT S W, ARUCh A A BT (B12) . B2 W imi (B13) | 74
AW I (B 14) FVEHATAR T T (B1S) 5 55 AMETE TR AT 4 A 807 (Q1—Q4) CRAEA ;S WL 1). 78 ik
MR HRIK (n=19) HHb T K (n=16) 11 35 M,
AEHL T 7K. SRAEIE A 500 mL 3R N 4% (PP) IR, SRAE AT 7 S 4t HH HH B MIL-Q B 2l7K i k. KRR AR R iz
[l SLH0 2, 4 °C AR AT B AL B,

rhAbIg R B1. B2 #1 B11 Jok 3, K%

“ Bl
B2
B3
B4 g6
BS
5km

~ B9

B8 .B10

Bll-iEs /

Fig.

Q@
Qe ¥
‘ FRE
o T
/o Q4
B12
<AL
BI3
S
+ Bl4
RHER
20 km *Bl35
B REEE

1 Sampling sites

B 500 mL /K (S FH B B AT 4EE R (0.7 pm, 47 mm) 35538, B T 5 mL W BH Ue g BT S5k RE G 3T
UE e b B, DIs /D i 8 B8 XS PRAS W B B 5 | B 458 2. A 2 ng AR (°C4-PFBA, *C4-PFOA |
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3C,-PFDA. "C,-PFDoDA. "0,-PFHxS Fl1 *C,-PFOS) , 75 4 18 21 J5 F WAX [ AH %% BUR: ¥ 4k b 31 .
WAX HEAE_EAERTHIR ] 4 mL 1% B9 20K B 4 mL 26 EEgE1 75 Ak, FRINA 8 mL H 4li7K & 4t
BEZKAH. FER LA 3 mL-min™' BB E WAX A, FE R UG , K 4 mL 25 mmol- L' A5 2
B PRV TR 8 mL MR Al KIE VR AR . ARG WAX FETE TR 24 N, B AR H R 1% B
K BV W HEA TV, GRS 0E 5 AR B2 0.5 mL, FIH BEZA % 1 mL, L 4000 r'min” %0 10 min
Je B 3 W R P R
1.4 B ARIES 4 il

Shy ik G R it I A BRI A3 AT o R T BB S R B AN VS e, A SIS M i A 487 B G 2 Ak A 5 FH 2R
VU £ 4% (PTFE) 8 H T 5 S SRH 2 L sl 4 1, S (1 P SR PRI A JOE 1) 28 IO R A8 B O 4 ol PR i P Y
e, WL REIR IR B JC A A UGS (. FERE ST AL B R rp i 2 A ad RS (R AR R AT Ak
FRFNAIT, 4550 & 3 #2258 1 v PFOA H6JF-H 0.27 ng-L™ H10.19 ng-L™'; PEUnDA ¥4 0.62 ng-L™". A
BEAHIFG B 2445 1 1) PEAS W B2 35 R BR A B 28 FURE AR BUE I 45 51 . ARBFSEAE 0T 12 A2 BRbE ),
Xof F P ) 28 (R RE RN 2.0 ng-mL ™ WBRMEIR W) E 4T 200, AR IR AR 15 505 YL A s 5 1
RS NS A I 55 S P T S, Y T AR e A R L SOV ) O 2 B A 20% DU 250 E R 4% il s
HIES

PFAS 1 5€ 1t i N FR 125, BiC il — 3 2 br HE %5 W (PFAS ¥ B2 0.05. 0.1, 0.2, 0.5, 1.0, 2.0, 5.0,
10, 20, 50 ng'mL™", AR EE N 2.0 ng-mL ") #4770 4T, DL PFAS 5 07 oA A e 1T R ) LU AE R A
P (Y Bil1), PFAS 1 5T vk FE A i A br (XD 2 il An e I 48 T Ay BRI A 1o AR 1 [l VA el 2
FEFRER>0.99. LIAE M LA 3 F1 100 S/N=3 il 10) X I {9 4k B2 & X J7 v 46t B (MDL) #il e & B
(MQL), 24 #ft PFAS ) MDL F1 MQL (Y3 [ 43 5 4 0.07—2.67 ng-L™" 1 0.22—8.89 ng-L™". I HE % Ty
T 25 B 0 T SRR AR, BEAT KRR SE TR [BDCSE B, AE AR IR R 2.0 ng-mL ! IOIE LT, BR
PFTeDA [ICHRAmAK (36%) 1, oAy PFAS FHIAR ISCRAE 75.4%—117.1% Z[8]. ik AHCHERESEon
# 3 K.

* 3 PFAS KthFR(MDL) . 7E £ FR (MQL) HUimpx [ i
Table 3 Method detection limit (MDL), method quantitative limit (MQL) and the spike recoveries of PFAS

wEY JrEA R/ (ng L) Tk E R R/ (ng L) [E1H3/% AARTBRUEN 22/%
Compound MDL MQL Recovery RSD
PFBA 0.21 0.71 108.7 39
PFPeA 0.32 1.07 105.2 3.2
PFHxA 0.22 0.73 84.3 9.8
PFHpA 0.22 0.73 96.5 7.6
PFOA 0.18 0.61 84.5 8.6
PFNA 0.29 0.95 91.3 6.6
PFDA 0.32 1.05 97.3 9.4
PFUnDA 0.28 0.92 81.2 15.3
PFDoDA 0.35 1.16 97.5 9.4
PFTrDA 0.71 2.35 102.7 9.5
PFTeDA 0.96 3.20 36.0 9.2
PFBS 0.18 0.57 94.8 5.3
PFPeS 0.16 0.54 108.8 8.0
PFHxS 0.07 0.24 102.0 22
PFHpS 0.10 0.32 102.7 9.0
PFOS 0.10 0.35 117.1 1.3
PFNS 0.09 0.31 99.7 5.7

PFDS 2.67 8.89 80.7 5.1
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B3R 3
ey Ty BER R/ (ng L) Tyt iR/ (ng L) MU /% AR RN 22/ %
Compound MDL MQL Recovery RSD
6:2 CI-PFESA 0.32 1.05 89.3 33
8:2 CI-PFESA 0.16 0.54 75.4 8.0
10:2 CI-PFESA 0.63 2.11 78.3 9.5
FBSA 0.10 0.33 96.8 9.0
FHxSA 0.16 0.53 93.7 4.7
FOSA 0.07 0.22 97.0 8.8

L5 Bdageit Mot

TEGE T 53 vh, X T ¥ B2 IR T MDL A9{E L 0 /0. ffi ] Origin 2020 F1 R 4.21(tidyverse. ggplot2)
Xt B AT AT AL AL B, AR5 BCE 4 B R ZR 22 i R 4.21(ggplot2) . Python 3.9(pandas) FI7E £k
5 OmicStudio( https://www.omicstudio.cn/tool) 47 Pearson AH J& 14 43 #1 A #4 & 22 il . {d H QGIS 3.16.2
H1 Omap 9.97 2 il RAE w7 AL

AR5 R XU A5 (RQs ) 1Y 5 B PEAl PRAS 197K A= A= 25 XU, RQs AT .

MECWater
RQs = ———8—
B = PNECu

Hi, MEC, e WHLFEIK H PFAS AU KHEJE (ng- L"), PNEC, e N KIKH PFAS JER ) JE (ng- L),
RQs<0.1 & B PFAS XJ 7K A 21 ) XU B844I 5 0.1<RQs<1 K B PFAS 1] 7| i v 55 2 i 4 7K A= A ) XU 5
RQs>1 FHH PFAS JIT5 | i (1 7K A Az A5 RUBS 348 15

_ LCs (ECy)

P NECwater -
f

Horp, BN M ECsy MR EBEHE LCso(mg L) 5T ECOSAR™HRX (545 HiU2; R4 4 28,
FR A MR K HELLHE &>, f— M HR 1000. K3 3855 T 50% 9 9 Fl PFAS 9 LCs, 1 ECs {EL UL 4.
% 4 PFAS CAS %i'5 JH LCso/ECso 1H
Table 4 CAS numbers and LCs/ECs, value of PFAS

CAS BACEHIERE/ (mg L) 7J<f§¥§ﬁﬂf‘m§/('mg'[' ) SRPECEERUN P / (mg- L)
LC;s fish LCs, daphnid ECs, green algae

PFBA 375-22-4 1320 761 597
PFPeA 2706-90-3 409 250 254
PFHxA 307-24-4 122 79.3 104
PFHpA 375-85-9 354 24.5 414
PFOA 335-67-1 10.1 7.44 16.2
PFBS 375-73-5 3600 2010 1400
PFHxS 355-46-4 301 190 220

PFOS 1763-23-1 23.7 16.9 32.6
FOSA 754-91-6 0.158 0.127 0.405

2 5 54118 (Results and discussion)

2.1 HERIKAIHL T 7K PFAS 1975 L 7K F-

HF 9% X35 A b 38 KR M R 7K RS 8 4 el B AR TR (PFCASs) | 5 P 42 3l JE i 2 (PFSAs) . 498
O %% ik 19k e ( FHxSA) F1 4 6 3 56 ik Wt 2 ( FOSA) %5 15 %0 PFAS; H i i i R R Em W i N
PFBA(89%) . PFOA(89%) . PFOS(97%). i /K H' PFAS il (SPFAS) Ju [l K 4.28—372 ng-L ' (°F-4
{8 50.1 ng-L™", P 27.6 ng-L™), Hrdb g i s 32K rh ZPFAS “F 144k B (54.3 ng-L™) & T35 03] (SF
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PIMREE: 34.7 ng- L"), e o Wk BE HH I AE AU I T i 380 ) 43 A W TR -V8 T TR BT TET B14 2. (372 ng L), %
Vo T SE At R S (B 12 T B13) e Bt AR X 45 5 (82.0 ng L™ A1 100 ng-L™) 5 i bk A i oh, HiAv ke
il EPFAS ¢ (4.28—60.4 ng-L™") 58T it m - A8 M BE L 27K (SPFAS Y [E 4 18.4—56.9 ng-L ',
SEH4(H 35.8 ng- L)Y BT RS | B K EHB FE K (SPFAS YL~ 1—55.7 ng- L)1 Rz b 503 X H e /K
(ZPFAS il Bl }y 2.88—309.23 ng-L™", ‘¥l 46.14 ng-L™") " 4 24, ik T A %) H1 X (ZPFAS U il Jy
96.2—330 ng'L", ‘1A 147 ng- L) "™, G AL F AL T 2R DI AL 27 Tolb A 7= 5L 1l B 3i 1 37 3t 1)
(ZPFAS 7l [ 7 4570— 11890 ng-L™", SF {4 9850 ng-L™") U Fl 4@ 2 45 Ak T, B iz Hb 26 /K v e 8
(SZPFAS YL}y 48.9—72400 ng-L ™)1, Hi N /K o ZPFAS JLFE <MDL—14.7 ng-L™' (CEX{H 2.56 ng- L™,
FAEE 0.190 ng-L™), it 50% AL T /K FE S SPFAS ¥ B AR T4 1 R V&5 ] i 4% PFAS AHXFHAIG,
Hi e K R 7K th SPFAS 16 Bl 23 518 16.2—60.4 ng L' (“F-3 1 34.7 ng- L™, {57 47.6 ng-L™) FiI
<MDL—0.870 ng-L'("F-#4{H 0.430 ng-L™", "P{ii{H 0.420 ng-L™).

BARTE, 51 A A 25 R A E, A 5T A5 21 A4 A6 38 a1 R Vi e g et 2 K R R K o PRAS B
W RE AL T HARAKOF. 4R B % PFOS. PFOA 45454 PFAS #4512 7 Al T, B R Ay 7 5 5 SR AR ff
K8 PFAS B A& AR A A, an 840 2 kA% 2 (C1-PFESAs) #5424 PFOS &A™ i T
HLBEAT L. — LB F 52 3R W] CI-PFESAs 7E K RS B v )iz A2 76, H B A thiZ 48 PFAS W i i A= ) 35
PEUT 18 ACHIE 5T X BT B PFAS 1975 L AKF- 047 1 40 b, 76T AT BE S P ¥R K ) 6:2 CI-PFESA., 8:2 CI-
PFESA 71 10:2 CI-PFESA, % &5 PFOS. FOSA {£4¢ PFAS B e 42, 35 A SCRIFFE DX ATy LAAR
4t PFAS WMl I 3. 55 4h, KA PFAS By A= 77 Fnfli FH 2 2N BR S, A 5% PFAS AR B4R i Bl K f il
FHUL DN PFAS @1 % & (&l 2) BT DL i, AU 3 1T 3 TR T 3 38kt 58 7K 475 L C4—10 PFCAs., PFSAs,
FHxSA. FOSA Z54£%: PFAS b . tH F P &%k PFAS H A5 %58 55 10 7K VA Pk A 85 3, o001 1) 43 B 3 7K
&, TS PFAS SR ) T3 BC 2 DURR A AN A2 v BURE 9 b, 3 AT RE AR 2 1 5% PFAS B R B
JE R 22—,

400 (a) ~16r (O [JPFBA
: o A R,
2 [ PFHXA %0 14 Egggxg
4 (2] PFHpA P £ [ PFHp
5 []PFOA 5 12 LIPFOA
£ 250 ] PFNA B E1PFNA
| PFDA | [_|PFDA
g [ PFBS e b bEDS
€ £ PFHxS g |l e IS
z B PFHpS 5 8 EEE(H)%S
£ | PFOS £ FOSA
g Bl FOSA z 6 [
5 £ 0
£ S 4
= ¥ g '
2 2 2
S Aamlo==anz s 5
0 —EEE % % o 0 1. L L e s L
mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmoooo mmmmmmmm mmmm
Sample Sample

B2 oK (a) FLEIK AL T 7K (b) PFAS ¥
Fig.2 Concentration of PFAS in surface water (a) and groundwater of Beiluo River Basin (b)

2.2 HERK 5T K PFAS 1975 A1 5310

b 3 AT i S8 b K K rh SPFAS S AR E O B B1(4.28 ng'L") | HK & 1 fE B3(11.8 ng'L™") Fil
B2(12.2 ng-L™"), SPFAS M I ¥if7 25 T Vi 5 Bt 3 b 3. Jb ¥ T it 3 Ui PFAS HuiA Xt SPFAS ¥ i 51 ik
F 451 AR F /M YK PFBA, PEPeA ., PFOA #il PFOS, H:f PFOS (7 Fb DA | i 21 T i 5 30 6 438 s 3
PFBA. PFPeA . PFOA M\ {5 N ik B2 A8 4k /0N, 1Bl T F i FOSA 1 PFOS fy ¥ B R 34, 53K
PFBA. PFPeA. PFOA i [t 52 3L 38 Ja #a #5«. FOSA il PFOS F Z £ i 7E B12(15.6 ng'L™', 55.8 ng'L") .
B13(19.4 ng-L™', 31.6 ng-L™") A1 B14(152 ng-L™", 165 ng-L™"). B15 s5i{ii SPFAS ¥ J&F 4 233 ng- L™, £
5 LU B1-B11 AHRUAY 2 BURAAIE . 33 S v B A8 oy 1) A S AL TE 46 37 W W T - 980 11 AST DRI T 9 3 P, 9% IX
AR B R A T SR 3. H 1T C AT SCHRRHRE A 10 IR 3 Sh 4 v KB AE 7 BH {2 1 PFAS V54,
HVR AT BE =AM R T — L8545 PFAS /9 =R BRI =Y. DRtL, 437 0 W -4 1T OB 1A 38 PN 3 1
W BE 1Y) PFAS 1] BE 5558 B 48 K A0 A Vi R 36 sl A7 6. i Ll RAE 55 B1—B4 Fl BY 4bF 1L X iy, 54
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b AR 72 3 B R AR XU, PR SPFAS ¥ B A X 441K (4.28—13.0 ng-L™") 5 HiAx #ifif TPFAS ¥
JE T 23.3 ng- LY, DAFEAF T 2 BRI I i 48 N 10 286 3 6 R 3 AR 4 32 B NS A PR Id s B 32 T, 23
TV 40 35 R B B P, 3 R RE R T U X B SPFAS e B AR X A v Y S DR 22— v R R B 2 K
YPFAS W VLl 16.2—60.4 ng- L' (CFH41H 34.8, FPAIE 47.6), 75 Je /K F AL 55 b 3% T i 3k %
FEARL, I FLAN L3 22 T Ui SPFAS W AR AN K.

MR K o PFBA . PFOA il PFOS By HH 3885, 73 512 75%. 75% F1 94%. Hi4x 21 F PFAS (1%
R IAR T 44%. Forr A6 o7 3 Sk 38 )1 B b i S 3 22T s (B3) SPFAS MR E e i (14.7 ng L), & F
JLBF T b e 7K ZPFAS Wk B2 (11.8 ng-L™"), [R5 T e b 30t PR A S G U5 3k Ak w437 (B1 AT B2) Hb 6 7K
SPFAS ¥ % (4.28 ng'L ' A1 12.2 ng'L™"). RAE T B3 {7 FHEZE T S ld B s iy, R B B X K &
B S B AR TE K 2 i B0 A R IK, T S SRR LR B 1L DX iy T B 22 ol FH KA Sk 26 0% FH /K ok
DR, K TREE RN 150 m. 573 AN I T SR 2 S A EL 1 S 72l , ARAIF 5 1 A 56 DX A7 7 58 22 3 3 A R
(A I TSR 36 2. B AT E A W55 26 B A T B 116 20 vl B8 B0 T /KI5 44, PFAS /B A Tl =R Bl
B A FH . MENG 452 B 75 35 H R HE T R A% O X 38085 1 B9 S PFAS 5 1 T R IG A — /8 R &
ZHAO “5P9 B¢t 7 v [ P4 g i ) S M AR AF ZE 5 = 1) PFAS 15 %%, I IL 597 7K PFAS 175 Y 1% 5
FEABL, A6 I8 TAT 13 B3 A7 BT X 3 M T 7K SPFAS 1B 5 3 1] B 508 3 45 K 0 A1 T SR 136 Bl AH 2.

2.3 MK S5H R KA PFAS A SEPE 20 Hr AXURG: PEAG

K FH Pearson 7 03k %t b 36 7K 5 1R 7K Aok H 6 RV B A 5 (1) PFBA. PFPeA. PFOA. PFOS.
FOSA % 5 F' PFAS #E47A MR 43 Hr, S5 SR anl&l 3 iR . & Bl /K o PFOA. PFOS. FOSA J i T 7K
HHY FOSA 3 H 0 IEAH G A G 2R (P<0.05), i iX 28 PFAS W] g 4776 AR ABL ) S I alg R85 1 2

1%} A, n 1%} 1% @] 9, ) &) o}
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Fig.3 Correlation of PFAS in surface water and groundwater

(* Sand* G represent surface water and groundwater, sector area and numbers represent r and P values)

ARWFFEI T R IR AR i X, b KAT SRS 1R 2 R F2 B i A T AR KOk U 2023 4R 10 1 H
A S it Y A 36 AR 7K T3 AR B i (GB5749—2022) ) FLE T 4K 7K o PFOA il PFOS 1 FRAE 43 1l A
80 ng-L™' 1 40 ng-L™". AS#F 55 i F 7K ' PFOA F1l PFOS 5% /& v B 43 %1 4 1.66 ng-L™" F1 4.70 ng-L ™", 1A%
FARAE R AR K PR, PRI Ja B DA T 7K A 7K R A Tk R K B8 A PFAS 51 1 AU 321K (R,
H AT 9% L R 534 22 [ 58 Rl X KPR FH 7K PRAS 28 bR #4158 i ™A%, 49110 2023 4F 3 H L E R 2
Bk H 7K o PFOS il PFOA #z K75 44 7K ¥ (Maximum contaminant level, MCL) #] A 4 ng-L ', Y& i,
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ASBIFFE XS AR ) R X B LR 7K S AR K B R XU AT SR (A O

T30, ARSCEET RQs WEPEAL T MK rPAs 3 i 50% F9 PFAS al B85 2 A K A= A Wy XU, 45T
PFAS fiz = e ¥ (R 22 55 57 ) Ml ECOSAR 5 AU REPEAH G SRR T PRAS X838, Ik S MR BEAY
RQs(F 5), & # FOSA (1 RQs L & T 1, Ui W] FOSA T i 5| &2 5 i 1 7K 4 A ) KUK ; PFOS (1 RQs 2
IE 0.1, FRHIZ X UK BRI b PROS 515 1K A A ) XU b T 28 K5 HoAy PRAS /9 RQs 21K T 0.1,
0 I G KU, A X IR (E 7% & 31 PRAS 55 A4 A 1) SRARPE RN RE PR RN, L5 DR A 7K A A A XU, b A 2%

RS LIS T 2K P PFAS F AR 25 KU (RQs )
Table 5 RQ values of PFAS in the surface water of Beiluo and Qingjian River Basins

1% K Ll

Fish Daphnid Green algae
PFBA 1.64x10™ 2.84x107™* 3.62x10*
PFPeA 3.54x10™* 5.79x107* 5.70x10™*
PFHxA 3.82x10™* 5.88x10™* 4.48x10™*
PFHpA 1.72x107° 2.48%107 1.47x107
PFOA 1.37x107 1.86x1072 8.53x107°
PFBS 4.01x10°° 7.18x10°° 1.03x107°
PFHxS 8.24x107° 1.31x10* 1.13x10™*
PFOS 6.95x107 9.75%107 5.06x107
FOSA 9.59 11.9 3.74

Yang Z& VUSRI KA A= 90 B AR T /KR35 PFOA Fl PFOS 1) 5 KB HEMR & (CMC) R 3k
HEHR B (CCC), W5 F W) i il CMC 43 91l g 45.54 mg L™ 1 3.52 mg-L™, CCC {8 43 %~ 3.78 mg-L™" Fil
0.25 mg- L2, A fiF 5% X I8k N 7K #1355 7 PFOA(0.800—13.8 ng-L™") #il PFOS(0.370—164 ng-L™ ") ¥{%F
AR R A L v BE (L, SR B14 AV HBFE K Fh PFOS ¢ (164 ng- L) #3T CCC {H, 5 KIS 45 55—
, it — B U] PFOS Xf K A= A W) Al BB A — i U5 53 4MZ 67 FOSA i (152 ng-L ™) 5 PFOS #H{M,
S E T E N M2 HAR DGR E RN R S (A A R , (0% & 2 ] 8 AT 5 PFOS ALY FREE AT A il
BEMERON, LSO AT B = BB 5 T RQ KT 1 AL, XS X8k IR 5% P A W Fn Aty e iy
B AT A o itE— 25 AT FTAR

3 2515 (Conclusion)

B TA] 3 S b 1 T 5 1 i T B b e K A b R K b on] % 5E A Y PFAS 9 A7 7R, A C4—10 PFCASs,
PFSAs, FHxSA, FOSA %k . SPFAS ¥ &y <MDL—372 ng-L". JLi& i st F /K H TPFAS ¥
JE B 25 8] 43 A DA 5 210 R 3 S B 384 44 45, PFOS Ml FOSA B 5T ikt a2 i v, 5 HL At R AR A A L
AT W TET -3 1 1A BT T =1 U 3R K A 38 Wk B2 1) PFOSS R FOSA 75 3, A g5 A3 il &5 Tl A4 7
6 B AH DG 5 A& T e lAH L, T TR PFAS 75 Gk P31, Fovk B Al s Re e DA i 21 T v o I
AR, JRAF A 5T DX I SR 40 AV Mo FR K LR 7K PRAS e BE A TR, (B S R s T
T A5 i 2 K H PFOS il FOSA 19 RQs fEAT A A KT 0.1 YK L, 2 W13 X BAT REAF7E — & 1Y X
W DX I, e R I DG TE.
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