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Progress in environmental analysis and toxicity studies of a new
alternative to perfluorooctane sulfonic acid--6:2 fluorotelomer
sulfonic acid/sulfonate

TAO Qiuying HU Zheng WANG Xian ™
(School of Chemistry and Materials Science, South-Central Minzu University, Wuhan, 430074, China)

Abstract  Perfluorooctane Sulfonate (PFOS), a representative of per- and polyfluoroalkyl
substances (PFASs), was added to the Stockholm Convention’s control list in 2009 due to its
bioaccumulation, persistence in the environment, and potential carcinogenicity risk. With the
production and use of PFOS severely restricted by the international community, 6:2 fluorotelomer
sulfonic acid/sulfonate (6:2 FTSA) has emerged as a new alternative to PFOS and is widely present
in the global environment, posing a threat to the ecosystem as an emerging pollutant. However, the
current research on 6:2 FTSA is still in its early stages, necessitating further scientific knowledge to
advance understanding in this area. In this paper, we review the latest research progress on analytical

techniques, environmental distribution, biotoxicity and its mechanism of action, as well as the
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transformation and degradation of 6:2 FTSA. By analyzing these issues, this review reveals the
challenges faced by the current research field and looks forward to possible future research
directions, providing theoretical foundations and experimental bases for evaluating the
reasonableness of 6:2 FTSA as an alternative for PFOS.

Keywords emerging pollutants, 6:2 fluorotelomer sulfonic acid/sulfonate, environmental

distribution, biological toxicity, transformation and degradation.
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Fa R T 7™ FE JE M, B PRt 25 AR 2 BRTS Ye i), B 2 3 5K N i TS Y3 ok ST R A Y i
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Fig.1 PFOS and 6:2 FTSA ball-and-stick structural model
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1 6:2 FTSA B AR5 YL IR (Detection technology and pollution status of 6:2 FTSA)
1.1 6:2 FTSA il )5 v
TR W 0 5 AR T 5 e G ) 45 SR P v 2, X R SR B SRS OR A T AR P A L BRI, s Y s

D7 VE R SE PR W TAE 2 CHE, HATE T PFASs BRI 5 1 35 B4 & A0M (0 3% - R 15 55¢ FH . IR AR
- TSI . B ik A AL 2Rk A, I B A SCE AR SE A BT W 6:2 FTSA (1) 222071k,

TEATIARE ST b, 15 Y9 W5 I & AL 52 PFASs 4 J8 £ 3 BRI R 5, Hp AR 207 i 2 18 ad $2 1L 6:2
FTSA J& ELE AR I 07 ) 411, Forster 5518t FH Y AH €215 - X BT 35 1 (LC-MS/MS) X g R % EEQP\J
MMIKFEHE) 6:2 FTSA #4721 7 M, 45 3 i FLvk BE R R —90 ng L' K IUFR M 1.5 ng L, iX 5]
KT IS R4 A 5 B A I PR 2 5 1T S 20 6:2 FTSA £ A H A S8 Im). 4, Lin 25U 76 (8 FHE & S0m AR (2
- BB B (UPLC-MS/MS) AR (KR 4 3 ng-L™) XF AIMLIE H 6:2 FTSA #E47 T 2 s A, A 8RR 7
FEAH 6:2 FTSA F KT 3 ng- L, i FHIZ Oy e o0 A TRE i o . X S AR 1, B34 B AR
WA TR, ARG ) B R B A T A AR R R, H - B A I B R, i A TR & 6:2 FTSA # 2
PR SRy T PR, iR O & RS L R ﬁﬁ%éﬁ%ﬁﬁ% DAkt oo HEIREE 40 A B AR R AR A 1A

MLAFR, A FHARE b & 5 TROMR (0 - R T T P 9 65 e W 0B 47 o e MEAS N, B R R R T
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TRORH €0 3% - % 6 A28 % 12, BEAS P i PFASs 16 WAX H: i 45 5 P 0 A B3 AG 0, AG: ) PR A =
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Mass spectrometry qualitative and quantitative analysis
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IRBEA o s G W) R B 5 0 A R AT XURS PEAN (9 2 B AR, PRI 6:2 FTSA TEMEE rhilk B2 5
A7 A W R R T A T PR S e A Ak IR R, ] 3R AT R M DX PROS kB
e AT 3K 99 ng L7, FE B 2 F Vi b X PFOS Y FE R 0.001—1.3 ng- L7280 SR, 3 4 S 33X 4 4 [X.
PFOS (175 YL /K - 2 T R #, 1 6:2 FTSA W 7E I Ft-. Pan %5 5" #fg38 v [ (% 3= 220 i A1 A b 6:2
FTSA ¥ % 51 <LOD—13.9 ng-L ', B SRK T PFOS fHE E (0.09—29.7 ng-L "), {78 FT A3 K 7K 3k 1
AR5 — 0y 56 T i i T LR 219 i PRASs 2 HE 0 R A R4 R, B K BE P 6:2 FTSA #k &
(0.03—20.7 ng-L™") & T PFOS ¥ J¥ (0.30—2.91 ng-L™"), HI ABIEFRY 35 ST K EET 6:2 FTSA #
HR [FERE I8 100% B2 b 4h, Wang 55090 X #2515 19 30 50 S b 2K 6:2 FTSA & & 4T T4
W, % PSR B (0.02—0.15 ng- L") B X T PFOS AYHEJE (0.04—0.39 ng- L"), {H FF il ity i 355, v 1
Forill 4 6:2 FTSA. 3 42 WA A b 7K $uk 3] Vg 5 1) 43 A 508 R W1, 6:2 FTSA 76 [H & B i A PFOS #4174
P AR, HT 2 K T RE S T R

TERRFEHIX , 6:2 FTSA ©AE K PFOS MRl I 247, HRTTE LK . 158, KA T) 225 S AE
BEA BT vh ks (36 1) T A B EE BT A%, 6:2 FTSA AEGS 15 Bl [ 5L RN b FR G B, S BRIETS . 6:2
FTSA fE Z P AR B A P 09 )32 0 A M R T — A 52 24 0 75 G I 2% (&1 2) , Xl 43 A7 R M A A5 6:2
FTSA A vl gl i B s MW W G ER, EAEMENE LR, ERAEDEENR. £ T 62
FTSA 1E4 PFOS W 78 B AW 1) ff €6, FLIRBEAT o B L% AR Wy 4 1) B P AL ol f) A0F 5 45 I Sy E L
I, 6:2 FTSA ZEA WA N IR A3 . AR HET i AR A TR T i, LA Kook S 5 A ] 5 i L2 1%
IR, SR PPAL LA A AR T AT PR 0 DG A

R 1 6:2 FTSA (R4 MR B4 H 7K -

Table 1 Detection levels of 6:2 FTSA in abiotic environments

Hr H 4 X FEARZSAY Kt v B SR
Detected areas Sample type Detection concentration Reference
KA/ (ng L)
S~ M K ND—90 (18]
EEILIEH e WM K 55.3—182.5 [22]
WY B8R A HZRK <0.7—3000 [24]
RSN 15 K <LOD—3.9 [34]
PRI, BT BRYL L MR | L SR ORI WK <LOD—13.9 [31]
K SRR DORPILERIK ND—10.99 [23]
o EE it X K <0.03—20.7 [32]
EEpN ] K 199.04—872.78 [21]
K ND—0.2 [35]
rh SV
JRJZK ND—0.09 [35]

3 KA R PEY/ (ng-g)

PR A i +4% 0.005—0.89 [17]
LU A t3% ND—74.4 [15]
(et +1% <0.25 [36]
fite 75 48 1.55—205 [14]
(AR TR .

gl +- 4 0.82—48.5 [14]
+1% ND—0.237 [37]

b S M X .
DITER ND—0.378 [37]
REFHFCILTO KRR ND—63 [38]
& FENMFE LT E KA ND—5230 [39]
JIE=WN EWIKA <2.0—20 [40]
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G b X FEARZET] 4 v 225 3Lk

Detected areas Sample type Detection concentration Reference
R ] e f FEWIRA 1.0—91.5 [41]
iy EN KA <2.0—16 [40]
[LEISZR EWIKA <2.0—12 [40]
PHEBB RS EWIRA <2.0—15 [40]
Al e/ <2.0—3.9 [40]
H A EWIKA 2.0—12 [40]
JER(EVS EWIKA <2.0 [40]

255/(pg'm?)
IR Ak =R 0.015—0.140 [42]
LV e L W S SR 0.065—0.27 [43]
o I X St <0.69 [32]
HAlb/(ng-g™)

e [ i b X TLEY <0.03—0.2 [32]
Hh I K] HERTEY ND—159.48 [21]
e ] v b X BRI <0.01—28.7 [32]
FE M HEE ND—2800 [39]
7| LR R 0.011—0.1 [44]

TE: NDFE/R ARH H ; LODZF/RKEMIFR. Note: ND, not detected; LOD, limit of detection.

1.3 AW KR

PFOS ]t i PR, WP | 43 Ml 25 i A i A AR 2224 A O FUR AR A, 6:2 FTSA fEFEAL PR | 5
PFOS AHEL, AT RE B A AU PR EEAT NG . KU, 6:2 FTSA TEAEY) AN 19 70 A L FE AR A= W R 55 v i1

Kt R AT

SRR b, BTIAFGT R 6:2 FTSA B 7E AR RS H . Lu 2599 Y6 AR FP AN 2] 6:2 FTSA, &8N
0.051 ng-g ", ¥ I ZIRAK, AU N 2%. AR H 1 6:2 FTSA #e 5y 48.24 pg-mL'"™), BAR(L T R 280k

AW IR R KT, (ELDR R A A A Y B 5

PEZ T AN TR, AT 5 L. BeAh, IS R e e

BB, B E L EmL 0 A X A 2 R A W R N AN ) 6:2 FTSA, TS . TBEHEshY) . 5
AR FL S SE, ) iz (R 2).
R 2 6:2 FTSA ARG H 7k

Table 2 Detection levels of 6:2 FTSA in biological environments

R X FEARIET Kt i i E= BTN
Detected areas Sample Type Detection concentration Reference
{4/ (ng-g ")
T— 5k LOD—38.6 [20]
it 43—16 [20]
S P I e JAL B ND—1.19 [16]
ISR Bkt LOD—10 [46]
JIE SN IN 25 Wk 67—1100 [47]
H R 5.2—25.1 [48]
[ias <LOD—56.3 [49]
_— W [ <LOD—12.3 [49]
TR <LOD—56.8 [49]
T <LOD—26.4 [49]
WU L H <LOD—3.25 [49]
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sk 2

Kt X FEAZE R Rt e E= BTN

Detected areas Sample Type Detection concentration Reference
iz 5] 0.001—115 [17]
HH A9 25 0.004—6.87 [17]
— wEE 0.006—0.24 [17]
O EE 0.001—5.55 [17]
£IK 0.001—0.97 [17]
He B 0.001—4.40 [17]
H A g 4 R B e PNCNEES <0.051 [45]
5 E BR B Y <LOD—5.24 [50]

1%/ (pg-mL™")

P EVLIR AL PR g O PNEEN I <3.00—48.24 [19]
P EVEI A PR O PN iR <3.00—90.21 [19]
3 [ AR P AR LRSI <LOD—54000 [20]

1 NDFE/R AAKG H; LODZE/RKMER.  Note: ND, not detected; LOD, limit of detection.

6:2 FTSA T2 MR/ B )32 o34 fl e n] BE il S Wy A 2 A0 R R, AU 48Rk 2E
Y 80 AE R, BB T AR R T KT 6:2 FTSA [ XUE: . BRIk, S i £ 6:2 FTSA REAE N
PFOS RS, A D ZERADT T A YIAT A, JE RS A MUK B B VAR T BB

2 6:2 FTSA HIA YT (Biological toxicity study of 6:2 FTSA)
2.1 6:2 FTSA WZEPERTSE

15 G 00 T PRI AN (SR TR0 A5 15 Y 1) A 285 55 0 B RS, 1) T BE, 3 Ay ) P8 DR A 5 vt A XU
B HUIR ISR AR, %5F 6:2 FTSA 5 PFOS BYAHAIYE, LUK 6:2 FTSA 7E45 2RI/ 1) 12 K
i, XF 6:2 FTSA fOTE FRAF 9T A0 R E 2.

Zhang S50 BFSY K 6:2 FTSA il PFOS (WHEEAE HIAFTE ] 18 25 57, ax 4622 i 2 /D AT LU 7 T
PRI — 7 1] 2% B 1 ) o7 VA B 1) 25 s P R B, IRV B (< 20 mg L") ) PFOS 2 i3 X W A iRk 7K i 2
(C. vulgaris 1 aeruginosa) HAG 35, M E< 50 mg- L' A 6:2 FTSA Xt C. vulgaris JL-F- %A 8tk 25
Hhi, Davis 2552 BFSE TR [EIMR 1) 6:2 FTSA X 88 P4 8 VG JL 3R i A P 74 1052 ), & B 6:2 FTSA 7E
T U R S PR PR A 0 o AR P A 1 AE K A BRI, o R R A B A ) A B2 SR, R [R] 5%
TRV FE () PFOS 235 D HEVE, IF el (U E W RE I 9 AL M 2 FE k. Yang 285 I 9E L B, 2268 T
6:2 FTSA(1.5 mg-kg )25 d X IR P & B (GRIY | MK M ZE ) %A W& m. 7 — e B iek
BN : PFOS 76 F 58 Hh nl 3l i B P85 FVE R BB 90w 46, 22 B0 H B S 1) A6 W i R A iy B0~ 591, JRAE 6:2
FTSA 5 PFOS Z5#4 A8 L1, {H BUA B 58 3R W1, LA Wy e K80 T AN WYtk . 9, — 300G - B 2 6 i iy v
PFASs 17 M52 Wi AL W) & 46 B BT 9T B, 6:2 FTSA AU A=W & S 8500 (A W5k 46 N -7 BCF=35) it /N T
PFOS(BCF=2700), 1t X F B 2 4 26 P R BURHE (BCF >2000) 57, 3 ] 6:2 FTSA 7E7K A £
4 A R BR300 FHTRCR AN 14155 T PROS. £E WA gl A Pt U5 21 1 28 Rl 34 — T 0C T MR i F 5%
W1, PFOS i A W L R (AR 1 K IR F BMF: 1.01 —3.04) fE £ A E F ¥ 8 & F 6:2
FTSA(<0.001—0.01)5, jx 654t B, 6:2 FTSA 7E 346 54 F Al fiE L PFOS W42 4.

SR, T 06D I 94 T8 TR 2 W R38N A SR 6:2 FTSA PR35 25 B 22 BIFIT 10— 3 4%, TR BEAUAE A o
Fooh 22 AR, A THITA 6:2 FTSA W2 M T 8 Z k. — o5 R M 6:2 FTSA 5 H A W
PE. Zhang 255 % IR, Bk B (200 pug- L) 19 6:2 FTSA 0] 1 Lemna minor A2, 3 i 2 0 ) FL R AT 14
Hh ek AR UG P TR, RARL D 1 B 4R A BT T 2R G 1 AN R RE ). Wang 481 & L 6:2 FTSA A 520 B 5
R, RN BE NG 5% 0 R R A AS 1K, FECOA KRG Bk 3 2Z 0. Bk 0T L% F:4)
oI5 38 A AL D % B T AR L BE . LA, 6:2 FTSA iR BE1F 5 B b f0 IR i 7= A S Ak 17 38 ofn
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SiE S, FF22 R A e TR AN Ik e R4 i, 6:2 FTSA sl 23 S B0 e gy - A B8 184 0, 34 v 5 e 10
P B O e PR R X LIRS SR, 6:2 FTSA FERFN AR B b 235X K Az A= W) PN AT 311 1 4 1 .

6:2 FTSA X 7L 3 ) Rl Fe BA VR Rk 1R /N BGE i IROK 2 88 T 6:2 FTSA 112 d J&, HEPE /N
VLR R AN, LSRR R R R Oh 5. 25 mgrkg-d I R OOE A /) BB G 5 T RE H T R
Shen %1144 CD-1 BUAFHEME/NER 2 ER T 5 mg-kg™-d™ 19 6:2 FTSA 28 d J&, £ I35 AV v 2 4 00 2]
JKF1Y 6:2 FTSA, KEHBA A YE R 1, HIHBRZAE. HAh, ZHIEE R W] 6:2 FTSA RERE 51 IFIIE
FEIIN . SE MR, WA I 6:2 FTSA /E R IR — 2 H PFOS T4 4, 76 A IE & HF40
Jifl HL-7702 H1, 6:2 FTSA £ 2 3 i ¥k B (1C5=3.54 x 107*) . PFOS(IC5;=4.17 x 107*) B fik, % W] 6:2
FTSA X 40 L35 77 1 52 i B 1O,

FERFSY 6:2 FTSA RYEE VT, BF 58 5 80 ) BE 58 55 40 0 T B R IS8 5 R 0 3z 3 PR R v 22
G EL. BRI, AT I8 7B X — O T ADAAAE 3 R, BRI R KO . BRI B] LA K oy 2%
(14300 5 Y L AR B 1 0, B R KT R S — R R T IR FE AR R PR SR T 6:2 FTSA B PE
(1) 4 T FHRLAFE . BRE R Y5 e ) O B AR A DR M B, B R AR L NG sh A 2R R N, R, X3t
T o — DR UA FRFR KT O IF 58 M LAV S It 6:2 FTSA 18 8 B8 25 A1 B Y B ik HORk, 28R
Bk ] (4 Joy BR AP R MR T X6 6:2 FTSA KR MR 0y A PEAG . BUAT BB 98 22 4 vh 1 1 nl o Pk s pE S 08,
T T 18P | 8 F K R R T R AR A o A D 1 e ) RO ) R S A5 LA TR 6:2
FTSA 7K B [H] Y % A= AR N A= 25 R G I FE 2 . ), R 43 20 BRI RIRE I 29 T AATTXT 6:2
FTSA A= 25 AU 9 4 THT TN . A= ) 22 W M A2 A8 A AN R ookt ) — 35 24 0 ey A e A g g AL 1) T
REAFTE 35 25 55 DRI, (LT S B Rl (R AFF 5% 285 SRl DAHE ) 213 A A28 R 4, TG R il 22 5 0 b A
ETa L T
22 6:2 FTSA BpEWFoE ik

BEPERF ST 5 7638 8 50 BT BREE T3 G Wy AT B i A= 080 . A FH AL B R 0 3 8 A, hy il o PR T
A B AT LR AP it S AR 2 A4l . X1 B A P ML) ) B A A7 B 1 ks T8 7 il At s e i, o/ 1k
S O AR R 45 . IR, 6:2 FTSA #PEHLHI A9 TR A 9T LA 1208 X, 30K B35 ma X 15 e )
X N AR B A A 25 PR 5T 52 ) 1) B S5 TN R, LA R An e SR BUA 2580118 1oy X 7t

SR, HATHMFSE FEAL T 6:2 FTSA ZEALIAR N B . 434 B HOXT BRI A F 300, O¢ T H 3¢
PEVE FIBLHI 52 BN 2. Shen 461 L CD-1 M /N ROGAR Y, 58 2k We il 22 780 | 20 Jfa IR il 1 3%
KAk, S5 G SR AL T, N T AL AN 2 IR RE T 6:2 FTSA #5228 d 5 TP s 2 . fih
138 LA TE 5 JF 40 A HL-7702 S AHY, BFSE T 2288 T 6:2 FTSA 24 /NI J5 X6 240 3% 7 R0 248 it J&) 48 1) 5%
M), 3 ) S AL AE BRI T 6:2 FTSA 5 A BURR iR 45 & 2 1 (hL-FABP) I 45 & fg 71, JFRIHH 401X
P T T A AE AR S Ah, Wang Z5E00 DL BE A0 JIR G A4 f0 R AR R G5 T SR LA BT A
R R A MEEE RN, $E T 6:2 FTSA gl A 1 T 5 Je 1) 73 3 . BF 92 3R W1, 6:2 FTSA 3 i i
MAPK {5538 % K5 FOXO Fl p53 5530 B 5 | e S Ak B 40, IF38 23 5% O ik & 75 RN e AH G 56 18115
KU IS S8 AR PR BE T A RO I R A 0 LA il sl R A R L SR T UL, B SRR
7 6:2 FTSA BEPEML 7 10 i HAT B EAEH. SR, (L G0 i) B — 2 A WE R JC I R S5 15 e ) oy 1728
LS FHELS Z RIMER LR, BTOERGERRFHAILE LA R 5 R.

B o 30 e T R R R R A R B B (28, 2221 288 5 23 i 8 Wk IR R AR A= W2 WL B
7R A W o FR R 2% A RUOR . Lee 5510 AR AT P A5 RUBETh f SR, 32 G S el =% BRI
Y 2E AR AL 2= 0B, TR Z TR S 22 I R | M i A I B 1 B R T AdE R 2 D e A
WA, W 22T, PO AN 2E R L B 4 T 8h, #7R T PFOS X 2T Bl . P 28 R E K
Ca {5 55 11 17 5% M AL ). Wang 45197 3 5o 4 S 41 2% AR I 4 24 70 B, W9 K 2 M T Y kL (MPs ) Xif
CS57BL/6 /NFURIE (R 52 0. 9% & B0, MPs & B 38 1 )R AIG R &1, /= 3 B 5 S 2l o s, JHE D 2 S
T A8 A T e AT IR BRI A R I8 8 (1 (UPR) A G B b X BRI oy 45 R W, 24 2255 0
W R I HE T IR 75 B v 5 % AR e R A S AL TR .

FEIRBE O AP 575 YL IR B B2 22 PR AR, TR AR 2 AR W Rk v ) o7 AL ) S A5 S S, I AR SR
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N HE N R IR B W), 5 R DA B R e A 2 ) S A, R AR M AR D RE S B A [, AG A
AW PR A R Sl B B B, X PRI A e FLA e FEE AEUERE, RS LI e N D AR A A G R L AL,
BB A~ | 3 A o S A A o s B 2~ 55 v ol e A R A S &, AT R GE R PR AL B
G, AOEHEFUI PR A W AR G AR M 1 5 R B T, o o A PP AG BRI XU - TR AR A= 1R
PR EAE AL SR B TR 2 (] 3). X —Z 2B S U SE T 1%, IR 6:2 FTSA REPEALEE
R ME T A T H. teAh, 225 AR 2 A AW (5 B, A B T 3 AT 7% 6:2 FTSA Xf A= ¥k
AR SZ VAL, 6 35 A o B A4 0 (A RN | e 52 e B DR 238 | ey 40 2 1 BRI BE AR e e A A
IRAR A K B fF BT B T 0 R RS B E MRS S, T IR 6:2 FTSA BUERIEE TG 4%
ARBL, 30 BE g i 8 A R IR P M | PR AR S IR M A e 4 fIE Rl A 31,

HEH ZE SR
Target protein Differential metabolites
S et R
Signaling pathways ?% Metabolic pathways
& % %
Fikk P N %, RiERED
Expression level < & Metabolic markers

o 5 ?
. , @
| bk » 14155
Joining phenotypes ) % &g‘& Histopathology
% ®§: O
Q’/c', \ Yy \\e}
%A * » o
Differential genes ¥ 5 L

Oxidative damage

HEFE

Gene expression Others

B3 sy ae s e pL RIS ik
Fig.3 Methods for studying the mechanism of toxic effects of pollutants

3 6:2 FTSA H%4k 5 F%4# (Transformation and degradation of 6:2 FTSA)
3.1 WAL S R

15 YL 1) A P A 5 O R A A PS5 O B SR P A0 T, 7R 3 DR I 5 B 41 | R R A AT 1Y
AL, X — o B T AR E S 2R RUEY R, TR R 2 A iR, et sods s g
YAk 2z 254, AL T M | AR MR A1, DT A 80 % IR () fe 8 S R B 2R i Ak i O v
AL LR IR, B ELARBERE . B s 34, JE B IR BTG B P OR AT ol Bl i) 51 B2 B X an 4R )
K 6:2 FTSA, DR 1108 TR T AH 4500 1 ¢ T A A S5 BE M I8 . X S 5 251048 7 6:2
FTSA 7€ A SR IRBE R i A% . SCEERUE D FP S | IR AR AICR S (R 2R

WEIE R, A YR Bl 6:2 FTSA SRR AL, 17 I A £L 2 M S i A 20 3R . Wang 481 FE 1% 15
e ULER B a0 EBER AL 6:2 FTSA AR Wi AL 1 FREE A B8, 2 BLR80E S5 Ak P= 1 4 U IR
(PFHpA ) F1 4= 96 " 2 (PFHXA ) . Zhang %500 15 I 2137 358 T B vh i S A= Wy ol A2 F 6:2 FTSA (A=W i
1k, EERE Y R 4 FULER (PFPeA) . PFHXA 1 5:3 Fl 8 B AR 2 (5:3 FTCA), Bt fL 9 M 6:2
FTSA A= Y5E Ak 1) S T Ry S0 E A U5 7 5% Ak 2 P 9 AE ], Yang IRAEAH Y HEAT T BREESESG, 25
FEH 6:2 FTSA sk ik J5k 141 2 BELAS: IO 00 900, TN e s BRI AU i 78 O 11 6 R 40 £ 2% P450 WU g
%5 6:2 FTSA BB 9. 75 BR B 1% 35 3 & 1 7, Rhodococcus jostii RHA1 RETE 64 h K2 99% ) 6:2
FTSA #E472E Y554k, A2 8 6:2 R SR 2 (6:2 FTCA) | 6:2 FH B A IR 2 (6:2 FTUCA) | o2 Ji-
5:3 (R AIGRE SRR AR £E (0-OH 5:3 FTCA) | PFPeA D) J% 6:2 IR AN AR (6:2 FTUSA). iF— 2 [l i
R AEB T Rhodococcus jostii RHAL il Bl 6:2 FTSA #4174 W) ¥ Ak ik BR A7 34 155 (1 s ZEPE P, BR T
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Rhodococcus jostii RHAL, Yl & ¥k Dietzia aurantiaca J3 1 Desulfobacterota TEBR& 214 F WL EEEM B 6:2
FTSA fiiffifl, Y4 v H 8 U1k, B8 6:2 FTSA B4 M5 AL IE 4 #4772 7). Hamid 2509 iEs2 T by
P B UEW 1Y 6:2 FTSA LE WAL 5w A .

ANTE RS2, —Fh 24 R U5 DU B ( Trametopsis cervina) W B B TE & 6 5544 T BERS K 6:2 FTSA KA N
T2 77 %) PFHXA. PFPeA Fl PFBA, #EMIZ R AT G877 25 5 63K UG OC iy AE e S PR B ) b, A7 055
TN AN IEAE A BLAY 23 5 06T B I R AR TE A, DT 028 A W AU, IR I, 7 — P B OY 6:2
FTSA P fif i B2 4 AQ 20 R b B A 4 . R R 3A: Wy B8 75 T A [) 1) il ik PR 358, 26 W 7 Aot 2 b £
AR 0 o R AR A AR R B T AR e i R EE . AN, FE 6:2 FTSA B Wk fbad A v, Wi s e
K1) Methylocaldum J&TEF S5 T FBEREIN, i Methanomethylovorans J&TEGAE S5 T =F BE3E v,
MAERIGB UE W, 22T TR0 o 4l 3 b Ao U7,

AR LA ET X 6:2 FTSA $54Lth 25 7= A 5 . 76 PR AR PR Vb 5T 4 358 v (S0AG ) 21 — AP AR 9 6:2
FTUCA, 11 FR & ¥ Jox - 538 v a] 462 0 1) DU Fh 5% 4k 74, 539 4 6:2 FTUCA. PFHpA . PFHXA Fl PFPeA™.
— 3 KT LT 6:2 FTSA AW ALk &5t R W, 70 A I A W HETS T, 6:2 FTSA A1k
AR A BEA B AN TR, 2E 5 f93% PFPeA. PFHXA 1 PFHpA 7E P 19 £ R & S Ak & 72, i 8 L A 2
6:2 FTSA LW 6 AL Wb L4515, Yin 2679 WF 5% T 1R Hb IR 2K h 6:2 FTSA LWk Ak, & BU7EA | M E 4
T, 6:2 FTSA ¥ SL Ak, (H =Y AR R, /i # iR #4248 5:3 FTCA. PFHxA Fl PFPeA, Ifiif5
HAVA 5:3 FTCA.

6:2 FTSA WA= W6 Ak 55 BRBE 38 0 285 YD AH OC, TU2E Wik v 26 e fh i A rh o e 1) 7 SCHAE . AR TR] gk
AR Wi e AL 7= W, 34 S 2 s AR W e AR A, 6:2 FTSA FE3] Jit T AR A vh 1 2 s /N F 5 a7,
1t Loring + 3>y 43.3 d, 7E b B IR DT th 207 86 dU, T AENG PTG e ik 2 AL Atk /5
B Z I3RS AN RS 6:2 FTSA A=Wk Ak i 3, LB /R HAEAR S h AT b fidriz. il id
He WAL 5 SR ST, A BT R PR S = 3P M 6:2 FTSA BUMUA: W ve i, IR R LR bl A Ak &5
4, BETIF & H 2 S BRI A0 9 A P A R
3.2 AR R

R 6:2 FTSA CBLIESCREAE — o P B 9l 2R W I A, SR L A6 R [) PR 5L o v i e AL R 20 2 B
HR I8 2 A AT M R I A R AT B AN T T L SRS G M R 6:2 FTSA 78 H SR IR i E APk
FITEAE RS AT AN 2 2200, DRIk, R38R AR A W e AL T B LA sk G e fip o A W A5 0 S22, 21, 4
X} 6:2 FTSA M (it o8 E 2R TR IT 0] —J7 T, — e 58 748 T 6:2 FTSA A< B 1 B i 2
R, HVAEAE 200 T Bt ah AR v mT R 7 A 1 v ) e g SO VA L 3 R R A vT R R R LA AR R

O R, o A 25 28 Go A TR A . TR Iht, 4 T DAy 4 1 e i = ) B P 5 3R B R T, JE A 1R 6:2
FTSA %2R CHE— 8. 55— 5 I, #8 - WF 58 W) F 5281 6:2 FTSA By 58 4 B R, ST = RIS
Ttk AR E M, AL W AR A e DL %, SRAL 0 W AR AE AR A R T 3R 8 75 e Fn A= M B 1
I, & E A AR E W AR B R, S AR | A AR 55, LIS 6:2 FTSA e FLRE R =W iy
SEA LI, X TR IREE KRS | PR A S L 2 B HRE L.

Park 2578 3 i AE AL BRBRER SC L T 6:2 FTSA AP 44k, T E A4 5E =¥ 8 PFHXA. Londhe 5™
KT AR B ARANBE 3 432 6:2 FTSA 15 4L 3 T /KR &, IEEF] 75%—98% MIRFf K. J54b, Has &
AN ST AR RTE: 6:2 FTSA BN 48 8 UL P00, R A0 2, X SE B 9% oK E— 24537 6:2 FTSA f5¢
S AL, HUL 3 SRR 0E B AR = 12 W0 PRHXA S5 (056 4 2 AL G4, KSR B A AR SR A e A 1
FEPEED R, T BT &8 0 T2k A R LR L ) R

Yang 52 fifi F &2 F = 90 48 AL T. 7 (advanced oxidation process, AOP) ¥4l T 6:2 FTSA 1R A SR,
FIIE LML (UV) BRET | 2240k 5 ik E AL A (UV/H,0,) | Bl R4 AL (05, pH = 11) | 1% il (05/H,0,)
SR E AL (Fe?/H,0,) . 45 H 320, UV/H,0, X 6:2 FTSA F#fiffc A 2L, S bk (S0,>)
ALY (F), JLF-SEL T 6:2 FTSA 958 4 LA Ak Fl B 6. Urtiaga 5 SR FH i #2801 4: W 41 (BDD)
W AT LA A AR T, B 6:2 FTSA F&f# & PFHXA HI PFHpA, [ J A 201kl CO, Ak (I 58>90%).

JX4E Tenorio Fl Liu %% B O 448/ T HO L FIUK & LT (erg ) I JHBEIE I PFASs IR
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BEWE S, IF H HOFl epq W 7E RIRAKAE R G AR B, 7 PFASs 75 SR 2544 T 1 [ K B A B AR F AL T
B2 AR, (HOCT PFASs, Rl 2 t0dE 6:2 FTSA 78 B EARA A 0 A0 R B M st 58 AT e i2E — 20 DR AL N3
J'&. X5 T 6:2 FTSA MR SEIM 5, DFFE 3 AT IS BEOCTE B AR 0%, BV A0 (o] DRt H A 24 25 B X
T YLy, AR 0 EE R VAL . DR R R v R R A A e )R B 26 ) R T RE R A
S35 R AL A R A BB . TR 1, — A 4 T 4P S A S 10 300 5 R A RCR 5 7= i M G O % i, R R AR
i 3 TR B RN 2 4. RIS, SR T NG 6:2 FTSA e H A2 PRASs 19 B A kAR, JF 3k sh 3 Tl Ak i
AR B SLB, 3ER BA IR R I A YA B X e F B RE IR M AL T2 St fb i
LA A BE A, ETTRERS A L0 = 2 0F F R B . w45 10 e SR, I BB AR AR o B AR A1k
IS AS FEAR T S B0 ol Ak . Jinak 6:2 FTSA M PFASs TR EE B BUAIESE , AA B Tl /b ix 265 4L )
Xof PR BT FIA: W R 9 15 A6 UM, 3 BB sl 4 (0 Ak 2 5 ISR AR 3P (R b ) % e

4 455 REHE (Conclusions and prospects)

6:2 FTSA 159 4 0 He i R 1Y — R 22 A, 78 AR A0 A PRI S8 o b gl BAs . B L
FHA A W ORI FHAEBR A 35, 6:2 FTSA A H SRR B B Rr 2 B8 T, O Al gl od 22 i
FEHEA YA N, R TR SETE RS G ). A — ST B R W 6:2 FTSA RYBEPEAHEL T PFOS A
JIT 55 , (0 E MR R A SR e SO, R 00 A JF e | 200 R 8 M A5 3 T 800, X A ) AR A 1
TERTE B e B JE .

ST, R 6:2 FTSA 12 PFOS BT 5 R B — i L3, (H RS BRI M S B 1) 78 0 A
W5 A7 s 45 28] 2 T TG R A B IPAG 5 8 DD DG . ARSI I A T LR LA S S L 4 5l S e P i e

(1) WD 4 AR B F08T: ST IREEA T 6:2 FTSA B B3R, I A6 I 52 AR A AR 32 B F R A
JE RS E M, XE LA SR B 6:2 FTSA HURGHERL Ak, PRI, 38 V15 X0 i 45 VR R 8 . 2R 0% = FLAR e
PSR PR T BRI 77 v, DA SRS A 3 s U O F3B B 6:2 FTSA TR Hh Y 4341 57284k

(2) FEVENLHI R BRBEAR R : M HTAIT ST 2 548 T /K AR AR W) R Ja 0 v ok B e R () 2800, T X A ]
AN | R PR 2R R S I 9 0 S R . AR SR I A T 2 2 A BOR, $H SR RIS L R
YRR R R A, RGEMIT 6:2 FTSA TEFRSEAH Mk B2 I 288 T ROE AL, 4] 2 Ho AR
filt B AV AE AE 3, DA B R R G B JRURS DA 54 S SR B (AL R A 4

)R WA I & RS E A MY R IEEY 25 6:2 FTSA M4 Y f i 72, (H [ fige 7=
Yy TS AT RE A FEVE SR AL B B . G, SNSRI A B O T O A s . B DR TR B I R A T
20, VRSB TV AL B A 280 L B 6:2 FTSA S AT F A 7= 1), FEAR AL 15 Y W ) SR B 0, 4 3
b SRR R R R SEBE.
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