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(MQL) . B 5 53 W] , & Fh PASs 19 MDL #1 MQL 43> %I7E 0. 05 ~ 0.20 ng-g~ ' F10.20 ~0.40 ng-g~ ' (LK, FEHEN T 81% +10% ~
118% = 11% WS FE N, AR BRAEIR 22 (RSD) AT 3% ~ 17% RSEIE A, 350 BEWT D0 A5 580 A 0 32 2 A DU ¥ 90 R it o R 8 v 1) R BB v
PERIRE 2 .
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Abstract: The analysis method for determination of perfluoroalkyl surfactants (PASs) in sewage sludge was optimized in order to simultaneously get the
better recoveries of short- and long-chain PASs and to improve the methodological selectivity, sensitivity, and precision. Based on selection of suitable
cartridges for solid phase extraction (SPE) , the sonication solvent extraction was optimized to overcome the low recoveries of long-chain PASs such as
perfluorotetradecanoic acid (PFTA). Meanwhile, the liquid chromatography tandem mass spectrometry system was improved to mitigate the influence of
perfluorooctanoic acid ( PFOA) leachate on qualitative and quantitative analysis, and then the instrumental analysis method was optimized for better
method detection limits (MDL) and method quantification limits (MQL). The results indicated that the MDL and MQL of all PASs ranged from 0. 05

ng+g~" 10 0.20 ng-g~" and from 0.20 ng-g~' 10 0.40 ng-g =", respectively, while the PASs recoveries and their relative standard deviations ( RSD)

were In the range of 81% +10% ~118% +11% and 3% ~17% , respectively. These data strongly indicated that this specific-method was sensitive,
precise, and accurate enough for determination of PASs in sewage sludge.

Keywords: perfluoroalkyl surfactants; sewage sludge; analytical method optimization
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e BN K K (Ju et al., 2008 ) | MR UK
( Murakami et al. , 2009 ) . T L4 ( Ma et al. ,
2010) .75 98 (Sun et al. , 2011) + ¥ (Li et al.
2010) FIE 545 9% 5 32 K- (Powley et al. , 2008 ;
Loi et al. , 2011) X AR (Liu et al. , 2010) PIAEH,
L35 T M, AU B RN HC At ff 328 Hb X ( Benskin et al.
2010; Shi et al. , 2010). PASs AMUI5YL T A LA
A AR IR, T H BAT AR AR, AR SR
AR AE W] PASs FIPA AR B2 E 2™ 5 iU
EZI DN/~ (.97 3 C g A SR 7 o 1 (| ) e
BRG WAL 2 M1, B A 25 7 8 55 ((Peng
et al. , 2010; Giesy et al. , 2010; Loi et al. , 2011).
PRI, PASs & R Y RTFE R ) —.

V5K HE) T (WWTP) H 7K & PASs #F A ZE 3R
W & B & £ 2 — ( Yamashita et al. , 2005;
Boulanger et al. , 2005) , HAE{5 /K AL PRITF2 P PASs
REAE B 2175 Y8 1 ( Zhou et al. , 2010) . #HF WWTP
TSURAHT, 25 51 BN A 3 | e K R L R UK
B PASs 75 4% [n] @1 ( Washington et al. , 2010;
Lindstrom et al. , 2011 Sepulvado et al. , 2011).
W R T WF ST TG K AL B R Y 2 A AR S R
PASs 3T B AL FN T, 90 T 20K o D 5 75 e
PASs i, {H PASs Y75 JK-PRUR, Biserh &4
DA AT BILTS G 1 H A 2[5, 2 )™ RS2 Wil A 00 )
PEPEME R HED VARG 25 B, AT BELAS 1 A5
AN HEFT

Schroder (2003) H KARIE 11598 PASs il
D5 MR A2 2 1 AL 15 v | BARARAS T ALAE
AR (> 90% ) , 5. J7 ¥ 1 RS BG4 96
R (PFOA ) 142 8 W AR ( PFOS) 19 77 126 K i R
(MDL) &ik 6 pg-g™", ik &R (MQL) Ik 10
peeg T AR E TR B RAUE Higgins 55 (2005)
SR PR P R At B R AR SBOE R BB 5 e Hh i PASs, IF
K FH B AHAE B ( SPE ) Ve 4 i 75 I8 £ UM, 7T K 75 1)
firf K A% PASs [ MDL 1 MQL 435I B3 0. 6 ~
2.2ng g 'F11 ~10 ng-g " FITEREIN , (HiZ 720 4
fif PASs JCAL, H. il A7 16 )™ B 19 3 R RN, PRTA
SFRKHE PASs 1Y I B, SR 1T R 56 B8 1Y
S, Powley 45 (2005 ) SR FH 4310 A1 285 i W [ 551 144k
SPE PR , X b R 4 42 S0 H R IR ( PFCAs ) T
BAS T IRACR.

F HAM 1E, Higgins % (2005) BF F- & 1 )7 %
SR D7 1 0 B R Tz e i e ik O

TR A e £ R AU MERGPE RIS 2% 5,
(B T7 ¥ B R I Tl s J2 TG VA A U 35 90 v 1% i
PASs ( Sinclair et al. ,2005; Schultz et al. , 2006;
Loganathan et al. , 2007; Yu et al., 2009; Guo
et al. , 2010; Navarro et al., 2011; Pan et al. ,
2011; Sun et al. , 2011). MbJ5 , R H A H B9 B 5E
B IF RS [R5 ¥ 1 3EAT 1 04k, (X L
Rl AT A5 (< C4) PASs HKRARTEAL (Guo et al.
2008 ; Yoo et al. , 2009; Ma et al. , 2010; Shivakoti
et al. , 2010; Zhang et al. 2010; & &S, 2010,
% 4%, 2010; Kunacheva et al., 2011; Llorca
et al. , 2011; VEZE4E, 2011). 3R, A WFoE £, =
FLLTR (TFA) BA Y FEVE (Smit et al. , 2009) , X%
HERIHE PASs &, BARBLZ # B2 F 50 B, 12
Bifi 5 PRI AR R AN, fe 2t 25 3k B 5 e AR AR R 4
7K

PRI, Sy 7RG e Hh A BE PASs 1975 G4 K P
Li %5 (2010; 2011) ¥ Higgins 5 (2005 ) Fl Powley %
(2005) FIrJF & B T7 B AR ZS & IF AT AL, R T35 B
B AS b (WAX) AU AR A (40 €18 \HLB %)
PEAT EIAIAE (SPE ), IR s A6 0 V5 1€ P J e e 4
HiE PASs  (HIZJ7 i X 290+ PULERR ( PFTA ) 45 K
PASs [ [al S HIRA .

T, AALTE IR PASs K vk, AR SCFE
PRAEAEHE A BE PASs B HA B IR (> 80% )
4 [T, SRS i vy Oy v 0 SRR | R R RS B
RIFESESE G i SPE A Bl T, Xof 6 75 J6 il By A6 R
HATRAL, LA PETA K55 PASs MIBCRAR A 7]
R R AR ARSI 7 2 | BEAIL PFOA 5 H T4,
PIFKRBCHE 42 /#) MDL 1 MQL.

2 #Bl5F ik (Materials and methods)

2.1 FRiEH R

=9 LR (TFA, 98% ) Al 4§ + — b R
(PFUnA ,95% ) W A Sigma-Aldrich 23 &) ; T % 4 R
(PFPrA,97% ) 4% T 2 (PFBA,99% ) | 4= 3L B iR
(PFHpA ,99% ) &5 28 R (PFDA ,98% ) . &% T —
Lili (PFDoA ,95% ) Fil 42 9 T i iR £ ( PFBS, 98% )
WG Aldrich A ] 3 23R (PFPeA , =94% ) 29
CLR (PFHXA, =97% ) \ 2 F R (PFOA, =90% ) |
F T2 (PFNA |, =95% ) M43 A B2 4 ( PFHxS,
=98% ) W F Fluka 2 A ; 49+ P 4¢ /2 ( PFTA,
96% ) I 1 Alfa Aesar 2\ 7l ; 4> 98 3 ifi iR ( PFOS,
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2%

98% )Wl ABCR A H]. AR (PC)tricNbr[ 1,
2,3,4-5C, 1 ¥ (MPFOA, (50.0 +2.5)
mg-L™" EH4E >99%,%C, >99% ) M [1,2,3,4-
B, 1 AR R (MPFOS, (50.0 £2.5) mg-L™",
HEE >99% ,°C, >99% ) I H Wellington Laboratories
Inc. /NH].

Oasis® WAX #(6 mL,150 mg,30 wm) 1 HLB
(6 mL, 150 mg, 30 pum) W H Waters 2\ A,
Supelclean™ Envi-18 £ (C18,3 mL,500 mg) Fl Envi-
Carb 730G 6k W 5 E H Supeleo 23 Al & ALK
A% (HPLC ) 9% H R (96% ) VKSR (99. 7% ) Al
BE MR 2 (97. 0% ) W A 35 B TEDIA 728 wl; 2 /K
(25% )W H Fluka 23 7] ; HPLC 2% H % ( =99.9% )
) H Sigma-Aldrich 23 #].

2.2 HEREXELHAE

2009 4E3 A ffi [ PE H 3438 R 55 UASB X
IO S A TR AR R T e AL T B WWTP i K i5 78
72 h iz I s R y B2 (4 x 10 Gy,
15 min) K& J5 PHITEARGNEL N, JF B T8RN
B IR IRAE N L 7E 25 °C IR 85 KT T B RE & A
i, ik 60 H i3 A PE [ £H48 1E - 20 C FIRAF
&AL Horp, DRESORLTS U6 T R0 43 ik 1 AR
A, B AT U F 96 UE 7 v A 35k

HEWRFR I 1. 00 ¢ V5 e ke i F 50 mL RN
(PP) BN, A 30 mL 1% BEFRI IR, i Vit
IRATJE ,7E 60 °C HYZKTE P IR AE 15 min; TR1L
SERUG , TE 2450 g BYAH XS B0 /1 (RCF) F &L 5
min ¥ FIE WAL A 250 mL PP &5 B0 N, T 1)
50 mL B0 NAA 7.5 mL 90% /it R 1
Vit Vi s =902 10) , 8 F B8 08 H 0 B 77
J& , #E 60 CK A N AT BN 2B 15 min, 7E 2450
g I RCF T &L 5 min, 4 FIEWA A LR .0
W (Lietal. ,2011). LI B PR AL/ ik
AU AR, K5 e P Y PASs &R
FEAH (LA FRZ A5 PR ) b k. & JE, A
T B 3 ZE [ AR A BORE H T Ye B U AE 23665 ¢
() RCF T &0 15 min, LAZ2BRH: A 8 7 [ 1.

K Waters 28 @] 42 77 () WAX fE8l HLB # 5§
Supelco 2 F) A= 7= [ Envi- 18 A # 17 [ #H #& X
(SPE). 7E BTG, MWK 1% 2 K/ B % W
(Vasap s’ Vi = 1:99) . HVBEFI 19 it B2 735 W 45 10
mL {f 16 WAX #F, 565 F H BT 1% SRRV 45 10
mL 151k HLB Fl Envi-18 A%, fifi AR RE 2K 2

DIF TS TR BUR S A SPE HEN. ERESE RS, H
10 mL (20% ) H BB BRI W (Vi * Vigwmsn =
20:80, WAX #1) 5 20% H BEi% i ( HLB 5% Envi- 18
FE) WPk SPE #E, DL BR AL S LA O R . e Jim , B
SPE HE7EHZA T 2T 1 h, IF53 0 H 5 mL 1% 2
K/ FHBERE W (WAX AE) 5 (HLB 8¢ Envi- 18
FE) VENE B AR AT 9. ARS8 AR Rt 200 U o 4 o]
TR ~2 TN,

ST R FE RSO ) ol A3 e
T W {6 570444k SPE WEN (Li et al. , 2011, Powley
et al. , 2005) VERAFLHL 1. 00 mL SPE YEiiK = 1.7
mL PP B0 N, IR N A 25 mg Envi-Carb 43#%
A1 BRI BRI AT 100 WL vKESER , I8 BEFE 30 s ),
1E 17800 g () RCF T 5.0 15 min. #ERHTHL 400 wL
B BT 1 mL PP A ShRERE/NIN, IR
A 100 wL(20 pg-L™") IR, IEF AR A
2.3 B pIT5xEE

PASs 1443 % % 1 92 [E ThermoFisher 2% & 4 7=
) Accela HPLC R4, % RS A ke R 48 fiil
1o VR (3 SR 4 . YRR € A SR FH 5 1) Agilent
ST FE ) ZORBAX Eclipse Plus C18 £ (2.1 mm
x 150 mm,3.5 wm fL42) , #FEE A 10 pL. JiEshAH
KA H EEAT 2 mmol « L ™" BS R B 5 W, T i 12 R 250
pLemin ' F4G HBE LGB 10% , 76 1 min B T+ 5
#| 60% ,7F 10 min BF & H] 95% , IFORFF I LE ) 2=
12 min , SRJG7E 12.5 min B F R 10% , IR 7
A B2 18 min.

PASs 58 M 8 = M1 % i ThermoFisher 23 7]
77K Finnigan TSQ™ Quantum Access'™ — 5 U 2%
FERRTEAX (MS) , Horb ) MS 1 HPLC B4 1% FH 47
M55 H 725 5 (ESL) , W55 HL ol - 3200 V, B§ <.
77 BRI ESE 148 51 R 25 .0 F1 S
arb, B IRE BN 320 C , RfE UK E N 1.5
mTorr (1 Torr =133.3 Pa). —H PUMFF MS FEELE
RIS (SRM) T84T, 4 F PASs I EEES T
PEFE T 5T BT RN T A8 2 LA 56 SCHR I IE
(Lietal ,2011).

KT IAL (17X ) N A5 B U il e vk X) & Fi
PASs #F47 it, HAHERM I R fil i i . 8 T
BAERBSF 2 (R >0.99) ,7E0.01 ~ 100 pg-L~'
F14) A J3E 91 T PR A 1 o 288 0 B 4, e, IR R
MR 0.01 ~ 1 pg- L7, mvk Bt 2 /o 1
~100 pg L' BARMEMZL R DS 5 NMARON,
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A RBUR TSR A ZAE U E Y +30% L)
DAL KA i S v il £ 5, A 2 H AR o A W T
(735 B N I B Y i 1 Y o O R e
[, TRB R E 2D &H 5 DA BRI
SR, 5 Sy AT e PR A A T 2 ) o A 2 B IS 22 5
oL B 10 e L FERCRIHE BT, 25 2 R 10
SRR A I AL TR T AR T I R 1 28 S RN Y
DT 25 it 2580 ok 0 ik B2 0 A B AR Y
— B, 75 U EOR RO v It e SR AT ARG DU

NT 5 1A #S EE AL (instrument draft) , 75 &>
FEAH TSN TE UG RN 25 I 2 1 iz s s i 2. [ml i
FEbE 5 BESEBRAE SN — BB HE RN LB AR (CVS)

B WAX
140% —

120% - '||I

100% [~

ElVed
= =

OHLB

i
00
|
" |
40% I
| [] H
20% il I

HATEAEROZE RS E R £30% LAN. 24 CVS ik
ANEIZ AR I 5 T R RO o il . ARk
PV B Y RS VB R CVS Mk B4R R 0. 25
pg+L 7RI 10 pg L7
3 Z5E (Results)
3.1 EMEFAELEE

R T BEREAE RS SPE R 433 ) O Y
15 VRAREUR P RN 100 ng TFA F12.5 ng HoAts PASs

JG AT SPE, {#i [l WAX #:  HLB 45 #1 Envi- 18 A3 i}
P PASs BY [ISCRUNE 1 iR,

E Envi-18

0
TFA PFPrA PFBA PFPeA PFHxA PFHpA PFOA PFNA PFDA PFUnA PFDoA PFTA PFBS PFHxS PFOS

E1 3XF WAX. Envi-18 #1 HLB #£f$ &7 PASs B EIKZE (n =5)
Fig. 1 Recoveries of PASs using WAX, Envi-18, and HLB cartridges, respectively (n=5)

Hi P 1 AT, JEIe fi T B SPE A, K B
PASs(C7 ~ C14) B3R5 545 1 IR IR (929% =
5% ~125% +13% ). {H Y {f ] HLB ¢ Envi- 18 £,
J5E PASs(C2 ~ C6) MR AR E: 2 0. R4 X
Higgins 25 (2005 ) B9 F 57 45 W — 2, {5 X 3 43 4 4%
(C4 ~CO) M , LA RN AN L O HGE A TE 45
M JE (Ma et al. ,2010; Navarro et al. , 2011). >4
il WAX FER , A PR AE PASs 3178 505 19 [ i
H(96% +8% ~120% +5% ) , 1 HJG4%E PASs [ [H]
WA 28 T HLB AE 58 Envi- 18 #£(p <0.05) ,
T 94% +12% ~110% +5% WG, ik, A
TPRIERT A PASs Y BA B 1Y [l I 38 A BiF 5% %
H WAX FE.

JR4E Higgins 55 (2005 ) Ak, PETA #AG A4 [T
BT EST VR TS I B A ik 1m0 E AR T
R IE TN IR AT HE R, PRTA S5 5% PASs Y 7]
WCRIRIR AN AR 60% 247 (Li et al. , 2011). %5
Tia) A U0l B 90 A ROV T BB A, ] e 2R )

ATLARTIE 90% (&1 1). py oLl D, 8 75 38t 5 570 4l Bl
HBOL A B S B AE PASs Wi 3R I A9 2L 1E
3.2 B E K Bh S N FE BT R H By PASs

H T AL 35 B 1) PASs Fh2648 22 it LATEAR
FRAE 75 I %l Bl % 700 26 U 43 5 F TFA | PROA A1
PFTA RREHHE (< C7) hAEHEK (C7 ~ C10) Al
B ( > C10) PFCAs, Tl PFOS ft 2 4 9 ot 55 fiff iR
(PFSAs). [ XU 75 Je Es i 100 ng-g~' /Y TFA
M12.5 ng-g”' Ay PFOA _PFTA F1 PFOS, 8 X+ )5
28 FH. XEIAR 15 U A7 8 75 D Jl Bl ) AR O
TR P R Ak 88 7 U0k B B 2 TR TR R A A i
17 SPE, 311155 4% b PASs 19 [l g &, 45 B & 2
iR,

K2 7T, BR T PETA LISk, %5 47 3
YR P IR AL/ 88 S I B A WU T =96 % 1 H
B4 M) DTS e A 5% 2075 Je $2 BOR . X PFTA
M5, A 20 3 YR Uk R b/ 75 I8 i By 2%
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¥

2%

Ji RS AL R 64% +21% B 25 5 3047 88 75 I
PR b/ P 10 % B A€ IR 25 3R, PRTA (9 vk B HUIL T
IERR R (IDL) . A W58 R B, B R 4 B4 PASs
4TI T 32 i o 4 360 o 2k B % B 194 186 00 177 44 58
(Higgins et al. ,2006) , 75 3 HAT S8 05 B 5] 1

120%

1k SPE ¥ i ¥ LA T B 55 ot &0 52 W) (Li et al.
2011) BURTHE S, 15 5 PFTA 25K 5 PASs 8% 11k
11 5 R AT R 2 P U A Bl R 2R BUAS BB AT B80S
H 5 Je R A B AR .

B TFA  BEPFOA OPFTA  OPFOS

100%

80% —I—
= 60%

40%

20%

0 e .
1 2 3 4
R / B EERUREL

B2 BEEBEDBEFNERERE (n=5,ND FRICTAE TR

Fig. 2 The validity of sonication solvent extraction (n=5,ND denotes below instrumental detection limits)

Sk T IR P R B SR AR UG PRTA 1 8K
PE K INBRT5 YR 28 3 YR 75 5 R fb/ P 10k A B 4K B
J& , TR A Llorca 25(2011) (75 240 51 A 15 mL B
PEEAHEA T R OO R 3 700 26 B0 SR S, K Jm R 37 79 46 i
WA RS 120 mL(1% ) BERRIS W, 54T SPE,
R IEBCA G PETA. 33U BH 8 75 10k 4 B i ) 26 3 n]
PLSE4 K15 Je AH TR (9 PFTA 25 K4 PASs #7318
FE S T A O .

PFTA {E R AHE 5 4= i 5% 5 1< 1Y PASs, B
A AR ) R o A, A T Ak L R T B s A
B R RE T B0 22 B 1 A V7 A b, AT 2 A A1
By, Ry T R PFTA 25 KB PASs 1Y Rl
BB TE Ve AR ORI R B O R T TR VR AE 7.5
mL [ F B SR AT 3 U 75 U A B 2R L K
22.5 ml HEEAEHURARFES] 120 mL(1% ) BEFRVA T
JE AT SPE, 25 1R W, 7RI P BR T PFTA A9 1R
WCEN 19% + 1% . 0L 3 UGH 75 Il iR 1k /#8
WA AR [P s K (64% +21% ) , ] PFTA B #%
[ AT A 83% +33% . H Il L, BE S AL
PR R A W B A0 R A2 15 B PFTA 454K 4% PASs
AT T ISR A D A

AR FER UL, EARA BT A P & R

PASs W %) 3= 22 K 8 2 — (Higgins et al. ,2006) ,
MHCA ARG KA BT R R R 295 08, B ALY &
AR R R 2200, Rk, R T IR RE 98 5 T A
PASs M5 e R 215 Je g2 BOR X5 e 5 ik 17
4 YRR U T Ak 8 P Il B 2R . R B Ohy TOR a
PRIIE PFTA 25K 5% PASs EA 38 1Y R, #448 F
FH TS0 7 I8t B ) A RO 174 e R 0 R TS
BRI e BT 2 YO A D B AR I
3.3 FARN A2 B PFOA i W RO
FEWR T RGN sl A 2 82k 2 K= & PTFE
W B, A B A A £ A BERHLAE T
PTFE 23%5 it PFOA %5 AR5 (WL 3a) , T4k
PASs 972 1 € 520 B, i T I BR PROA % Hi 5%
i) , 5% FH 28 Bk Bk A ( PEEK) 45108 PTFE %, [A] i
B HPLC R4 & PTFE #4 J #9325 AL, IR
TR S A B il & PTFE M LR S TR
PASs FR B B [E] (RT) |, F e 4 220 00T 3 2 AR i
TR Jea T 10% BT R/ SN BEE W (V/V =
10:90 ) 1T VG VEFE AW R G2, LR BRI TY Sk
. ZHGE e IS ARER AT 45 SR A 3b R,
7E PFOA (1) RT &b MR L (S/N) <3, BN &8 ¥
PFOA [R] 3575 5] T4 84 fif k.
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100% — 4. \
I =
s [REAIH1E] - 9.96 min
. 4
2 0%l W - 9.98% 10
B IETEFR - 8.09X10°
= 40% [
20% [~
0 Mo b o | | |
0 3 6 9 12 15 18
fist ] /min
v g
100% — b. e ag=E S
1R B4 BHE] : 9.96 min
e IR 2,71 X103
% 60% " IR 0 9.27X10°
_;-;5 40%
20%

fisf 1] /min

B3 RGN PFOA RBH (a) REEK (b)
Fig. 3 Leachate of PFOA (a) and its elimination (b) during HPLC-MS/MS analysis

3.4 REEH5RERIE

TEFEARAF R SE 45 o 78 v | 5k 2 ffi J] PTFE
BT F- AR L, LLBT 1% Y PFOA 249 [ 1 v
YUttt [ I o sk A A 1 3 3 b J5T 1) R 5 A RS
B, PRI A B 5 RE RS AN T 300 I B PFOS 45 PAS:s.

HH T 3 A T3S AP R A ARG TR e TR
FE ) PASs M H AT 9K ) ( Murakami et al. , 2008 ;
Haug et al. , 2011) , FIr LR T kG KA TG YL 1
TR E T EINH R R A KT

DR T MM P I B R A L SPE. A SPE
PRV PS5 AL TR i 75 G () 81, E A i A B )
(e Fsf SR HAH ) £ 20 B R0 5 ke i 4 7 28 AR, 4%
SRR, A W TR U i AN A I N AR, AR T ks
WA K AT AT B AR 2> BT, 3X U5 B TE A R i 78
A P 3 R T P AN AR T e 1Y [

SR T i B AR B B S e YRI5 A T 19 o M
ST, A ORI R i %) v o M R B M, = I
BT B i A A B 4% S 0 e I 8E =X (SRM) R iz A7
(MS/MS) , VA5 [a] i W I 25 B B 23 4 9 00 BF 25
F B BT UE B . TR S PR AR
JE B 1 s 1 AR R R 0 0 T AR Y L
(B (A /Aoy ) BOZAEZ B AR 53 BT D)5 R 0 P b5
BT U AR LU Y £30% LA R, 47 P AE it
TEFH S/N =10 B, R #2138 15 19
PASs ¥ W URAT AR 4 10— Bobe ) BIR & 11
BT ARG B VR B A S TR T RIS MR R Y

+30% VA, Z7i AF] b i o, W58 BH7E L PASs
(1) RT AbA7AE S A O i 90 1 H e Mk 1 40 AT
B, AT LRSS 3t Bl AR 2%, 7 WA 43 2 AR E A
Sy BT RN AL B o EL A R[] 14 £ BA S ) AT 3k
o ILAE AR 4. ZEASRIF T BT R 0 3 sl A 2%
T B R IALAE AR T T4 PASs 2 1 it 47
Mriv G, DR B0k e H 45 F PASs 19 (3% [
&l 4 iR,

FERG I S BRAE S B, SR A AR 25 1 M A 2875
YRR TS S S L IR R OO, 6 MO 5 R
FRRGEM 5 TR 45 R A S AT ] B AR 53 AT
Y. AT S YA AR 2 R S/N BB R T 301
BRI B i B PASs 1 S/N FRAREI/NT 1021
B, WA 10% F R/ 53 TR BV W (V/V = 10:90 ) 3
LRER R

R T GRS o3 AT B A R A T R S 1 38
T Yy — e R o Tk B AR 3 s A ) R I I
HAERR R SERE 58 BUS 435 1mL 50% 575 B/ F B
(V/V =50:50 ) R BEHFFEET I Y RE RIS MEE.

3.5 FEAHRMTEZEER

P05 19 SPE e 6 v W B A [R5 55 47
TR AR S/N =3 B 25 Ff PASs AL ER K
PR, 3G S/N =10 B A v 28 1 A ok 3 i 1450
FEHSZPRE £30% N AY 5.0 52 45 Fh PASs U428 E
HRR(IQL) , HikH A P H K E. SR )E , R
(1) A=K (2) 3 i3 s AH R A9 7 kA6 H PR (MDL)
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Fig. 4 Chromatograms of all PASs in anaerobic granular sludge ( * These analytes were spiked at 5 ng-g~' because they were not detected in

anaerobic granular sludge)

FITEE R (MQL) (Li et al. , 2011) , 45343 1
FiR.

s, MDL, MQL 73 5] O J7 3 At BR A& 4 BR
(ng-g™") ;IDL.IQL 73 il 7= AL AR A6t BR AN 5 &R

MDL = M (1) (ng'mLil ), VSPE%%ZT_\‘ SPE (ﬁﬂ%(ﬁi&'&ﬂ:{( mL) ,]WSIU(lge
MSludgc %%?ﬁ%#%i(g)-
QL x Vi
MQL = = (2)

Sludge
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®1 &M PASs 7R H IR (MDL) FIEE R (MQL)
Table 1 ~ Method detection limits (MDL) and quantitation limits (MQL) of PASs

PASs MDL/ (ng-g~") MQL/(ng-g~") PASs MDL/(ng-g~") MQL/(ng-g~")

TFA 0.10 0.25 PFDA 0.05 0.20
PFPrA 0.10 0.25 PFUnA 0.05 0.20
PFBA 0.10 0.30 PFDoA 0.05 0.20
PFPeA 0.15 0.30 PFTA 0.05 0.20
PFHxA 0.05 0.20 PFBS 0.10 0.25
PFHpA 0.10 0.25 PFHxS 0.10 0.25
PFOA 0.13 0.40 PFOS 0.20 0.40
PFNA 0.05 0.20

AR YAEAE BE ROV I IR RER R (1) Al
R (2) ISR 4 Fh PASs £ MDL F1 MQL, A Ky
Hii T SPE Y 50 Y AE A% 8 AP Y05 o i) Fsf 356 Jo 280 7 7
RN (Higgins et al. , 2005) . SR, AW 57 S HAb F
5% (Powly et al. , 2005; Li et al. , 2011) HJ{EH, R
FHA 8 B8 00k W B 570 144k SPE Pk 1 Y BE #1548 500K
I YR I G 00 i g 5 SR S5500

IEAl, R FH R 48 BURE S U8 P R A HE B PFNA
PFUnA \PFBS il PFHxS #f—25 5 0EX (1) F1=(2)
RIS R4 A PASs 19 MDL A1 MQL (1938 FH 1 . 17
R AR 5 U8 H 7S Iin— FR B[] e BE 9 PFNA
PFUnA \PFBS Fll PFHxS, ¥ f Fij 34 77 ik ik ¥ )5 iF
PR, 24 S/N=3 F1 S/N=10 B} Fr X} i i
i B 43 51 A% PASs 1 MDL Al MQL. [R] s, i il
55 SPE YRR o LA W, TS — &R 4
AS[A) ¥ B2 1) PENA  PFUnA  PFBS Fll PFHxS J5 #F 17
WG, 24 S/N=3 Fl S/N =10 W I % b7 i e JiF
BI435>h12 PASs Y IDL F1 IQL, SR J5 AR FE X (1) A
R (2) 15 H AR B MDL F1 MQL. #F 57 45 5301 |
K X P P 5 ¥5 3515 19 PFNA | PFUnA | PFBS il
PFHxS ) MDL Fl MQL ¥ ARG TR L L2 5R
PE(p >0.05) . ZBFFE G5 R — LU R 3l
BB R A SPE PE B8 W R 6% A 3507 R 3 A%
Ny, HR R (1) fal(2) TH3E 4 Fh PASs 1Y
MDL 1 MQL & Al 7).

214 i} MPFOA F1 MPFOS 15 Ry P ARi, B 3
IAEA <1% MAES C ARIE I PRFOA F1 PFOS, T LA
ANBESR H R 7 a8 % PFOA A1 PFOS [ MDL Al
MQL. 7 R 18 $& 2] 81K 15 44 7K F 19 75 T #F &, )
PFOA 1 PFOS 1] MDL 7 %3 (3) i & ( Washington
et al. , 2007).

MDL = /%% s/ /n (3)

Kb FoRpE e T HHE N n -1 HEFE
49°0.99 1 1 4347 BREUE s n FREE ATREL, B
BL=T, LT 55 Fom n R 50 BT bR 1 A 22
i F MDL — & Z/NF MQL, fir DL FH =K (3) #f
MDL Fif 45 i FR 25 B E AR 43 B ) s A vk JBE 1A
F 1MDL ~5MDL Z [8] ( Glaser et al. , 1981) , [R]Ef K
T REMEHEA T E AT AT IR B — A KT MQL.
SR, H RTARXMERR 25 A AL IR PFOA Al PFOS
TS UeRE S, R FEASAIE SR (i FH L UASB |2 N #%
(1 PR 48 JURE 75 2 B R i )€ PFOA 1 PFOS 1)
MDL. i & & & 4 B, 1% WOk 5 U o B A
(2.27 +0.11) ng-g " F1(2.98 £0.17) ng-g '
PFOA Fi1 PFOS, I} PFOA 1 PFOS f{) MDL 43 %] &
0.13 ng-g ' F10.20 ng-g~".

ESPE A= 4 OV R W = (VAR AR A RN
TP bR DLE 18 570 25 1. A I R 25 R PROA A
PFOS J7 A= I TRT R 53 501 A ppon T A ppos » W AT HEH:
TQL 4351 72 SRy 77 A W THT AR 28 7D R 2A 00 BT 24 10
s e 34 IR (2) 145 H PFOA F1 PFOS 11
MQL, Z5 45k 1 fis.

M 1 AT%0, 4 Fh PASs B MDL F1 MQL 4351
7£0.05 ~0.20 ng-g ' F10.20 ~0.40 ng-g " [HIFLH
W BRI 3250 B 7 2 B e i R AORE T LA D
BARTS oK 1875 e At .

3.6 SEIRAE AR

SR T BRSNS RS R %
SETTEL WWTP B KI5 Ve 4T 1 Imbs BHSCREs. =)
1GIRHESN 100 ng-g ' /Y TFA F125 ng-¢ ' HE
HARaMrd e, w58 T 5 BT e Fhnds 75 e #i
MR D7 B3R T 7 A, M5 e v & PASs 1975
YuaKF- | a1 g 3R K O AH X6 B o O 22 (RSD) Gk 2
7.
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Eild 32 &

o L
¥ F

F% 2 AT, V5 U 45 F PASs 1 [ % — fiit
1E81% +10% ~118% = 11% HITE I, RSD N 7E
3% ~17% WITEFIPY , X vt B 207 A WWTP
15U PASs 1975 YK ST ELA 55 o FROR 285 1 A n]

PE. AN, R 2 TR, KI5 U8 N PASs 7 8K
AL PASs B A (308 £23) ngeg ! X UL
V5K BT 52 415 7K AT BE 5 A e TG ek oF
) PASs sk H AT

F2 EWBUSKAE BKTEPEM PASs REREBNSM A ENARNMERIE(n=7)

Table 2 PASs concentrations in dewatered sludge from one municipal wastewater treatment plant and validity examination of the whole analytical method

(n=7)
o I AR AE Gt 5 AR SE

PASs PASs

/(ng-g™") mlies RSD /(ng-g™") Il e % RSD
TFA 119.0 +13.0° 109% +9% 8% PFDA 35.4+3.7 9% +17% 17%
PFPrA 20.9 £0.9 96% +6% 6% PFUnA <MQL® 86% +4% 5%
PFBA ND" 118% +11% 9% PFDoA 1.82 +0.08 87% +3% 3%
PFPeA ND 105% +6% 6% PFTA 1.37 +0.15 81% +10% 12%
PFHxA 10.4 0.3 101% +3% 3% PFBS 0.677 £0.053 9% +2% 2%
PFHpA 10.1+1.2 114% +15% 13% PFHxS ND 102% +9% 9%
PFOA 61.8+1.6 106% +7% 7% PFOS 29.4+1.6 98% +8% 8%
PFNA 16.8 +0.8 125% +7% 6%

ra FHMH = ARUEMZE ;b RAGH e AL &AL MQL.

P A5 e G e K - Fie i 8 PASs SR TFA, ik
(119 £13) ng-g ™" JREFXEMT Li %(2010) AYAF
LR BN T BT TFA 654G I 45 55 i v o 1
[7] ISR 1 85 1 €533 ( Dionex ICS 2000 ) 325 47 K6 0.
4 BRI ARG T 5% TR A B (0 A 235 SR 5 AN
FEGHE X B 2ERE(p >0.05) . [RIE, B %
25 RIS 25 ARG I 25 SR T R 0 A i Ak 4L
PRI 1 B2 P R AEAE TFA 35 5L ) 3 (& 5). 4R
MM, 1% TFA ¥ Rl 3 A AE B 92 i e HAE 75 U8 P iy

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

T YK, AR B KI5 e A8 KU I A KR B
(75.6% +5.8% ), i AE 15 K Hn] LA H 4 i 15
JKEHY TFA ( Rayne et al. ,2009). TFA ) pK #A%
( Namazian et al. , 2008 ), & i /K 75 Je ) pH 1H
(7.14 £0.05) M FILF-&FLLE RS, 2%
TRIEB/N, A6 75 e AT 33 B8 R A 7 15 R MR k.
R, 757K 7] BE X} 95 Y8 v TFA 75 Yok - B A %K

RN
DIHA.

JikEH

M/\MJLAAMW\U\AAAJL et
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FAXF 2
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Fig. 5 Chromatogram of TFA in method blank, instrumental blank and dewatered sludge
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JL4E PROS 1% &K T PFDA ((35.4 £3.7)
ng-g™'), H 2 LT H fih BF 5% 3 B e 08 9 45
(Llorca et al. , 2011 ; Kunacheva et al. , 2011; 5%
A%, 2011 Pan et al. , 2011) ,PFOA F1 PFOS &
& WWTP 5 i 32221 PASs 2875 4L, % &
I35k (61.8 £0.8) ng-g ™' F1(29.4 +1.6)ng-g ™.

4 2512 ( Conclusions)

TERGI WWTP 758 PASs B & I, 0 T 4%
R B AR T4 347 5 5 w1 Rl i3, AR S ik
& WAX HEHEAT SPE. 7888 74 8 5 B s 77 22 B, oA
TORUERE ARG PR A & B PASs 43R5 2175 e
PEHOR Y, SR 4 WK 75 I R Tk 8 P i il B AR B
PFTA S5 5E PASs [ IS 58K Y 5T PR 2 A ot 9940 3
IR S R R 7 U 3 R A IO T A VR [ AR
A PASs 119 W B 344 8, 32 0] R A) DAl i ) 57 2
S P BT ) 2 BV 1 v R 0 AR T A LA . T
TSR s T 8 R R 422 W BT R G PTRE A 52 1 e
1, Ak PFOA A 1 T4, ) B I o o {1 4% el
PASs 1Y) MDL F1 MQL, DAY 5 2 09 RAELSE. @it Ty
LA TERGIN S B s Je At N, & Fl PASs (1) MDL
A MQL 4350 4E 0. 05 ~0.20 ng-g ' F10.20 ~0. 40
ng-g VBRI, FIBCRAF 81% +10% ~ 118%
+11% WFEFEIN ,RSD AT 3% ~17% WIFLEN. LA
BRI I AZ A I T A AR I 5 V5 YRR PASs I
EUA A 1) RS ER PR RIORG 25

BEEEEN:F (1981—), B, ¥+ i, FEZH
KB A ARG R G A AT R = F. E-mail:
Ifflxyz@ gmail. com.
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