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4 TRk ALY B 515 JoK A s IR R e
FEIR W PR RIOCR

a s 1,2,3,K e 1,2 1,2,3 1,2
K 2% % VXV FRDL REEDD, s

LVLSR e i TR R A PR AN |], R AT 210014; 2. VLR W5 AL R TR AR DL, B
210014; 3. B R AR A0 GE TR AR .0, BE 210014

W OE OEER, KEP AR R . RIEM ERZ A E N, TP 2 b SR B — 5 4k
EEANFR B L, B FREEFRERM SRR EZTF B RBENTRENIZ . hik, IS E (s
tectorum). 75 =5 (Phragmites australis). 4z (Phragmites australis) AR T-3% (Potamogetonpusillus) N WF G X 4, il
HENKIELVR T 4 FK A B A5 G K M g 57 5h f 4 Gl be LR (PFAAS) I RBRAUR . 452 KR,
4 Foh K A )Xo 524 15 G KR T SR L R A SR L TR (PFAAS) 2 B B AT L R B J1 . HAS AR ) %) 435 e
W2 RAE 25 5. KPR TN, TP, 2 HEM (PFOA) M4 L L iz (PFOS) (192 243 B K (56.36+4.83)%~
(79.90£4.79)% . (47.36=2.18)%~(64.52+4.78)%< (38.25£3.25)%~(67.33+5.58)% Fil (46.23+3.93)%~(83.14+5.49)% ., 1% X}
BRI R A, X TN M TP A 2515 R4 51 R (79.90+£4.79)% Fil (64.52+4.78)%, {H X} PFOA #il PFOS ) 2
B3R AL Ry (38.25+3.25)% 1 (46.23£3.93)%; 4 flrsli X 4 e SE R 19 S BR AR B3, HH AR 14 ) PFOA 1 PFOS I &
LR (31.56£1.01) ug-g Al (37.15+1.54) pg-g . AT HE 4 XF PFOS 14 & £ R T PFOA, H 7 /K #l
Y, PFOS bk PFOA B AT v T AEAE YRR BLER .

KR HWBE; SRR BIREL; 2Rk

P LR (perfluoroalkyl acids, PFAAs) J2 FH 5% 4= 3 Ak 1) e 36 2 A1 R 14 B e A1 4 s i fb & 4,
] JFC e L it K M R i e P AL A R R R A Tl B )R 3R T R0 T T T A 2 A
G, mAERYE . ESR . ZAEMZEG RSN, 152009 45, PFAAs B8 AR BF R EE A 291
B AR LI Y. PFAAs e WA N R, BB KRR . JIRAMME, —Bi#EAAN
A5 AR M8 ok A R A 7 ZCHR AR Ah , FTXTFIE . P43 . B8 2R G0 R I B A U T 7 A
fEHEP . PFAAs ik i 5t PFOA Ml PFOS K H & e e, W BTz, HAE RN 2R A& YW HT R i
ZWEfR YT, T8 B SR IREE PRI A A d i B B A T Ml e PR TR, e L g Sy A
e e M R . R S i F S R BT, R R b X ) 3 3R 2 K AR PFAAS Jo & vk B Oy
0.90~231.52 ng'L™", #8437 EL PFOA 1 PFOS YA XU K T 1, FZEHEROE A Tolk 5 K HEjk . LI
VAR I, /NE T E PFAAS L5 i R R 1k 325.280 pgL '

H T PFAAs TE K IREEH 2 K, MU 56 PFAAs [ 5 BR ik & Z# & 1156 . BRI B8
s BHE: 2021-11-09; FAHHA: 2021-12-13
EETHE: FERAKMRS Yl 56 RN oKL T (20182X07208010); 715 K AHE & JEH X135 H (2020SHSY0061)
FE—1EH: kEDR (1985—) , B, Ht, WP TR, zhangruibin@lg-lg.combRi {5 E #
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R TP E O R AR . AR EEYL | R AR . R A Y . P ks ik R 2B
T RERERT, PLER ST SC Y ik 3 Oy R Rk R A WM O R T Ak S A AR g TR
FEUESEAAY . BTN UURY . kARG YA RS, FF pHL IR U BR S ] A
BETmEERNZNTIT, £WHFIX PFAAs BT 4&EA B R s, My EolfEhEsE
KR B EH R . AR R, Br T A B E AR R4, — S 5 AT i £ 1 25 2k A 0 i AT
DL AWK AR G DTS G A JE TR R R TR . YIN U A pF R 3R, A S5 R K
TR PFAAs (1 235 % fie 151 AT 3k 429%~49%; LIRS B, 4 fa Xt PFOS 1Y X BR # A] 35 90% LA
b AESEBRT R R A Y VR A b & B, RUER FE X PFOA Y A )k 46 22 Bldie v s o ELEOA 47 2 AR R
RGP R PFOA TR B T w2,

CAMFR RN, KA — 08 IR s e e R 5 Y K IR R — e MR8k, |
KFHX T & A X5 1Y) 5 A 15 JoK IR R D . 5T 1, AR5 8 57 16 F 4 55 b S 1R
AT JOKAR B AL PR )&, BEHL 4 oK A Y AT = N ERSOKR BT SE, X EUBESY T AN RIK AR A
X A5 Y KRB SRR, DU Rk A R FE K R 3R BB 2 AR h iy R I S5 %

1 #MR5RF*%
1.1 #R#MR

R & &R E B Z R YR, a5y emibay s E£MEHARE AR,

mFE 1PN, ®HETRE (ris tectorum), 77

(Phragmitesaustralis) . 403 (Phragmites australis)

R 1 ZRKEEMHAE

Table 1 Species of aquatic plants selected in the experiment

FIHR T 2% (Potamogetonpusillus) 4 F /K 4= 18 9y 1

e b e gy A LELY BN B HE TR AY
TTWFSE . FEYIE F IR s A i s, e — S "
Ny o A HgrE B HEK B
O T R PEAT S d TS 3R, IR E LY s B .
F AR 2R 1 1 . o ok
S Fi K B 7 50 Tl B S BIGHRT32 RT3t PIKHEAR
S LW yi 7 I p 0 Al R
ol " S fh L fwE YK AR

SR VR TIBIER S EP LT I TR ER /I 47. /) S S

FE TG e W o a4 B O AL 713 mg L, BBk 0.68 mg LY, KRS VIIK, KR H AR
U PFOA . PFOS bRk, )45 5T B ik FE 4% 60 pg L7 315, DAREHL A B Fl 4 s ke JL R 10 &8 & 75 1L
KAE
1.2 XBWHE

PEHUE KR R A AR R, SR A SR R B 85 2 30 om, 4 035 FTIR Sk = 15 35 % 20 eom,
BTG CE TR OB AT KB S28 . Wit 4 M A R L AT IR, MR 3AESE, M
WA B RUE 3 AR, A 3 LB YKk, $EKAEY R A MR SR i, DOKAEY 5%
S F KR J

SCEGAE 25 C YOG R SR E N AT, LA 29d, RIES L. 2. 4. 7. 11, 16, 22,
29 K 4 9:00 R AR, DLHAE KA AR P 0T Rl S e B 1) LR AOR . 29d J5, REUH Y FE
iy BT KM, TG IR EE, i 100 HIf S 22847 64, LLDE AR Y 5 3
e
1.3 SthiEE

1) FKFEALBE AR P U A I 52 2 B COKRI R AR W 43 A7 5 4 (B 4 RR) ), TN Jo o R B2 (14 )
AE PR R R R BV, TP ot f ik BE A I AR B P 43 e BE ik, K4 v PFOA . PFOS il &
HWANG! (751, KFESE R Oasis*WAX [ AHZE U AT 2 0L, 4R 5 FH G PR &0 W) (25 mmol L™,



464 ok L B ¥ W Fl6 &

pH=4) vhk . HI BRI UK B B (0.10% ) Ve, mrali &0 2 5 1 0.2 um JEAR L E,  EALINE R R .

) ML, SCE AR, WA A KR, SIS AR I R R L AR AR
AR AR AR DL SAE YA R 307 4 ke IR 1 & i, JFARAE X (1) A= ) B W X 4 b B IR 1 &
LEREER 20, Y T PFOA . PFOS Ayl € 2 8 FELIZETER!" () 7%, F MTBE & i $2HUB A Y
FES TP B2 B R S A Rk 45, 455 Florisil SPE A #E 17 28 B, JH W B2 -MTBE %5 Wi (1 PR 1L Ky
30:70) YEMBE, M4 AR Z )5 850 ENVI -Carb ¥ AL AR, e 2ot DR 08, WS AL
iy o

Tf=C1/C2 (1)

K. TR 25 € YK F3R7) PFAAs B4 &, ng-g s C, WAHYI K F#B4> PFAAs &

EEHE, g
B;=C,/Cy (2)

Xh: BoRHEERE; C, WM YD PFAAs B &, pgg's C, MK PFAAs & &
H, opgg s

K FH excel 2003 1 SPSS18 X %4k 17 4 #LFN 437, R origin 2018 #E17 K F 4 il
2 HBRE5H
21 HEYEKER

Wik FE SdJa, 4 FOKAEEYA K RIF, EMEREYRKETESRE29d 5, SEP0A KR
BEMESM, HAY S Mk AR I B A R o A Y 0 A K s R & A T . X
2 UZ AR B 5 Y R B TR BT i K AR R B SZ RE IR N . Hodb, ISR KOR DR AE, AEE
BT (6.45+0.72) g, KN (36.71+1.06)%; HA4x 3 FkK MY AEY RS ZEA K, HKER
27.78%~29.43%. BRIR T340, & /KA BIbE 3 &8 KT 10 em, R HXNZE G 15 YK A&
fiif 52 68 1 3558 o

0 sap
U A
ﬁ i il § NS Wbk
20 ? ﬁ § 36
20 =
= N 7N ¢
2 | 7 T N
\ 10 | 18 |
9 -
0 0
R A% el RTH G M el BT
KA KR
(a) ALyt (b) HEis

1 KEEYHETL
Fig. 1 Changes in aquatic plants
22 HEYMEEITRKEFRBOER
SLgR LR, AR AL B K AR TN T ik B AR AL N 2(a) BT o B AL BRI R RE G, AKAA
H TN B ik S IR N B TR S, SCRITiR 16 d J5 TN Bt vk AR E, TR
TR . o, SEX TN B LABRPCR A, KRR TN SN 1.43 mg L 273 LBk
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OBz, TN R M 7.13 mg L FEE 1.86 mg-L™', 23k 5 2 /K B8 T A h Y v 280K bk
#fE (GB 3838-2002); 4> ff1 4 AT HR 35 4b FHJ5 (9 K AR v TN o7 &2 ¥k B2 W v, {H TN 25 B 2 1 e i 3|
50%. TEILE A5 QLKA 4 Flok A= R % TN 89 25 90000 36 90 ¥E KA A T Ui AR, o
X KA TN B £ R R R, N (79.90£4.79)%, 3. 4 RT3 TN 25RE 005
H5.95% ., 16.15%. 23.54%.

8 0.8
—a— CK
T 0.7
O o6f _3
% 2061
£ st @
2 w 05r
¥y 2
@ =
E 3L % 04
=
2 0.3.F
1 L L L L L 1 ] 0.2 1 1 1 L 1 1 ]
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
i a)/d R a)/d
() TNk 25 (b) TP RIS L

E2 AREEDLEAKFFEFRNRERETK

Fig. 2 Variation of nutrients concentration in waterbody treated by different plants

YA PEAE K AR TP Bk R A6 S TN 2B, (H R R 35808 ¥ 22 (K 2(b)). TEHRT 16 d,
KA TP B W B2 AR AR BE RO, AN R AR IR TP B £ BRFCRA BT AR o % BRZH b TN 5 ke
JE )T W Al BB I D JEOK FR A B g @Al R AL SRS AR A R, TP J5 i vk B B R R RE R [H DR K
PR BORE S BE R TUREAE o AHECZE MRS 25 40 PR A /K PR v TP ot o P2 A iy, (AR T 0 iR

4, RUIHXS TP BA —E M LBRAE T Kk £2 TRKEEVRERRIENERE
TP R ik R RS BA T4, 4 fh v Table 2 Removal rate of nutrients by
different aquatic plants %

ARz, RIS R TP Y B ROR 8

U (AT E A ROKIE, ARk k TR o R el R

%Xd‘ TP E"]f [@%%{%%fﬂj‘? @%>ﬁ‘{@?§é>ﬁ%> TN  29.85+1.79 79.9044.79 73.95+£2.21 63.75+6.05 56.36+4.83

L TP 24.44+1.46 64.52+4.78 52524325 58.99+2.44 47.36+2.18
IR 3% (% 2).

2.3 Y E G5 HKMAEF PFOA, PFOS B AR

1) KA PFOA . PFOS it ik BE A9 fk . SEERFF 4R AT PFOA . PFOS R MIMAR BT f ¥R A 60 pg-L',
WU 5 e KA T PFOA/PFOS [ 3 V- ${8 y 48.56 pg L™ F147.32 pg' L™, AR A%y 80.93%
H1 78.86%. L4 ik FE v PFOA. PFOS 1Y Jit & Wk B2 A2 AL 4N 5] 3 Fr s o 4% A8 ) Ab 31 240 7K 4 v PFOA |
PFOS It Mk ¥ R PRt %Y, SLIREE WS, AP #EZ1 ) PFOA . PFOS [t vk B 34 1 & /N T
XA . SIS TFAR S, A AL BE AL K {R TP PFOA JR R EZERT 16 d B18 T /%, 16d)afaTHa
FE, H AN K A PFOA Jot i Vi B A i o 45 A ) A0 B 4H 7K 1A v PFOSS Joa it R 2 1) T o o B
SetEte, LHESMEAIEY, S 7dMaHE, Ki&P PFOS BT & M 4732 ng L' R
18.33 pg'L™', HAE 7~29 d HAR MR BE M4/, AU 10.35 pg L' AR T HAB LR AEY) , 4 Bkt
FHLF KR o PFOS 1) Jo B ¢ 3 eI
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Fig. 3 Variation of perfluoroalkyl acids concentration in waterbody treated by different plants

33 ITUAT i, 4 FIOKCE RPN PROA. % 3 FEAEER 2 R ERE

PFOS BAT —E W W AEBCR, B E ZE HA Table 3. Removal rate of perfluoroalkyl acids by
22k AR Y Ab BE4E X PFOA 1Y 22 [ R R different aquatic plants %
(38.2543.25)%~(67.33£5.58)%, &M T CK B wsuw ok H FE e RTE

ZH 1 (15.54+0.59)%. £ AH 1) 4k 32 X7 PFOA 1Y
EBRREARHT ROy . & sl 55>
SR, K AP AL X PFOS #Y B R EAGE

PFOA 15.54+0.59 38.25+3.25 49.71+3.18 67.33+5.58 63.44+4.79

PFOS 20.56+1.22 46.23+3.93 60.47+4.29 83.14+5.49 75.43+£5.34

5 PROA M IR], 25 % 38 N 5 BIRAK YK K (83.14+5.49)% . (75.43+5.34)% . (60.47+4.29)% Fil (46.23+
3.93)%. AN [RIAH W0 21 2 8] 1R 25 5 R 8 Bk UL K A 90 %) PFOA . PFOS 1) & 4 850 5 5 1 $E /K i
Y1, VLKA PFOA, PFOS 11425 B8 40 5l FL 3E K HE 9 55 13.73%~29.03% F1 14.96%~36.91%

2) (X4 H PFOA | PFOS & 9784k o Atk HE fk Fi SR I T Sl a7 R N T8 3%, SE8e T
PP 1R PN ARG o 4 b S R, S04 RS, FEY K N PFOA. PFOS AL St W&l 4 iR o [A]l—
KR 2 5 A TR s 5 ifie) 5, A 41K ) PEOA . PFOS & S & A AR . [l — il 9 %k A [) 25 1 4 o
(AT A2 1 BRAT T 2555, A R A4 b A 1) 25 1 400 o 1) W A 8 T 2 ASTRT Y o 2 K 4 v [R] B A7 A8 22
HYYIR, BRSBTS A A RN, XS S EUEY KN PFOA . PFOS Bl &Y
ZE5.

i & 4) AT LR ., EMFRER IR AT, BARK ARG PFOA MR B8 R B 4 >R 1
Se>P A SE B KT PFOA M & i 22 5 5 R BR B AR X N o 4 % X PFOA I & & &t & ik
(31.56£1.01) ug'g!, ARGREEEMSMHGL. mE 4b) vTUUEH, RNEAMYIAN PFOS a4 &5 2%
55 PFOAAHIL,, SR EERE SN 2, HAKN PFOS & £ s ikl (17.19£1.06) pg-g™', 4
g . RT3 . M X PFOS M9 & 48 & & 43 4l Lk &5 B2 & i (30.65+2.25). (16.28+1.02) Fl (2.16+
0.53)ugg’s

I 4]0, AHEKAE Y K T B4 4T PFOA . PFOS [ & 8k i 2 KT HK E#B4r. Hi,
FRIK T 84> PFOA & &M (10.27+0.85) pgrg ', 2K EEAE 2545 PEEK B 5K T HB
Jy PFOA S 2R KT HRE, HIAK T H /> PFOA &4 & & (17.95£1.38) ug-g’', J=/K E#H M
3.56 5. 2 FhHEKAE P K LB 4r 5K B4 PFOS I & S M 22 S Ha # 5 PFOA M. Hidp, 23
JK T # 4% PFOS & 4 & i, H (24.05+2.26) pgrg™t, HiK B4 & AL K (4.81+£0.45) pgg s



%2 SRERARET : ARIR AR 15 G PR 8 IR S A SUbe B R 1) 25 BRAICR 467

ARSLE, AHPIA PFOA . PFOS w45 g ) 48 B 7 35 7K R & 70 >15 R /K T 73> £ >R 13>
PR > K B IY

50 - 50

)
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w 201 M 20 F /
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Fig. 4 Perfluoroalkyl acid content in different aquatic plants

4 T K AL A P X%F PFOA . PFOS 1 & 45 R AR 5678 R 5 3¢ 4 iros o BAKE Sk, DUAKAE P %F
PFOA. PFOS W EE R KT 1, RWHEGELF0 5 R Y &L . AWM, K
& ERBARN, BT 1 KT EERBOKFA LS, Hr, MEERE PFOS & 4 &
BN 129, MR, BRI EXT PFOAL PFOS W46 55 REIMLF 1, H X} PFOS 568 REUN T
PFOA.

% 4 TREIEYST PFOA. PFOS WEERBMEBRH
Table 4 Enrichment and transfer coefficients of PFOA and PFOS in different plants

BERK R R
HiY HBAE
BFPFOA BFPFOS TFPFOA TFPFOS
KRG 0.34 0.50
B 0.44 0.34
KA 0.15 0.17
IKTH4Y 0.74 1.29
g 0.27 0.20
IK E# 4y 0.20 0.26
Ll KRSy 1.98 4.66
-5 KT &R 1.15 1.96

3 Wig

AR EF IR, HEMNE SRR, Wax YA K, 554950
PR T AR o AR AR N & & B IR KR, SCIR S5 SR 25 A A W 3 A s . X R W
TR 2575 YL vk B R L TR AR O T 32 W B . KR, AR KR TSR, 5
I BE 00 BFF GESRAR R . X AT RER N R, ARBESE R 194 K 32 8] PFOA . PFOS HMMEfER], i
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FIEEXT PFOA . PFOS (i 52 B8 Hsik . TUKMYI, SfaddYa ik K TIR 7358, SitEg gl
W as SR —5 XM, fEEE SRR, a7 BRI

AWFFEE TR, W H A K A ALY X 52 A 75 Yok R i 8 R 3h B R de i, (H il T A w0
FBRHLEIAS R, LA P %t AU 1 L BRSOR A — W 22 F k. AR A LR RS T
W, JFHAY RS R MR TS0 /0 LR . XN, EHEBE K EE R,
AR N I PR FE A 0 W Ve T, (H 228 L BRAL IR S S A . RS A S A o E DY, N 2
Bk B 37 A AR DX I B FAR R A 0 A I L B RS T 4 9 RN B R A R R A B AR —
(DB, TR A 114 2 I o 8 3 ol I 3 AL o B ol 1 W AV Y, A 0 e R 4 W R D 2 AR S 56 v
BRufny BT W R . AP, AP X R 2B R L A AN AR AL, X T AR A
KA Z s G i s AR .

ARBFFELE REI], Pk $Ei K 4= H W ¥ %t PFOA #l PFOS g — & e E R, (H iy T4
KR, £ P X PFOA. PFOS & M RAFTE —~E M ER . Wk 4R, 4 P X PFOA .
PFOS M & £ RECH 1.07~4.05, FREAHERE LRI N 027-0.74, JUKIEY X PFOA. PFOS B
B THEKAEY o X FEIE R T U0 X 15 YW OB AN A 5 4R 2R W B S5 81 D, i
ALFE W10 0 B A E o I ST 45 AR 5 BRI A0 A I T A A AR Y A AL A W
B 45 A — 2, R VUK A G AL S ORI LA LS. @msrm e SR & 0 TAERE
P, AEWE R TR 3%, M AER SR X PFOA, PFOS MWz W hE J1 . FLEETHFZEUY pFoe %0, 18
T — 2 EAE YK IAT, PFAAs fE & M R DS TR 73, JFH&MEAELRK
HE PFAAs I} FLER P32 A L3,

PEARK A DA [R]FR AL X PFOA . PFOS (W& SEfe I AEE Wl i 22 5% . M B 4 FTLLE I, PFOA. PFOS
FESE K AR P A N 109 43 A i 1] T AE AR AR 3R 3 3% WHARE 7K AT A7) 3 2 5 3 MR 2R DAV G 7K A v i B 4 980
PEFETR, 5 ZHANG %P B0 52 45 A7 K B PFASs XF HI 9 MR 28 09 WG BFF 2% RN o o, 17 4 i
PFASs A fEM Y At LR o £ 47 LIE Y, SRS MR I X PFOA. PFOS )& 4 &
Bl 0.34~1.29, BERKTEMFME E R E0.14~026, FH HERH RZEEE/N ., XEW, &H8£14E
MR PFOA . PFOS ANy Il ZEM46785 SR FHAF W) 25 B 75 G K AR b i K 4 4 U be SR MR ), 75 2 11 T
PR PR . B X PFOA. PFOS M & SR 1 2 T R . X /&[N PFOA., PFOS fE W KEEfb &
Vi, XA E A RE ) S AR IR BB AR O, W AR | AL, A BT ROINAR
FLBREE | SRR RO G A, RlOaT (i AR 5 7K B 08 A b W S e

ARWFFE B 4 FPoK A FE Y X PFOS 19 A& B R 85 F X PFOA M L BR %, X5 WANG M 1y
WFE &5 S AH B0 2 FUBcEE KB . BE/K PE1E (logkow) FIT Y] BS 1B AE [T 28 180 J2 52 i 42 S8 Ak &5 W (e A
Yk A By 30 3 B AL M J . PFOA 5 PFOS 4% K #H 7], {H PFOS 4 & 7K P (logkow=5.02) B
. HESFRE Re A H A B ar iy e e, (0 L RE 08 0 a4 4 40 B 04 g B X2 B R AE R AR N . A
AN EARTS PFOA. PFOS W& & ] LLE Y, HHYRFEXT PFOS (19 & £4E ik J7 3 K T HXT PFOA 11y
WAERET), X AT REJE R 2 Bl 4 O 2E AR W AR S 00 38 LS TR BT B, WEN 5 P2 i gy R
PFOA 7l PFOS 4 /& 1o B 25 3 3 A\ EORMREBEZE AN, —FHIEE G PERY , PFOA i 12
B &5 380 18 fy iz 17 PFOS 38 i PR B B8 il i s iy . AN AUK A A ) %t PFOS 1Y & 5 8CR 1L T X% PFOA
(s ERR, WANG 5 s, B, Bk, Bl B0 05 M A 5 S0 R AR e 35

4 g
D) FEE TR M b IR E AT YK IRd, 4Rk MY T E IR M LEHR B, HAR
Y Z B 225, Hh S REXTE FRER Y L Br R 8- e .
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Abstract In recent years, the exposure, source identification and removal of perfluoroalkyl acids have received
extensive attentions. The existing studies mainly focused on the purification effect of perfluoroalkyl acid
polluted waterbody by plants, however, few studies paid attention to the nutrient salts and perfluoroalkyl acids
polluted waterbody. In this study, Tectorum, Phragmites australis, Phragmites australis and Potamogetonpusillus
was selected as research objects. Laboratory hydroponic experiments were conducted to study the removal effect
of nitrogen, phosphorus and perfluoroalkyl acids(PFAAs) by four plants. The results showed that all four plants
had good purification effect on nutrients and perfluoroalkyl acids (PFAAs) in waterbody with combined
pollutants, and different plants presented different removal effects. The removal rates of TN, TP, PFOA and
PFOS were (56.36+4.83)%~(79.90+4.79)%, (47.36+2.18)%~(64.524+4.78)%, (38.25+3.25)%~(67.33+5.58)%
and (46.23£3.93)%~(83.14+5.49)%, respectively. Iris tectorum showed the best removal effect of TN and TP,
and the corresponding removal rates were (79.9044.79)% and (64.52+4.78)%, respectively, but the removal
rates of [ris tectorum on PFOA and PFOS were only (38.25+3.25)% and (46.23+£3.93)%, respectively.
Phragmites australis showed the best removal effect of perfluoroalkyl acids, the PFOA and PFOS enrichment in
the plants were up to (31.56+1.01) ug-g™' and (37.15+1.54) ug-g', respectively. The enrichment effect of PFOS
in all plants was better than that of PFOA, and'in emergent plants, PFOS was more inclined to accumulate in
plant roots than PFOA.

Keywords phytoremediation; polluted waterbody; nutrients salts; perfluoroalkyl acids
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