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Abstract: Per(Poly) fluoroalkyl substances (PFASs) are ubiquitous in environmental media. As a
new group of persistent organic pollutants ( POPs), they have drawn much scientific attention in
recent years. Pine needles, a commonly used passive air sampler, have been reported to be an
indicator of atmospheric contamination levels of hydrophobic organic compounds, such as polycyclic
aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) and polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs). In the present study, the
levels of six volatile PFASs were detected in pine needles of Tianjin to check their applicability in
monitoring this group of new POPs. The results showed that the concentrations of the tested PFASs
ranged from 0.43 to 45.69 ng-g ' (lipid) , with the average concentration being 4.92 ng-g™' (lipid).
The tested PFAS levels varied among different sampling sites. 8:2 fluorotelomer alcohol (8:2FTOH)
and 10:2 fluorotelomer alcohol (10:2 FTOH) were the predominant PFASs in pine needles. The
detection frequency of 8:2 FTOH was as high as 85%, with concentrations of 0.23—17.46 ng-g™'
(lipid). And 10:2FTOH were detected in all samples, with the concentrations of 0.43—
28.23 ng+g™" (lipid). N-methyl perfluorooctane sulfonamidoethanol and 6:2 fluorotelomer alcohol
(6:2 FTOH ) were not detected, and the detection rates of N-ethyl perfluorooctane
sulfonamidoethanol and N-ethyl perfluorooctane sulfonamide were low. The concentrations of
fluorotelomer alcohols increased with the carbon chain length. Compared with the atmosphere passive

sampler, pine needles can be proposed as a form of passive sampling to reflect the levels of volatile
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PFASs in the atmosphere to some extent.

Keywords :volatile PFASs, FTOHs, pine needle, passive sampling.

YER—FPH B F AVEE LTS oW, & (£2) BB e FE 1L & 9 (Per (poly ) fuoroalkyl substances,
PFASs) " IZAFAEFRAY K iR FAE ik A R R B A b I LA 7E T R 5 AR
S PN N (1R L R =Nz o5 53y Sl [N 9P -8 <] PFASs, £ 45 4= %t 2 ( perfluoroalkane sulfonic acids,
PFSAs) 14 F8 R AR ( perfluoroalkyl carboxylic acids, PFCAs) , H T ENTEA MR AN AWERENRE
PR BIE T AT 2 e T HAE & R RTAY) , S EE (fluorotelomer alcohols, FTOHs ) Fl4x i 4
T e % / 5 ( perfluorooctane sulfonamides/ethanols, FOSAs/FOSEs) W 7E KA AT KM 24 | Ifl 1 )5 28
SRR A R 4 SRR ZE ) T, 2 PFSAs FIl PRCAs 7EREE i i 1778 A9 32 22 R 9 e

FTOHs /& —3& HAE & A WL S Y , R A I 1Y S0 S50 7~ A i i b 1) 4 vl e st il B
PR T RER) 28, FTOHs N2 B iUy vh a4 0 T4tk EE KGR B &
RIS TR FTOHs W] 28 RS0 2% B A SR W A A i PRCAS ™) i i Ak 2% T 204 U 42 i
BERERRIGE N 259 5T (FOSAs/FOSEs ) )™ 2 F T B 5 AL B ARk e 11 b BE W TR K IR 46, T TR BRBE A
B AR B PFSAs B PFCAs. i TX SEFT A HA 85 9 Z8 1T R 35, 28 5 0 A e R A0, BRI e
KRAEHBE) AR AR R AT % PFASs fAAE TEE NS, L R =l s S,

FHEETF AR AEA YA Z2 SCHR, DG T REARME Y PFASs 19 Hi2 38 3¢ /b A 7] 1] 19 — 5 )& X T FTOHs 7
A FF A 0 AR 2 1) Pt AR R R P 5 B ORISR 5 A — (81 56 T A TR Joe T R 4 L TR
FRM AL SRS THA%EE o PRASs (ARSI H i i & 0L A S —Fh b St 4, AR T B 40 A
Tz BRI S R B R Y 0 e B I B AR L, PRI Bl P AR A Ay SR F) A 00 s 2l R A
JTZM AT RS 2 WIS e 2 E R ZTREORRE | RS S K A BLTS G I K
I, AN TR AT 45 A PFASs VR BE 7K VRAR A8 BT BE 75 4R S A ) B 3 SR A 4 S ARG 0 B 5 v AT 4%
PFASs A ZE .

ASCLL 6 R A5 % PFASs: 6:2 F 8 B (6:2 FTOH) .8:2 Fi 1AM (8:2 FTOH) . 10:2 LB (10:2
FTOH) N-F 34> 5 Be i B 3L £, B ( N-MeFOSE ) | N-Z, & 4 02 ot i B i 3t £, ( N-EtFOSE) \N-Z,
SR LERAENE (N-EtFOSA) ABFFEXT R, A R T AL B X SE T #42% PFASs f B K-

1 SEEH I

1.1 AR 5]

A% : Agilent 5975GC-7890MS ( Agilent A F], £ ) ; W I HE I H IR IR % 2% ( &35 T BT AR A
Fl) ; A MY ( Organomation Associates 23 F) , IEK) .

X7 .6:2 FTOH . 8:2 FTOH.10:2 FTOH , NMeFOSE , N-EtFOSA . N-EtFOSE ; 4 F) PN 454 J5i . MS- 6:2
FTOH ,M4-8:2 FTOH ,M9-N-EtFOSE \M5-N-EtFOSA , i bR ke i A7 T8 LR b (B sk Tt ) |, W
AHHE ETE+5% ( S % i, Wellington-Laboratories , Canada ) . 7K ( 44 /K AT M TG SE A TR A ) |
LR (Egal , REREPHERH A PR F]) ; Envi-Carb HHUEL( Sigma-Aldrich 22w, & H ).

1.2 FERAREE

FESSRAERT RIS 2013 47 4 H | ARUCREBFAERE T 2200 #E 7T BB 2 KA PRASs HEZDRIE TS
JKALERT 2L K PRASs # il A AL T L5 2 BIE , JF R A2 T 3000 Hh 0 DXORIRARB A A 1R it 1 A
PG HHAE P A5 K A B rh o SRR T 6 AN EF AR il SR AR RN 1. A R A B A £ X B Ml T
1.5 mPA b 43 AR 1 4 A7 1) S IS SR SR AN BT TR AV — RO IR AE R N A8 R Tk
FET RSB FE A AP AR AL (BIRT  SAN  H G A2 X TR B AN S L K R SR
i, gk 1 PR,

T KM E Ty % KN B TR R TR R T R m TR B R (R 1),

JIE W5 5 R A8 T 2« MERR AR BBU T 5 BOAMETRE 2 g R R 2 0.01 mg) |, FHIE 406045 3 FH NG F 26 41
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U FREE AR A B, AL WA R A i (30—60 °C) R ECHREEL 90 min J& , BU JE 4R 41 F
105 C FHET 30 min. B HEFRE R Z BTSRRI SR (FK ).

R ORIFRER B KR B o i

Table 1 Water and lipid content of different pine needle species

FEEVN BTN Hif oAz 2Kl
TIKFES % 45 48 47 48
Ne & B/ % 13 7 7 9

1.3 FEAhTTAL B

PR RPN ETFE AR I — 10 FREL 1 g PAEHAE T T 15 mL RISEELCA T B0 10 ng PERY
JFi M5-N-EtFOSA \M9-N-EtFOSE \M5-6:2 FTOH ,M4-8:2 FTOH , {KZX /A 5 mL #84li7K 2 mL 2R g ,
PR 12 h, 7E 4200 r-min~' F &0 10 min, 7R LR OERIZ T REEE OB, HIA 2 mL LR L,
FAZARE 2 U, LIRS T2 5 mL 4RBGR " ; 1 O SRR BRI 2 ¢ TEKBREREN , Vortex HEFE X
JiZUR 10 5,4200 r-min™' B0 10 min, AP POR TR E.08 ™, H 0.7 mL 418 LR GEER IR
B, PR R R R AR T SR DM B0 R A 500 mg Envi-Carb FE3FEEL, Vortex e % {3 I Z1 P
¥ 30 s, 7 4200 r-min”' " EL 10 min, BCEZEEW, B AR E R 2 0.5 mL, X F AR IR A
FRUCR I Envi-Carb ¥4k | il 2.0 5 AR
1.4 SrHrrik

AIHE R PFASs HIACH 35 Bl s . SR 450 - SR 8385 40 25455 30 m DB-WAX (42 0.25 mm
JEJEE 250 ) , SRR A 20 i HERE  FERE R 1 WL, JERE CHIRE Ry 200 °C, SERE TR IR TR 1 40 psi,
1 mini5 1713 9.4 psi, 2K He, i A 1.1 mL-min™", LW SN CH, , R IRE 230 °C, 5 TR JE
210 C . K HBEFETHE 60 CLE4F 1 min, LA 5 Comin™ ' THEF] 75 °C, L4 20 Comin™ THEF] 220 C ,{£F;
4.75 min.

Jik 44 R PCL B F IR AE SCAN BB+ 2 78 -, AR A SIM A0 B AR B i A7
sk, B W BLE S50 2.

z2 HAfbaYIRIES

Table 2 Mass spectrometry parameters of the target compounds

e o P A 72 R fa ©
6:2 FTOH 8.438 365 327 393 N-E{FOSA 19.250 528

8:2 FTOH 12.216 465" 427 493 M5-6:2 FTOH 8.312 370" 332,398
10:2 FTOH 14.682 565" 527,593 M4-8:2 FTOH 12.159 469" 431,497
N-MeFOSE 20.667 558" 540 M9-N-EtFOSE 20.703 581,563 " 549
N-EtFOSE 20.727 572.554* 540 M5-N-EtFOSA 19.235 533"

TE: = ORI TR N E B TR

1.5 e

J7 % DRSS . B AN AR A (S0 ORI BARPI ) AT S 58 (B & AL BRI AL0 ng
H bR ) UG AR SE 56 (ATARFRSE BUS MA 10 ng BARIER) |, 43 SIS AN AT, J5 2% mISCR W2 3, 0]
2 PFASs B IICRIE ] - 99%—114% , J5 PG BERLAT AR FRER 254 1.5%—4.0%.

FrEN 2 . R SIS IE IR BTG R 0.05—20 ng - mL ™" BOARVE TAEW, I IR I P bR R AR 517
RO, e A MR T 0.99.

1T ¥ & PFASs FE ISR s A7 A, DRI T 28 7™ 4 i 48 1l AR it 10 S0 56 2 75 e (A 0, o TR
U/ G N 3 R 8 S50 s Y ARG SR BT LA R A BR 20 A B 1 SR RO T 5 E TE AR e g
2 ANKESD E— R AS FIRE R 3 B T AT 4% % PFASs B9 MDL Al MQL {4, 75 BBl 43 %14 0.12—1.17 ng-g”'
(&%) #10.35—3.50 ng-g ' (NEFR).
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3 MEERE TR R PFASs 1Y Ik FISCR. K HS BR AT & 2 R
Table 3 Method recovery, method detection limit (MDL) and quantitation limit (MQL) of volatile PFASs in pine needles

] iR/ % RSD/% MDL/ (ng-g™") (JRP) MQL/ (ng-g™") (JEJ5)
N-MeFOSE 113 4.0 1.17 3.50
N-EtFOSE 114 5.3 0.12 0.35
N-EtFOSA 110 4.1 0.12 0.35
6:2 FTOH 101 9.0 0.23 0.70
8:2 FTOH 101 6.0 0.12 0.35
10:2 FTOH 99 1.5 0.12 0.35

2 ZER51e

2.1 WA AT K PFASs B K-

ARG A T RHEEHT AT T 6 Rl 35 & PFASs, ML E A 0.43—45.69 ng-g ' (JEF) , 1
WP 4.92 ng-g (BRI ) KFEAAS T4 % PFASs i, 8:2 FTOH 1 10:2 FTOH JL-F- 3 gk (1 1), 1
1 8:2 FTOH HI#6 % h 85% , He BT 0.23—17.46 ng-g ' (&), FHHE Hy 1.85 ng-g ' (JEF) ;
10:2 FTOH # #5014 100% , W EEAE 0.43—28.23 ng-g ' (BT ) Z 8], F-HI e FEKFN 2.94 ng-g' (BB
J50) .1 N-MeFOSE | #1 6: 2FTOH ¥ K $ 4 i ; N-EtFOSE 7E % kE 25 S5 1 S20 # 46 Y, & &2 Wl
2.11 ng-g ' F10.23 ng-g ' (JEJF ) ; N-EtFOSA H7E S5 Wik, e 0.33 ng-g ' (HE ). Bk,
8 :2 FTOHAI 10:2 FTOH ;& KIS i 245 HY PFASs.

* RiEX
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E 6:2 FTOH SIS > <k > —
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Bl 1 AER PFASs fERHETANER 025 [ A
Fig.1 Spatial distributions of volatile PFASs in pine needles of Tianjin

2.2 AN[EERAE S THE K PFASs Sk BE 7K Lo g

AT FERET 4 ME T (S1—S4) ,1 DYig 7 (S5), i i5 Kk B~ (S6—S11 |
S12—S17) BkIX P AN B (S18.S19) FIIAR ( S20) .3l i Fe A 4 RAE 5 AT 45 % PFASs 19 Bk /K
F(E 1), & ST R AT R PFASs SR BEK V-5, 45.69 ng-g ' (BRI , 1%/~ B BN 4R 7 4h
FHE AT 2B AY PFASs 10 B 15 A BEF FH T 2 5= B35 T , IR nT fig 2 5 3503 B30
Berr T & PFASs AU B2 30 i R ARSR 13, 4 A6 T A A MR 9 B v B 7K S AR B v, VAR B S TR
1.77—45.69 ng-g ' (BEJT) , FYIHREE 13.53 ng- g™ (HBIHT) , AN [FIRAE 2 BV FE KT 22 R EOR  SX AT fig S
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F T 2R 7 2R A Ak B A ] BT 50 AR A R A i rh, A FE S5, N-EtFOSE \N-EtFOSA (8:2 FTOH
H110:2 FTOH #5546 1, BRTIR Y A B 7K 253k 8.55 ng-g ' (IR , Mo iy, i & TiZ A Ak
7R G SU  XF PRASs Hf AR K. AN 15 /K A B ( S6—S 11, S12—S17) R (440 A st 1k B8 /K S AR X6
B, 4000 R 2.54 217 ng-g ' (RBJT) CEIMH) BRI A ET AT 45 & PFASs VR K. 1k
T SYEU S5 KB T WLBR T LARG T 2 32 B C I IR T5 /K AL BET T, PRASs 4 2 B VA
TIRA A

ML TFIIX A S18 PFASs SR BE R 3.23 ng-¢ ' (JRIL) , iZMIX Z BT AR 2540, J5 K i THE
BUAE R T B IX, 33K n 8 2 e 35 vk B KT8 v 199 T TR S 19 A7 T 30 X — #5136 A% 5 1) /N A6 el o
PFASs SR EE 2.77 ng-g™ ' (NE L) , MENIATE R 2 5T PFASs IIAFSY , 2 #8401 PFASs BT 2 A Fl
PRS2 SRAFE RS20 37 TR XA & X A 38 AL, BT iR Y Sk B R 1.56 ng- g (BB , WK
S f . — MR UL, 3k X TN VB E R, 6 PRASs [ s, IR T 485 % PFASs LB /K -3 T
2.3 A[FERAEA 8:2 FTOH A1 10:2 FTOH ¢ B /K 1) e s

8:2 FTOH 1 10:2 FTOH FEAMETFE i 57 g K ), FL A4 AN SRAE A FTOHs VR K- (18 2) , &
BiL,10:2 FTOH > 8:2 FTOH,6:2 FTOH K4k H , 5 SCHRZ5 18— 5" . T FTOHs 1k & ¥ bifi % Bk
BRI, g Ky, TEE TG K, FLBAS J) INSOME 0] ST 30 | DR L 25 50 DA RS0 1) 8 i 38 1T 32 7% 5 i
FTOHs 1Y g K., Fifi 5 BB 1< B2 38 hin a2 S 1 185 O, T WY HOBR 25 i A B HILAR DT B 25 5 3 A 3]
T 561 S5 J2 A AR 40, X U A3 i ke T AA T TPk KT 10:2 FTOH > 8:2 FTOH > 6:2 FTOH By Jit Al
W AT HESE B T AR 8:2 FTOH A1 10:2 FTOH L F Iy S 84, 76 P45 v 5 A 888 A vk B /K- | T i 1)
6:2 FTOH 1E R AR i AAE R IR BT DA Btk — 20 2R F KR Bl R R AR KA 35 Yk 7
HEFTFIFSE.

100

75

[ 10:2 FTOH
[ 8:2 FTOH
] 62 FTOH
I N-EtFOSA
I N-EtFOSE
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2 ¥ PFASs fE/N ] b SR v 0 4 LL )

Fig.2 Composition of volatile PFASs in pine needles from different sampling locations

2.4 WAEHE AR SRAE SR B AT AT

ARYHAGT , 72 RN Hr BRI T 0T #5 & PFASs IOA74E.2009 4F, Li % A5V SR RS bk sh
SRAEER VR T H X S PFASs 185tk 2 B0 A MR 49035 3 47 26 1 8 16 A0, A5 ) R Tl X R
S H1 8:2 FTOH,10:2 FTOH , N-EtFOSA HI N-EtFOSE ¥ & 3 51 7 35 128.99.4 .19.4 . 18.2 pg-m’,
6 :2 FTOHFN N-MeFOSE FfB 96 H | 33 FIAS SCIRIAT 1Y LTI A & P BT AR89 1) ¥ 58 7K SF- AHEE . Abrens 55
AR 35 K b BT v T % % PFASs 493 % ( X FTOHs: 808027250 pg-m™, ¥ FOSA/FOSE: 66+
37 pg-m™) SAMFST A A 45 B ( T FTOHs: 2.36 ng-g ' (JE) , X FOSAs/FOSEs: 0 ng-g ' (JER) ) %
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AR—F AR RSB SR ARSI A 15 KA ) 6:2 FTOH J2& EZE )75 424, 8:2 FTOH IR 2, AR
WGP BEA K 6:2 FTOH A1 FOSA/FOSE. il i3 5 KA W sl R EE RS 10 LA, & BMAET v A 9k sl R ARf
B — A I —E FREE b A TP Al 5 &% PFASs 19 e 55 /K T HL B 38 B B i S A% a5 1 K 1 v e
ROC.

XF R T AL 51 i AT 4% & PFASs ¥R B K - 47 T 9 £, W #E & PFASs ) S Mk BE R 0. 43—
45.69 ng-g (JEFR) , ANFRFE S ATHE R PRASs BIVR BE K A7 22 5%, MAAROR L. (L T > 2541 >i57K
AEFRT 3 30 X > IR 6 T BAAN BT ARSI -5, 8:2 FTOH A1 10:2 FTOH J& K Ee i i 5T op il T B0AG 4, 46
TR 85% 1 100% ; N-MeFOSE F1 6:2 FTOH FEFAEF H FFAKS H |, N-EtFOSA 1 N-EtFOSE [ %
B A A A [RLRAE AN ER Y FTOH e BE /K9 Hu 8, & 38 10:2 FTOH > 8:2 FTOH > 6:2 FTOH , iX F13¢C
@t?ﬁiﬁé@*ﬁl‘ﬂ?ﬁ@aﬂﬁ—ﬁ WA g5 KA FTOHs K 175 YLK P47 3¢, I I 77 2L F — 20 R R A8k
BIRFEH AT KA A5 oK AT 5E. T AN ER 0 A T 32 L 5 R4 IR AEAS S R I T nT &
PFASs WIFELE , R ATV R 8 Bl R AR A —FIIE 20, N— @ FREE b B il #58 PFASs MR BE7K -

& £ X #t
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