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%, R B3 FALG Y (PFASs) By Mk B2 KOF F s (0] 40 A R ik . 25 R 3R W), X BUIER 12
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Bl 75 e AR R 3 A A B 22 S PR A3 o0 BT, i b DX 4 b PRASs 15 4 Sk il 32 28 [l X P 11
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Distribution characteristics and risk assessment of perfluoroalkyl
substances in surface soils in and around an industrial
park in Chengdu

WEN Xiangjie' WANG Ruonan® ZHONG Yaping' CHEN Zhaohui' LI Yutao'
HUANG Yu' FANG Shuhong' ™

(1. College of Resources and Environment, Chengdu University of Information Technology, Chengdu, 610225, China;
2. Sichuan General Ecological and Environmental Monitoring Station, Chengdu, 610074, China)

Abstract Integrated industrial park has dual functions of industrial and civil production, generating
complex pollutants that are difficult to be treated comprehensively and may cause more extensive and
serious impacts. Concentration levels and spatial distribution characteristics of 13 PFASs in Xinjin
Industrial Park and the surrounding surface soil were studied. In the present study, 12 PFASs were
detected with a mean concentration of 104.84 ng-g™'. PFHpA (mean value of 72.99 ng-g™', 70%) and
PFOA (29.25 ng-g', 28%) were the main PFASs. The Ordinary Kriging interpolation (OK) results
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showed that PFASs concentrations increased in the north direction of the park with a broad band
distribution. Analysis of variance and principal component indicated that sources of PFASs
contamination are mainly diffuse emissions and atmospheric deposition from PFHpA-related
industrial production activities followed by the emission of daily use. The risk assessment analysis
based on the CSOIL model displayed that the risk values of PFOA and PFOS in the region were at
low level, but the human exposure to PFHpA is high and requires continuous attention.

Keywords PFASs, soil, industrial park, distribution characteristics, risk assessment.

2 AL G W) (perfluoroalkyl substances, PFASs) /& 19 40 40 4FA0 A T.& i) — 2K B A F 2 ik 45
¥4 [F(CF,) ] 357K B REF B 35 A E A HLIL & 9 (POPs) , LA 4 JUbe 3 R R (PFCAs) 1 4 J5Ube 2L A iR
(PFSAs) i 321, PFASs IR EA BUAR (Y s K B Tl . 2 D6 M ARk A Ro e MR A RE 0, ) 12 g FH 1 il
T B LA K ok 45 (AFFF) | 4@ B3 A4 RHRIBH 15 25 20/ 2L A5 B B8 Tk AR =0 -4 B AT 9T L 280
5%, PFASs TEMREE 2 478, HEA — & A & S Re 1 A 81D Kk, PFOS #l PFOA J . AH
KALE W) CAH AR 32 B 45, A BKTT 4 A 7l FH B M B AR 0 8 ik 5 (C<7) B0 2 32K PFASs, & [H &
PFASs I8 2 = 1o 7,

PFASSs 75 YL U8 43k B 42 20 5 R a] 20 . BB U5 48 76 A4 7= sl fe H 2B 0 i i e o =
f) PFASs B 122 HER 2R 8 b, A FHVEIN T AL T PFAA 4225 R (1 APFHX, 7% PFHXA)/E N
A7 OB, B A LA U RS T, S5 7E R SRR TG AR B HER™; [l 3K IR &4 PFASs Fi A48
it AR W A 2 A A T A TS e, 04 R e ik 15 98 (PFOSF ) A3 73] 2R B (FTOH) 45 A 3 i A=
VIR i e A 7 XA B PRASs. 5806 T ASTR], & DL i) Tk bl Xt 200 T/R A, RET
INZ Tl A P= 4l 2 A A el X, LBl DX 4 90 Bl AN 850 i KT %4k 1) (fluorochemical industrial park,
FIP), X i v g H A5 5 FIP AH 4% PFASs 15 4% 5T k™), X FHLEREE A1 (% PFASs 47 HE RO A ) 700 A
DR 5 42 s o 1) 1) R T b2 Akl . 6 b, ARG XS T4 S i B 255 AU AL Tl X % i i )2 1 3
I i PFASs 1975 YR AiE 55 25 0] 43 A BEA TS, FF 4% T % X PFBA. PFHpA. PFOS Fl PFOA X} 3
S5 RN T AE KURSE, F0RD T X PFASs AF S8 T e K3 (4 I 5 450 25 11, LA R iZ X PFASs 15 4411
AHOCAE R IRl 4%

1 MBS 5 (Materials and methods)

1.1 WFEE X R R R 4

TF 5T X A8 A DU 1148 R T 3 T Ml el K% & FB 3000 m P (&1 1), 325 JRUa) Sy 6 g X, T bl 40,35 35
ATV B X Kogr A b, AR 115.8 7 m?, & A0 i i 5 & B i = KA TR X 2 —. LTk
XA SRAE L, SRAEAS [ A AN R RE 5 1 0, 3 16 A R3ERE S BRI NG T2 T8
PIIAE T B B A8 v d2 i S0 0 T4 °C VKA AT.
1.2 AR SR

1 A5 €2 3% - AR BB T % (1290 Infinity 11-6465B, 2 5EE BL B AT BR S ) o 225 ¥ U T 1Y
(XHDGI-10, [T I & ) . KA WRAL(THD-006S, A fE S0 ) . /K8 1E IR 7 4% (SHA-B,
LB AR ) A 5 20 DML (TDL-5-A, R % S RA AR ).

1o 411 B VR A AR HE i PFAC-MXB 1 i 40 B VR Al [F] 3 22 B i it PEAC-MXA ( Wellington 23 7] ), H
Pt (€a,35410, 99.9%, Fisher Chemical, I K) | 2K (531721, 25%, AR TR b 2% 5t A BR 2 ] ) A1 Milli-
Q Ma4li/K. —¥k M PP .0 (15 E CNW) Fll PestiCarb £ (500 mg, 6 mL, {45 L A /REHE A TR 7)) 45

PR dE: 20T BER IR (PFBA) . 29 T KEfifi ik (PFBS) . 2 UL KRR (PFPeA) . 2T O iR
% (PFHXA) . 2% C LeififiR (PFHXS) . 294t R IR (PFHpA) . 2 # bR M2 (PFOA) . 2 ¥ Leffi iR
(PFOS) . 9 T4 R ( PFNA) | &3 28 bR R (PFDA) . 498 I —%¢ R R (PFUnDA ) Fl &3 T — ke iR
fit (PFDoDA) . i Fric N AR ¥ 45 : °C4-PFBA, C,-PFHXA, "*C4-PFOA, “Cs-PFNA, "C,-PFDA, "C,-
PFUnDA. “C,-PFDoDA. "0,-PFHxS #1"°C,-PFOS.
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Fig.1 Sampling sites in the study area and their PFASs concentrations

1.3 X8

AHIF 5% 2R ) M 25 R VA (0,33 - 5 BBE R 1% (UPLC-MS/MSS, 1290-6465B, 22548 ) Iz C18 {4343 ( Zorbax
Eclipse Plus C18, 2.1 mmx50 mm, 1.8 pm) %I 4 3 #¢ & 3 17 0 Pk 2 & 40 0. A8 0 3 A i & o
0.00—0.10 min, 90.0%A A (5 mmol- L™ ZFRE ), 10.0%B A#H () ; 0.10—6.00 min, A AHFFE(R 2
5.0%, B A7} 55 2 95.0%; 6.00—8.00 min, 5.0 %A FH{-$F, 51217 3 min. (2% R A ESI IR 1 25 7B,
BB LS FE AR (5.00 uL), A3 (35 °C), JiEiE (0.3 mL-min™"). B ZAUEZF S50 & F H AR 19 45
MfER L 1

R 1 HARYEE B SBE
Table 1 Structural information of the target and instrument parameter settingst

BT — 34

.y - - . it AR . T L i RE/V
Fm Hi4 4 LR TN 2ot (i) Wllimin RebEy A
. Internal . Collision
Type Objects Abb. Structure Precursor—  Reservation Fragmentor
standard . Energy
Product time
25 TR PFBA F(CF,);COOH MPFBA 213—169 291 60 5
AETURIR PFPeA F(CF,),COOH MPFHxXA  263—219/69 4.09 60 5
SO PFHxA F(CF,)sCOOH  MPFHxA 313—269/119 476 70 10
SRR PFHpA F(CF,)COOH MPFOA  363—319/169 521 70 5
PFCA-MXB TR PFOA F(CF,);COOH MPFOA  413—369/169 5.56 80 10
LE TR PFNA F(CF,)3COOH MPFNA  463—419/219 5.84 80 10
B e PFDA F(CF,),COOH MPFDA  513—469/269 6.07 90 5
At —R PFUnDA  F(CF;);(QCOOH  MPFUnDA 563—519/269 6.27 90 10
/o T i 7y PFDoDA  F(CF,);;COOH  MPFDoDA 613—569/319 6.44 90 10
AT BER AR PFBS F(CF,),SO;H MPFHxS  299—99/80 425 120 35
SO kR PFHxS F(CF,)¢SO;H MPFHxS  399—99/80 523 150 40
PFSA-MXB PR
YRR PFOS F(CF,)3SO;H MPFOS 499—99/80 5.82 170 50
R TR S T PFDS F(CF,),SO;H MPFOS 599—99/80 6.25 190 60
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1.4 FESETAREE

B RS R R T 24—36 h, KERZeE /DA RJEHHEE T 100 B, HRERTAREES % O A ikl
HETH PR HL~1.000 g -4, i A 2 ng PFAC-MXA WHRY), 1R 215 i B i . R 5 mL HY B8 7 A2 B,
5000 r'min” &0 8 min, B EIEWR AR EH N E.OE T, HE 3, A L. HE M E A AR
B LIS 4n 2 5 mL 247, H Cleanert PestiCarb [ A1 2% BUR: v £k, 26 B 28 A W 46 2 0.5 mL I3
0.22 um JE R, T HERE /N BAER J8 o LA
1.5 Jo PRIES o e 4 il

Shy kG X i 7 A T Y B RZ ), S5 i R v T S AR R RV R, TESRAERE LB, R AR
R A AR P g — i B, I RAF T PE ¥ BH4S . SZUG R FH N AR RE f72%, 13 Fh PFASs AR VA TR
LR 5 BBl 0—50 ng-mL", Z&ME R %L 7>0.9989. S0 % B P 2 A W] ¥k B (2 ng., 20 ng) AY il w1l %
LB, BEAH 3 ASFATAES, RN 67.1%—97.7%, bR 2E R 0.3%—7.9%, # I 1% 7 20 & 3k
i W PFASs (158 Mg A . 5256 ih AR A I B 1 I R A FURE D, 25 FURE A R B RS Y PRASS, AR
it 3 A5 0 Ll I A e BB 3457 A% R (MDIL) ', MDLL {524 0.001—0.036 ng-g (£ 2).

F 2 LM PFASs IR, kA H BR (MDL) Ak o4 7

Table 2 Recoveries, method detection limits (MDL) and linear equation of PFASs in soils
IR/ %

2 H ﬁ% Recovery (Avg+SD) frtti i/ (ng-g ™)
Type Objects JiIkR2 ng JIFR20 ng MDL
PFBA 71.441.6 71.6+1.5 0. 005
PFPeA 82.3+1.2 90.3+3.9 0. 036
PFHxA 76.0+0.3 88.6+1.0 0.008
PFHpA 97.7£1.6 96.3+£3.9 0. 002
PFCAs PFOA 67.1£2.7 82.9+1.1 0. 002
PFNA 69.242.9 83.4+1.3 0.003
PFDA 95.1£5.4 93.9+3.3 0. 020
PFUnDA 70.9+1.3 82.7+0.5 0.014
PFDoDA 94.0+2.0 88.6+3.7 0.025
PFBS 89.9+1.1 92.6+£3.2 0. 005
PFHxS 80.1+7.9 95.5£1.5 0. 041
PFSAs
PFOS 93.4+1.7 95.143.5 0.021
PFDS 90.042.2 81.2+4.4 0.029

1.6 Fdlagitsrbr

K IBM SPSS Statistics 25 X 5256 K4 #4750 110, 45 B b & & 2 (8] #1 & 1432 H Pearson K
555387, PFASs 25 55143 M1iz H Student-t K556, Fir G K56 35 0 SUB KL 56, 24 P<0.05 B, A b 25 5 HA 5t
12478 X SR F Origin 2021 %f PFASs [ & B 45 AE AR A AT (321000208 ) A7V &l ; PFASs %5 [8] /3 A %
FH ArcGIS Pro 4l .

i, H 44 B % (Ordinary Kriging, OK) /2 4 76 25 5] i 2 IE 500 A0 45 0F T, THEAE A AR 55 pR 8K
DL A zs o] [ AH G, PR e85 30 1 BV AR AR E A A0 DT XAk T s A T e M A 110, 3kl T A
T AN Y5 50 53 A1 1 B B AL, T A e g ) 3 2 e T U,

2 5 R 5308 (Results and discussion)
2.1 PFASs 1Y &K S H iRk

AT 58 o B T BT M B X R S R A 3 R Y 13 Bl PRASs R AT R I 4 A, 45 SR R, BR
PEDS 4b, H:4% 12 B PFASs ¥ A ¥ i, Hivb, PFBA(C4) . PFHpA(C7) . PFOA(C8) . PFNA(C9) ¥ i %
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1 100%, H:¥% A PFDA(C10)=PFUnDA(C11) (93.8%), 1Mij J5 # X PFHxA(C6, 87.5%)>PFOS(CS, 75.0%)
>PFDoDA( C12, 56.3%) , PFBS( C4) , PFHxS( C6) fll PFPeA( CS5) ¥ i K /N T 50%. & A A 384
PFASs i1}, C7 Fll C8 ) PFCAs J& 1% X 3 3= 20 A A 7= HERL Y PFAS:S.

+ ¥ PEASs fO& 5K R N3 3 iR, w(Z,,PFASs) N 19.31—244.94 ng-g "' (dw, F[A]), FH
{H M 104.84 ng-g”', J& T Brusseau 251" 2 4f& 42 BR 2000 507 L | Y 43 PFASs B4k 54 i s S0 — 4
SRS, B 552 B8k PFAS 15 2 194 552 e (Can A 4y [ A R e /K ) T S 80 3805 e R BN,
E I T AL Toll el X 8] 20 2R 855 v 9 PFASs % &, WAE & B FIPM(H K& = {H 641 ng-g!) AL A
FIP 4835 syl [l 1.19—1495 ng g ™), (B im T— M py 3 3, anili R4 1"9(4.23—48.72 ng-g™"), H
Vo TAE £ X 4 (4 [ g B X0, 0.24—1.56 ng-g ™) 1 35 b X, - 398 (20 75 58 25 i 4R b 3 b [X 00,
FH i 0.398 ng-g ). ST X I H, PFHpA(7.87—174.42 ng-g ™', F-¥{H 72.99 ng-g™) J&: 5 & fie i 1 2
B PFASs 15 44, HiYk B PFOA(8.62—62.12 ng-g ', F-#J14 29.25 ng-g™), Wi & ¥ i T H Ay 10 F
PFASs(nd—2.34 ng-g ', ‘F3J{H 0.32 ng-g ™). - #E PFCAs iy B & 12 (CE1{E 104.49 ng-g) 1A W i3 T
PFSAs(1.26 ng-g™") (P<0.01), iX 5 H A K Z ¢ T I EE A B v PFASs Wk BF 58— 7, [R] i 3% ]
PFOA F1 PFOS J AR W #E 52 BNV il 5, i X I 1A {8 F PFHpA 4K 5 PFASs 1ff . AR R i
Bi K . BT UG 2 5K 7, PFHpA Il PFOA # ULF 25 21 | iz R0 3% 1 3% P 70 45 AH G ATk >0 2, H
PFOA CLfisE /A 14 Bl &Y, 282, iz bl XA & 2 70 KAk, EZAFER AL T # kML
BN 1B N = SN = SN A Y VA 5 AT N OB 22 S T I S B - 2 ) | M D2
£ \r 34 7] B4 PFHpA F1 PEOA #5650}

R 3 WXL PFASs 198 &A1 H K (ng-g™")

Table 3 Concentration range and detection rate of PFASs in soils of the study area(ng-g™)

z{g PFBA PFPeA PFBS PFHxA PFHpA PFHxS PFOA PFOS PFNA PFDA PFDS PFUnDA PFDoDA X,PFASs
T1 0.21 nd nd 0.80  137.15 nd 4534 046 0.14 0.10 nd 0.10 0.09 184.39
T2 0.20 nd nd 1.31  165.90 nd 5687 035 0.1 0.09 nd 0.07 nd 225.00
T3 0.19 nd 024  0.62 102.06 nd 16.65 nd 0.07 0.08 nd 0.05 0.09 120.05
T4 0.26 nd 025 097 143.40 nd 5112 1.08 056 064 nd 0.43 0.47 199.18
T5 0.27 nd nd 0.76  109.14 nd 1835 041 026 0.19 nd 0.12 0.12 129.62
T6 0.21 nd nd 1.15  100.93 nd 12.03 024 0.13 0.10 nd 0.08 0.09 114.96
T7 0.11 nd nd 0.71  109.98 nd 1372 028 0.11 0.10 nd 0.07 0.09 125.17
T8 0.44 nd 027 132 17442 0.12 6212 234 125 095 nd 1.13 0.58 244.94
T9 0.49 nd nd 0.26 15.71 nd 2435 046 083 049 nd 0.65 0.32 43.56
T10 0.51 nd nd nd 20.80 nd 1986 nd  0.38 nd nd nd nd 41.55
T11 033 0.10 097 0.12 10.84 nd 11.87 0.15 041 028 nd 0.17 nd 25.24
T12 0.75 nd nd 0.22 2194 0.14 4745 nd 034 023 nd 0.22 nd 71.29
T13 0.41 nd nd nd 11.91 nd 1666 nd 024 022 nd 0.26 nd 29.70
T14 0.43 nd 0.88  0.25 11.45 nd 1829 043 0.62 041 nd 0.39 nd 33.15
T15 0.27 nd nd 0.22 2430 0.13 4464 019 022 020 nd 0.15 nd 70.32
T16 0.35 nd 0.85  0.17 7.87 nd 862 025 034 034 nd 0.31 0.21 19.31

FEME 034 010 058  0.63 7299  0.13 2925 055 038 029 nd 0.28 0.23 104.84

frth#/% 100 12.50 37.50 87.50 100 18.80 100 75.00 100 93.80 0 93.80 56.30 —

2 JEWF ST X 38+ 38 f 4% PFASs 7 &, PFHpA(C7) F1 PFOA(CS8) A iZ M 7% IX dal fie 3= B2 14 75 YL (A
T, A 11 Fl PFASs &84 P7E nd—0.75 ng-g ™" ZR], 35 03kl X FRA5 A J3t rp WA E & Fa A 2401022,
75 YL 7K SF- 52K . PFHpA fil PEOA 7E 4% 5 13 PFASs 5 & " 51 #ik 2R 43 51 5 30.8%—87.9% #il 10.5% —
66.6% (“T-YIEN 59.1% Fl1 36.7%) , H A S P25 DTHRELZ FN 358 i 85%. (H45 {3 = ¥ &, PFHpA Hll
PFOA & & fix i3 S 18 TSCHIRIRA T, 4394 174.42 ng-g ™ Fl1 62.12 ng-g !, & i T2 M 11 5= A HLIR
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AL T JE e A 3 vk K (0.58 ng-g !, 1.76 ng-g )P,

B0 2s%15% i 250
T Range within 1.5IQR  * :
—  HifitZMedian line —
20 | SEH{EMean = _; 100
+ fR{EOutliers ~
. 2
& .
. cn
\§ ol . — 150 %
B . | :
£ . . g
* | g
2 or . . ; 100 3
5 : : g
S L. | 5
.
0.5 —? : i 5%
- BT - ! |
0r 1 T 1 1 T 1 1 1 1 | : L L . 10
F & & F ST IFFTF ST E
T &8 VSIS g & F &
Q(C Q“ < Q‘zb ézb < é‘ Q‘C é&s é‘ch ég” Q‘g Lég

B2 5 X EL 1 E 94 PFASs i
Fig.2 Concentrations of each PFASs in soils in the study area

2.2 PFASs HY=s[a] 43 Af

RS IX 8k 4% 5157 PFASs & BEAEANE 1 773, TPFASs & Ht fic i i o T8(HL 2 7)), P34 & 5
244.94 ng-g!, Hyk i T2(225.00 ng-g ') >T4( A2, 199.18 ng-g ') >T1(184.39 ng-g ') >T5 ({25 /A A,
129.62 ng-g")>T7(JK 55 /A 7, 125.17 ng-g ) >T3(120.05 ng-g") >T6({R &t + /3 7, 114.96 ng-g™'), Hi4x
8 > w7 1Y PFASs &t /KF- 2 15—100 ng g™ HiH T4, T8, T9. T14, T10 Fl T16 TEFE X A, HAx A
67 1 Bl X A0y 1000—3000 m. Bl X P, Ak T Tk 20 A )32, ARl Ak ek il £ Tl 3= B4 VO 5 v i 4%,
B THORE L A A L AR R, A OGS B & B BR PFBS 3R I 5 I FEl X R B A A OGP
(P<0.05) Ak, FEl X Ah 55457 ) PFASs & 55 5 2 T B A DG, 3% 5 KR Z 8l X PFASs HEAURFAERF 2 A
[Fi] 9151924 =231 HES S 3 T I 12 el DX P 25 1 1 D T I, X R W 8 TR IR A PFBS Jig T 22 bl DX s L HE il Fifi
KRAY W TE g7 X, HiZ b X H Al PFASs (1975 J4 4% #% i 42 A it A [6]. Bk PFHpA il PFBS 4b, £5 5%
PFAS & o i #5122 7 (P>0.05), RIX ¥ 5t J& T — i Je ), i A7 76 Tz X, 2l o ds H
it FH A0 R A i 4 3 42 T R AF 382 38 b X PRHpA #F— 25 20 B, i ) B AE T10 Al 5 e A
T1—8(i% N A4l) M & & 4 Z,PFASs fir K 5T #k % (20.80—174.42 ng-g™"), 1l PFOA FEfIK 75 J¥ s
T9 Fl T11—16(h B 4 ) 19 4 £,,PFASs I K TTHRE (8.62—47.45 ng-g™") , MG AEA ¢ 155,
PFHpA 7E W 4] T HLA B 22 55 (P<0.05), 76 A 41 & B & T B 41, I PFOA A B &£ 5. X
FUITEZH X, PFOA & — 75 YLy, 1 PFHpA 2R ET5 4, ELAG A 15 YL HE A5

Rt T Rz IX 1 R PFASs 19245 8] 43 A5 FEAE, SR 338 o 5L 4y E AT 3 o 2 () o] L A4
BB 3). FEIZIEAE R W0 REE (1.5 k) P332 AR X388, 8 350 B 08 436 v B pR B, o FH 3L 2 A8 S R
H1) J-Bessel A1 R4 T A 1 540 2%, 2238 SUBGAIE, 124 B AR HEF-31E 0.005, S 3445 e 1R 22 B2 4 5
MR 22, BrifEX 5y MR FIINR 22 1.224, AHAAEAL fy & 3l %0, AR PFASs 78 e X b 3R A: i
DX V5 g o, AR A, 3R T5 LR AR v 728 R s R R A o R DX P Y PFASs V5 4 a5 7
T84 A 7], 244.94 ng-g™) Al T4(AE 5B, 199.18 ng-g ™), Fil#F B2 A1 TR 4E J2 3 1H 1 4x . HL 245
T, JaE v R R R A IR ok, & IS S A7, A AE ] PFHpA K H ARG it AT Tolk A4 7= 1 3
4G L, ELFE DX P T 6 4 A K (29 40 m) 547 Tl SARHERL, 7T RE A PFASs HEBCIE. 40 w39
FRORBE AU 300 2 3 YL b T JC AR TR 3 AT i A3 8], 23 ARG Ry x B, AR 9N ) R 1) AT RE, AR
T 2 8 HE B A PR EA TR, ELT b AL S S X, i AR, R XURT P g U2 DXk 3 5 U, (2 T TS
Yy 300 o A ] DT AT O, 2 P S M A A, AT AR 1R R T 5 R 2 30—50 m, TR T R R
{ELTEREAH A1 800 m LA _L-, AT ff B el [X 45 78 () TG V5 YL VR M 4 T1 1 T2 4G 1 1 25 5 A PFASs.
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2.3 PFASs FIRIE T

AT 3Tk (PCA) J&—Fiots 2452 24 HE RUTC BRI 18 0 e B b DB i B R HR b 2 o0 4e 1
GYBT T, LR Ty o4 Ak SEVRRLC2), A5 30 9 17 B Ak Y 8 A e A SR 48 R 43 B B 4 MR 1 15 B PCA
]Iz W X 2 R B A PO [RS8 S U5 4 A2 34, FE K AR A 3 v PRASS 119 8 Y5 ik b7 A
B B, 52 F IBM SPSS #0405 50 B (1 PCA VAT S dF A7 8 4 it | 0 2 JC 808k S5 i ik 3L, SR 05 11
BRREAL T BB (AR 5 2R B0, FRAEAE . DTk DL S BTSRRI R (Rl B TR R B
TSy, AT AR s BAT B AR 45 TR0 L A 3 A0 B . AR 9 BEEURS: HH KT 40% A9 9 B
PFASs #E1T PCA 43 #T, ArifEAL )5 1) PFASs 4 22 (8] A9 AH G40 I | FRAEAE AN STk R AN 35 4 Fow.

R4 45 PFASs HYMHOCHER M, FRAE(E AN 5Tk A<
Table 4 Correlation matrix R for each PFASs, eigenvalues and contribution rates

T5 22 TTHRA % TR/ %

FRIE(H Variance Cumulative
PFASs PFBA PFHxA PFHpA PFOA PFOS PFNA PFDA PFUnDA PFDoDA . oo o
Eigenvalue contribution  contribution
rate rate
PFBA  1.000 5.106 56.728 56.728
PFHxA —0.496 1.000 2.517 27.969 84.697
PFHpA —0.534" 0.945"  1.000 0.828 9.195 93.891
PFOA  0.140 0509 0.556"  1.000 0.223 2.475 96.366
PFOS  0.101 0.599° 0.587° 0.580"  1.000 0.160 1.781 98.148
PFNA 0482 0.085 0.029 0335 0.786"  1.000 0.073 0.814 98.962
PFDA 0279 0244 0.190 0421 0.863" 0.908"  1.000 0.041 0.457 99.419
PFUnDA 0.358 0219  0.156  0.402 0.849" 0.944™ 0.953"  1.000 0.034 0.374 99.793
PFDoDA 0.013 0470 0464  0.393 0.8617 0.736" 0.852" 0.814"  1.000 0.019 0.207 100.000

7 *¥P<0.05, ¥*P<0.01.

PEBCEIRFAEAE R T 1B PSR O o, 5 — R o P15 s o P2, Rtk R
84.697%, 9 F PFASs it iof it — 3z o0 e A5 SR HE AL I DN 7 2ty B A9 20 1, DLSRRAE AN IR 1 o
R L, Ay SR A5 o v D B B A 0% T2 o BRI, A 838 12 T o3 Y 2 AR, 1 (1) 54X
R FRS G FRIE(FOFAE. 1B 4 R34 Origin 2021 50 9 32 158043 PR 28 0mr (KT RAS- 4314
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Fig.4 Principal component loadins (a) and scores (b) for soil samples from the study area

L PCA 43 B 45 2 1 2 553 B 1T 5 HEBOR IETE B XTI C R, BIAS[F] Y PFASs 1 LUE Ry i5
R UR ) BLRIBR 20 PFOS 3222 W FH T A A7l AT HL 7™ 5 T DR AR AH G AT, PFDA . PFNA F
BERUE T A2 PFCAs 1 g I HE L, PFOA 2 T & S e i B | KGR (i FH RN 405 2 2 1 1y
AbFRAF, PFHXA F 2 TiE 40, il B2 55 Mg 205 S A AT, PFHpA il PFBA 43 5l FZ T3
T 3 PR AR 0 M A 7 v B E A 2 SR A o RO 25 16 A S Y, PRASs #RE R IR 43 K P1 AT P2, P1
6 PGl 4% PFASs(PFOS. PFDA ., PFUnDA . PFDoDA . PFNA . PFOA ) i 45 e (15 4ME>0.618) , T X HF
FE XK 67% 119 PFASs 15 Y AR IR HEA TR RE, 75 3 #0245 s & 3 fIK HLAR DG M3 5 (P<0.01), SR BIZ L IX.
Iz AR AR s PFASs 15 9% H BT MR IR, 45625 Bl 5307, NG R T B 8 A 16 7= AR MR DR
R —BEPETE Y. P2 1, PFHpA ., PFBA ., PFHXA X 3 Pl fi Bl A0 284 558 e (4 X 7540 (85>0.787 ), HAFAE
A A ARRE X 8 T1, T2, T6 F1 T7, {55 B X P PFASs 5 444 i 3 4H ¢ (P<0.05), PFHpA 7] Z8 4 141 4™
P2 I I b DX A TR, ) A AT B[R] B e KA A L S SR W | 4 JUBE S 5 PRASs TR %
R R, & T & SR A 900 T FTOHs 4 Jit % fif v J& B FTUCA 1 (8] 7= ¥ I fe 28 A= A%
C4—C6 1) 5t PFASsEY, Z R I8 5 B0 XY & 1 19 PFASs 1R & I TR Uik 2 L3, 7 T
JAUTEL B T A T2 A DX 38 0 5 4 T ok A3 Ak T el XA 7 306 shHE Rl %) 8 & Vs e . e ab, T IX N A
15 4% SR T8 FI T10 76 P1 A P2 SR 8 AR L, 22 W [R5 ) A= 7= 1 sl 8 HE ORI R AR S 1 5 i
2.4 KU PEAL

PFASs X AR EAT Z2 8 1, X JLah A7 2358 g 5 XS Pk A ok 2 22, 5 FH 3k Ay DU 7 {3 )
(risk quotient, RQ), RQ>1 /R A filt i XUE:. {H 1 F H i} 3+ 4 PFASs 1) RQ 58 S8 My It = 12,
A58 AR 8 B B2 7 %, e R A CSOIL B e g 1153038 2k 8 A - 8 R0URE . W A = B RIOA T 7 bk 432
fiie 3 75 2 1Y) 455 2 % % it EDlpppa . EDlppppa. EDlppos Al EDlprog, FiiE— 25 5 45 [F #13L ff) PFAS $&
A ST H AR H T XU R . CSOIL S AU TE F F 22 Ffodk A A4 5 A 5 i 1) 35 e By, o N AR 2 2 1Y)
BRI AR AT AR AT, SRS AT L R a] J K 2 5 i K/, HLE AN AT B X A A
B )R O R AE S 8000, 2285 hy BG4 i XU A T 0, 315305 X528 Sk [41], S50 F SCik [40]
1 [42] $RALAY TR R R 05 Y R EE SR, BARGERILE S,

MR P52 B A W 58 5547 3% f PFBA . PFHpA ., PFOA Al PFOS 194 H Fil i A B W3 6 iR,
TE 3 PR ER A, 2 0 A& PFASs #E A AR %2k 4%, Horf PFBA. PFHpA Fll PFOA 7F JL# {k
WA H AR TN (1A B 20, (RIS T35 20 B S48 BRI & A i g B 18, 3R W2 b i ot
AL WA - ST R Rz R 32 fih - B T 7 A %) IR ARG 58 /0N, (EAR AT Z 40K 30 10 A1 5] o 2 588 Rk 1R
A Bl 2R G R E 2R G AV AE KU . b A, 32)2 35 P ) PFASs 1] LA iR 2F AL Tk sl & B 4E T
Fa4, A TE TR ARG S AR R o, A A AR E R i TS A=, A5
YL A 5 1 PFHpA (14t e IXURS: A B 2 , (ELI 4 SR BBUCHS it 977 1 5% 8 JRUIS: ). L 2 1 R R 465 v 2
% T TR & PFASs AAH G XRS5 24t 2345 R 2L G FIE AR, Bk PFOS Al PFOA 4b, FX 5] (1) 34 5% ot
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Table 5 CSOIL model quantitative calculation formula and exposure parameters

REESH
TR HRARK ZHE X Exposure parameters
Exposure pathways Calculation formula Parameter JLE A
Children Adults
AID: k& A, mg-d! 200 100
- og 5P i, mgkg™!
ANk DI, =AIDxwxF,/BW
Fo: WA+ 0.5 0.6
BW: A4, kg 20.76 58.55
ITSP: HHEFUR AR, kg-d? 3.13-107#1 8.33-1071
DI,=w xITSPXF,xF,/BW .
Foe RS A 7 0.75 0.75
AEXP;: ZRE R KR MR, m? 0.05 0.09
- Foe FEITTE -1 Bz BRI 0.15 0.15
NG e 27 A R P
DIj=w,< AEXPxF,, xDAExDARXTB x DAE;: RIRAI AL kg soil'm™ - 5.6-10440 5,610
FRSxFy/BW DAR: [ RIS, h! 0.01 0.005
TB;: Hfih - HEFR R HT (], h-d ™! 9.14 14.9
FRS;: & P 0087 T 12 734 0.8 0.8
DIl ##E i, ng: (kgd)™
HEREa EDI=DI +DI,+DI, EDDR 35T 285 i, xR A R Fp2 (1
PFAS

F 6 FEBRE IR B BT RA SRS 3 E (ng: (kg'd) ™)
Table 6 Health guidance values for expected daily intake as proposed by international regulatory agencies(ng-(kg-d)™")

TN e :
J;Fe{ir Incizzfors Inst)i];z?ion PFBA PFHpA PFOA PFOS Ref?rfﬁces
2022 A H B HEA — 0.0017/0.004 0.3568/0.0795 0.1430/0.0318 0.002/0.005 Jgjg 0
2018 B HAFVHEAR WU EE i 22 4 )y — — 0.8 1.8 [43]
2018 FHAVFBAR  BORFIHE 2 ' bR — — 160 20 [44]
2015 HHAVHEAR FHERR R — — 100 30 [45]
2018  FAMRAEBUESH ) ® e Iris AR 2900 — 18 3.1 [46 — 48]
2017  HRAEBUE S S M= FEIE — — 20 20 [49]

3 4518 (Conclusion)

FEXF U )1 48 1 AR T BT e B Tl el X R o] P 58 36 2 - B v 13 Flr PFASs #E4T By 6 I 43 B v, B
PFDS(C10) #I, H: 4% PFASs #i A — & B2 & 19 K ), w(Z,PFASs) & 19.31—244.94 ng-g'(°F- {4
104.84 ng-g "), FE 175 YLK F &y PFHpA(C7, 7.87—174.42 ng-g') Il PFOA(CS, 8.62—62.12 ng-g™').
PFASs 15 44 & 1 8 e jAE 43 A5 8 el DX oG AT 32 5 KU m) 1 RG] X 3 3k 22 S P 2 0 3 1 53 40
B, 897 T 3% X 38 PFAS V5 YL R IR FIAZ fii i 42, FHRRsSA . — /& PFHpA fR Tl el IX P Al A G Tolk 2R
7 Sl A R BRI, O R A T PR B PFASs B AR TR ISR A1, 2 KA AL i Ja LR T
HoAth b IX (1) 2 T3, & S BORIX I A 5 b XS A 247K F- 1Y PFHpA 75 %%, [F]If PFOA 7E4>
[X 38 2% 3 3 4 . %F PFBA. PFHpA . PFOA £ PFOS HE 47 (1 ¥4 55 1 2k B JXURG: PF- Ak 3¢ B 1% b X PFOA Fil
PFOS 75 L XU 8/ Iy, L3 B g i R T BN AHJ, —J7 T i T H ikt 38 v & PFASs AR 8 8t
RSN EZ, NR %R #8835 1 PFHpA 19 XUR: 52 R RE Al 11, 53— 7 & R 58 IR 2k 15
H1 PFASs (1975 7K1, e LA AT HAth 8 A2 04 XU 22 88 A0 580, i LAAS W 58 X X B+ 38 v PFASs 1Y KUK:
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VS B —E B s BR e, 78 HE— 25 T RE BT [a] I %HZ i X ) PEHpA K AH 56 75 44 A9 W A7 IR AR ] Z2 40,
HLR T A T TH1T 3% [ PFOS Fll PEOA 78 AR M) AN 3 55 R A5 8 FFIIF 58 B9 A0 I v A B 5 ok 1 3k v
FRifE, N5E PFASs BS54 FRIAK R A1k,
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