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E . 2R ZRbIHEY BT (PFASs ) fF1E T HIRIK | EEI@REEF‘?JWUEFUKEP Xof NS Ag A B . 78 LA I R Y 3k A
BUGRAKAL BT (DWTPs) iPlT5E T 14 F PFASs (URG T FNEE L. 45 R W], 3L 10 Fh PFASs TE/KFE Pk 21, 350 PFASs
FEARFAZK 433 )32 ROK Y PRASs SRR 127. 4 ng- L' HrPf i e 8 o 2 903 R (PFOA, 49.8 ng-L™"). MR AL T
0 PFASs (¥R 3 52 0] TH 5, 3 W] B8 2 i T 1044 04 77 8 o 0 8 1) K B E AT AL B 0 MIAL B T 25 J075 7 A 5 B PFASs,
0;-BAC £ DWTPs [ 4b 2zt % th X PFASs (1 5B5% (20. 74% ) B A F FAEH]. 0,-BAC fE28 DWTPs 1Y FZ LR T2, bk
K S A R BE AL R Y PFASs, 3 A0 AR 5 TR K AR AL R i3 XTH:T 5 Fofrgs DLt S op K AL R T2, A5 AR
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Distribution, Tansformation, and Fate of Per-and Polyﬂuoroalkyl Substances' in

Drinking Water Treatment - e ¢

ZHONG Ting-ting* , LIN Tao'*" | LIU Wei' {1 | L ¥ 4V ;
(1. Key Ldbordtory of ]ntegmted Regulation and Resource Developrr)ljlu on S.hﬁllow Lake, Ministry of Educdtwn Hohai Unjferslty-r Ndn]mg 210098, Chmd 2. School of*

Enwronment Hohai, Um-vemty, Nanjing 210098, China) =

Abstract; Per-and polyﬂuoroa kyl substances (PFASs) are prewm in surfdae Wdler tap water, and even commi‘(lzld dnnkmg W!lter and pose a threat to humanchealth. Tn'this
study ,.the occurrence and transformation of 14 PFASs were dtudied in ldrkge/ drinking water treatment plants (DWTPs)" with Taihtx Lake as the source, and the resulis/Showed
that a tolal of 10 PFASs were tetected in the water sample% indicating that' PFAS were widely distributed indrinking water. The total (‘onoentrallon of PFASs in raw water was
127.4% ng: -L7", with the highest coneentration heing that of pentddeadﬂuorooddmm dC}d (PFOA, 49.8 ng+L.™" ). Pre-ozone caused a reverse increase in the concentration of
PFASs; which-may Hive. been due to the presence of precrsors or conyersion- fiom short to long chains. PFASs were not effectively removed by conventional treatment
processes, andozone-hiological activated carbon (0,-BAC) had a dominant role in the removal of PFASs (20.74% ) from DWTPs. 0,-BAC, the main removal process for
DWTPs, ¢ontained high concentrations of PFASs in the backwash water with similar distribution characteristics to the raw water. Using a pilot plant, five common filter
backwash water treatment processes were compared, and the results showed that GAC-ultrafiltration could adsorh and retain a certain amount of PFASs while ensuring a high
removal rate of turhidity (99.08% ). The 3D-EEM analysis indicated that GAC-ultrafiltration could also remove most of the fluorescent micro-pollutants, and for raw water
containing high concentrations of PFASs DWTPs, it is practical to use it as a filter backwash water reuse treatment process.

Key words: dinking water treatment ; per-and polyfluoroalkyl substances( PFASs) ; backwash water; ultrafiltration; excitation emission matrix Spectra( EEM)

A9 £ B/ e LY it (per-and polyfluoroalkyl (80 ng-L™") Fl PFOS(40 ng-L ") AYBRAE. B ™ H% )
substances, PFASs) & — i N TE AR AR W58 5K 0 220K T8 47 40 i &G A Ik 11 K 4b 31 )
UIRGES % C-F s e f AR O IR EE (DWTPs) £BR PFASs B4 &L
Ffbgfase v . ik, PRASs |32 i T Tl 2k e AR, IR EE UUTE B g | AIH R A AR
AR WG B’Jﬁy G, I IE B IR AR BT A% PRASs R BRaSCR AR # A7 IR . ks %
Pt S AR N L 2 T TG PR SRS RS 8. PRASs () % (granular activated carbon,GAC) #IA A XFEk 7K
T RRE APEEAS AT BRI EE AR 4b3) (DWTPs) 1% PFASs AbFEAT 2150 AW
1E, B RS HA K, MoK . MK RAZK 7% (biological activated carbon,BAC) i JE#8 75 2
H K AR I B PRASs BIAFAED T UARIIER vk, LA IRER R (0 ORI 22 4% 10 A e AT 3% 32
W1, PFASs =l ERERG, W WRENAETER  EAFERE A" . BT PFASs EZKEE GAC ([
it FEUREES KA N il PRASs (92— )

RO AE MBI ZERE BB N i b oy, (5 s it
L5 T 5 TR Kb PRASs 19 W45 15 1K OF 5§ T m AR s LKA T
FETg. 76 v = 8 R O K K B bR ) ( GB5749- EERE: «’Eﬂﬂﬁw!&ﬂ<199s ~ ), WA, FEF ST 1) K

s N 5 Y5 KB AR E-mail 344780947@ g, com
2022) q: 2022 45'5 3 JEJ 15 H Eﬁk%ﬁ ,ij]ﬂ T PFOA * ﬁ{.—]ﬁf% E-mail; hit_lintao@ 163. com
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FB IR AR IS B PEASs B2 78 SO Pt 5 E A S0
S K L X LR K, R A AR K
BT B T [ 3 S K LTﬁE/gFEE
RN B B AN R SR A P T v i — R R,
BRI T X7 H IR IA D

PRt , DA A K JR R AR ) R SR X 42, 43
Hr DWTPs 4xi 78 H PFASs AU BE /A A2
PRI UM S vP ek o PRASs B9 B 434, SR FH s
REE N LG AMREE | SRR R | B GAC, TRBE-
AR UE AT GAC-H I8 X U8 b S vh gk b BE L A ML AN
PFASs LA RE , T+ 2K S5 A4 08 52 e 7K 1% Rl
APRT.Z.

1 #M#5F*
1.1 ARdAERESL 50
ARSI e P T 14 B PFASs HEATHFSE, 43 51

M PFBA (49 T R ) . PFBS (&9 T ke ffiiR ) |
PFPeA ( & %UNIR ) . PFHxA ( £ C R ) . PFHXS (4
RO LERIR) . PFHpA (UML) PFOA (A9
M) . PFOS( 4 SARE AR ) . PENA( 4= 5 F R
PFDA'(éﬁh%%Ea)
PFDODA@%HH ) | PFTRlDA(éﬁ*/ Ea)%u
PFTDA(éﬁleEF@a) *Hr“ﬂﬁﬂu%%hfu'%é}ﬁu
HeC, PFBA 0, PFHxS | "C, PFOA', fic, PF*HXA

o -PFHxs e, PFHxA4 "C,PFOA . '€, PFOS '3c4-"“' .

PFNA ¢ €, PFDA “C, PFUnDA, "C; PFDoA M
PFDoAKIC, PFDoA. PFASs 7 ff it A1 B ft 47 1t P4
Fr#¥) W B Wellington Laboratories ( Ontario, fll &
K, M1 4%. “C,-PFBA, “C,-PFHxA, "C,-PFOA
“C,-PFNA | "C,-PFDA . "C,-PFUnDA ., "“C,-PFDoA .
%0,-PFHxS F1°C,-PFOS. & RO AH A3 % H EE . 4
FREZ A Z G E Aladdin Co. (FPE ).
1.2 JKFERAES Ak s

TRFESR H LA A KR 0 3 ARk R K Ak 31

PFURDA (424 2 Ma”

DWTPs HoR 4 6 ZUAE A, A4 Ik | 5 40K
IREEDTVE K . #PuE /K . 0,-BAC H7K AT K.
DWTPs 1% & i B KR A i, B S R ACRAE Y
AR 24 /NIHE R g, DA IE K BE B R . 7R BT
AU FE I E T 1 L RN (PP)
e, IFAE 4°C BEOCIRAE B 2 54T, BT A T BORE
(1) PP JRAE HURE R — I FH 8 27K R by 3 0, T
BT BB, AU T LK — R BURE 3 IR IRA
Ja AT HAL B, DWTPs 2y f2 PFASs 2B fE
PEAG LT — K R A

FE L AL PR ) LR AE Ry 2t 0. 45 pm fLER
() I R 2T 4 & I ot € 500 mL /K BE, SR )5 i T
Waters Oasis WAX [E{AZEHUFE (200 mg,6cc) #1TH
. HREEL RN . 5 mL 0. 1% ((RFL4350)

SR B, 5 mL RS mL HAEK K

PRI /INVEE , ZNEE A S 78 L ) @%Ei—ﬁ%mnﬂ
FKEELL 5 mL<mind ' A8 o/ }j\ﬁﬁ’b%jqqé
Fri PRAS, 345 E25 T4 20 min uzw%%m/\
SrIHT S mL 0 1% ORI B0 AU B Eﬁ@?{m@z
5 mL ﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁfﬂﬂ ﬁrﬁ?—rf 1 mL-min ! /5
£ H/ﬁ'ﬁﬂfﬁﬁ%&%ﬂ%‘éﬁ% (PP) B TR %ﬂé’m’
SWM T4 ZE 0.5 ml, %F%Vﬂ?ﬁ’ﬁ%‘ca%
(PE) Wi 1. 3 mip 115 G,
1.3 rhilgeE s

A UE %% B OR FH— 3K M e =X g I 4 ( LW6-
0980-PF, Litree, "[EHER ) , Hi 8 12(4 x3) H
VEME L UEAE RSB R 1. AR SR K R
R EtE PVDF, N42 1.0 mm, #M% 2. 0 mm , 23 FR
LA R 0. 02 wm. HHPERLE F N 24 L (m’-h) 7', 1t
JEF AR 30 min, 1 8 A ALE S HEATAOK R P,
[ ERS 180 s, KK 90 s, HEVG 60 s. GAC 13§
FEILEE 16 M (4 x4) BT8RN 12 x40 HEHIRE
e, RORIAZ 0. 80 ~ 1. 20 mm, 32 HE 2 A7 b KAz
2 ~4 mm. IREEFIRFHGRERER , B R 5 mg- L'

x1 BEAGSH

Table 1 ~Membrane module prameters

T TR A/ m> WK Ly/mm OB L /mm #KO0E L/mm A58 L/ mm B O EEE L,/mm
ZH 24 2598 2 460 68 333 145
T H KA RSE do/mm #FRORAS dy/mm 77K ARS dy/mm $OKEA RS dy/mm BBIEEAR Dyp/mm  AHFEAR D, /mm
S8 108 108 108 108 286 225

1.4 AR S a0

H¥r PFASs ffi F Acquity # & 20 % A 4 3%
(UPLC) 5 Xevo TQ-S = T DU T i i1 ( Waters,
Milford, MA, 3E) 4% /] BEH C18 #£(2. 1 mm
x 100 mm, 1.7 wm) #H17E &#. T UPLC ({452

Bk 2, BB aRis i 280k 3.
L5 a5

P BIREAARIEAT T 3 W A T e
ARG A F 7 A ST S5 A ORI/ TR AR ] (QA/
QC) FeFe. TR RIS O 5 SR &
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54 ol i
YIRE AL B B 5 L. R N AR AR I YR AT A S
Mr e R M. 0.1, 0.2, 0.5, 1.2.5, 10,

20, 50 1100 pg-L ™" RIRFREFMAR AR (S ng) ,
FEERP PRAS 21l PR E 2R, AR IR R AL R >

0. 99. X R S iE A7 A8 7 25 1 A [RDSCRPEAR . Rl
B (LOD) & SHIEMELL (S/N) >3, #ALFR (LOQ)
FESLR S/N >10. PFAS [EISC%E K 86.3% ~ 122. 6%,
TEAS FARE L RAN S PFASs 75 3

#2 UPLC (LHESH
Table 2 Instrument parameters of UPLC

mH B2 G 1/min A/ % B/%
OREFIRE/C 40 1 Wk A 80 20
FEMERE/C 10 2 0.25 80 20
M priR =S 5ul 3 4.00 10 90
— A K 5 mmol - L~ Z. %k 4 5.00 10 90
B 4 100% Z. i 5 5.01 80 20
bkt 0.4 mL-min ! 6 6.00 80 20
o PR Y BEEEVEIE HL . 2. B34 20 =80%:20%
®3 RBEUHRSH PFASs IR . IR 1 iz, 14 Ff PFASs HIEA 10
g Table 3 Instrument paramete;s;lf MS ﬁ@yj{ﬁﬂF‘%ﬁ*ﬁi)ﬂﬂ i'J , I\;EAEDQ PFASs El’j\’ﬁﬁ7k EF‘%%E
Ui H 2% N =ihe o oy e
2. K ) PRASS JAVKRIE N 1274 he 17 JJE
Witk A& 1 HLIE % B TG IR (EST) 58 FBEL; MRM a o k EP ¢ i e g)f.- i
FALEIE/C 350 - e e S 7@ PFOA (4918 ng- L) HWAE PFBA
FAF WA 0. 16 mL-min ~! o (24.4 ng- L ) PFHx (15 3 ng-L~. }) 'PFBS
% UK 024 MPa 11.6 ng-1/'). PFOA ) i e i 2%
TWELE 350V i ( ng-L/ ). FOA HY i ‘ﬁéi i
7 Tt ﬁT%ﬂﬁHﬁE’Jf%u%;ﬂ?ﬁ% KA & li]ﬁﬁt;-g
1.6 /3D-EEM/, | VN E GRS Eﬂ%ﬂ%ﬂx%ﬂﬁu&%mﬁakﬁd%
«@Wx%ﬁ%ﬂ ﬁwmmmAMA"%-_ J%ﬂerlﬂtﬁwwMu@:HM$ﬁmﬁw

Ferh i DOM E’ﬁfﬁa‘h Mié%ﬁﬁﬁ 0. AS pm u*é
%&ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁfﬁﬁmmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁwﬁn
kﬁ&%ﬁmﬁﬁsmmﬁETﬂEMW§%@,

Zz&kﬁ;ﬁoa 450 nm I LL 2 o []F #mﬂ"’f

5 nm Eﬂﬁkﬂﬁﬂaﬁ 250 ~600 nm (&5t Milli-Q
@m%%#EMﬁ%mMHmmwlaﬁﬂﬁm
Origin 8. 0 ZbFL S H (1) EEM £45.

2 RS

2.1 PFASs 7EIR KT Wb & A 5564k
Kl 7 DWTPs 4% 4b B T 25 K A il 14 F

B PFTDA
B PFTRIDA
B PFDoDA
I PFURDA
B PFDA

H PFNA
H PFOS

I PFOA
B PFHpA
B PFHxS
B PFHxA
I PFPeA

X I PFBS
Bk B PFBA

1 1 1 L 1 1 1 1 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
PFASsH Emg L™

H ()
0:-BACTE
Wik
IRSEILE

g

PEASS 1 Ho/%

?w@miﬂngi%iAiam%wmzﬁﬁ
SIS T PFAS YRR, B PFAS P
1127. 4 ng-L ' 0% 142.7 ng-L~'. 7£ DWTPs 1,
TREE . DUTEMRPIEXT PFASs 1925 RS #5 2% , R W
WHLT 2% PFASs 11 2% B /E 07 o (I8 F
5% ). 0,-BAC AbIARTS T 5 i 1) PFASs LB (H)
20. 74% ) , % W] 0,-BAC 7E /K 4b # i F2 Hh XF PFASs
(LB A £ SAEH. WAL S an & 1 (b) Jir
IR, TR AL 5, PFHxA (9 [ ) B 2 14 m, A
12.01% 34 Jin %] 24.46% (A =19.6 ng-L™"), 1
PFBA (¥ LM 19.15% F %% 7.78% (A =13.3

e B prTDA
[ ] PFTRiDA
[ ] pFDoDA
[ | pFunDA
B PFDA
[ ]pFNnaA
PFOS
[ |rroa
[ PFHpA
[ ] PFHxS
B PrHxA
[ ] pFPea
[ rrBS
[_]prBA

(b)

80 H

60 H

40

1JFUK, 2. R, 3. IREEIIIE, 4. WUE, 5. 0,-BAC, 6. JH#
B 1 PFASs £ RIEFHIRET

Fig. 1

Concentration changes in PFASs in the whole process
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ng-L™"). Kaiser %" il fff 5% % B 5 480K fiE 2 bk
PFASs, Mi 24 K55 PFAA( =C8) . RifAFI—L4 4K
Jot S Bk R Ak R HL A JEi B PFASs , 141 PFBA | PFBS
A1 PFHxA. [H i, PFASs ¥ & (9385 inv] G2 th T 17 7¢
HATAR A Wil o B AR PRASs. LAk, ml g ff
7E PFBA [] PFHxA BY5EAL iR 75 2k — P 50k
TER. gk B A (T 5% 2 0, 3 ok X A 2 T K s b
TPk B Fh 5 480 A T foff KPR v 4 92 o Al B i
('perfluorooctanesulfonamide, FOSA) %1k PFHxA |
PFOA F1 PFHpA. A WF5E 3R, 76 5 /K Ab BEAH SC 1) R
A BN, 6:2 FTUCA A DL b 3 %% 1k Ky
PFHxA " Xf K W 7K S8 PFASs i {97 1) 8 i 2 B
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Fig. 2 Concentration distribution of PFASs in filter backwash water
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Table 4 Removal of turbidity by different filter backwash

water reuse processes

WIET YU /NTU SEAA I EE R R %
P PPk K 24 —

TR EE 7 70. 83

gl GAC 11 54.17

BRI U 0.31 98.71

TREE- g 0.27 98. 88

GAC-#BE 0.22 99. 08

2.3.2  N[EE A sk K L XA AL 2 R

BEOh, X RAESERT T 2¢5t EEM il i, 3D-EEM
JE— L NI (excitation, E) . AT (emission,
E.) BRFMTIOUREMNES, &H &AL



51

PR . PORDK AR B o A A S R 0 A | et e i)

2617

HYPBOGER. T AE & R b i A2
6, FIH Wen %551 32 09 5O R BUY K 990
NS A, 1Oy REA (IR ER R,
200 nm < E_ <250 nm, 255 nm <E_ <320 nm); II
FEEA(LEER A ,200 nm < E, <250 nm,
325 nm < E, <380 nm); Il . & HHL (200 nm <E, <
250 nm, 385 <E, <600 nm); IV %A 5=
¥ (soluble microbial products, SMP , 445 5 A= ¥ H 5%
IO FREE | BREFREE 255 nm < E, <450 nm, 255
nm<E, <380 nm); V.J@FH2 (255 nm < E_<450
nm, 385 nm < E_ <600 nm).

m

N T RS XA R RE S5 R ALY RO R
i RSO KRR LT T R 28 XY
BUMABL(@,) , Blad i 73R e X HBDEOE

JE AARRR 23 R AR AL DO B AR . BRATHEE
FOLXIAI R FRUERTR (D, )  FRIERFH (Q,n)
FZEmARAR (P, ) AT,

@, = MF, x &, = MFJ f I(ExEm)d@ﬁ}'E;H

o

--"iD,n =D, /D, 100%J J :/u.-"f--

tEF' I( EXEm) ﬁm‘ ?@ik%uﬁ%ﬂiﬁmm’ﬁﬁ
¢ au), @, jﬂ
(au"nm ) P, njﬂ)ﬁfﬁﬁ*ﬂ i E/JiﬁEl%ﬁF*Rle
ﬁ/ﬁmamwm (% ). B RS Ffr/T
PO TS RO T 1] AL BT 2% TOC dzr“ﬁﬁ
FBRPERE, 5 R ANE 3 FR  IREEXT TOC 1 2Bk
218 16. 75% ,UF F1 GAC Xf TOC A 2= [5 Z 43 551 N
27.92% F136.29% . UF %f TOC H) 25 BRACRA = £
B T T A PRSI R ek 3 5
oA, TE/NT A AR B o Y AR T LR
LT WA T 2 A T i — B M A HL

El/\

*R5 IJKE EEM 579

Tn - Z gp ¥ ‘.p". — g

X%E%%ﬂﬁﬁ@wﬂ‘

() bR, PR EE S AT U8 A R EAR T TOC WL,
K% 33.25% 1Y TOC EBRZE. LML HGE , JE
FETR | B A 20 R B A B faf 2% T 1Y)
FIE 3 B B F ] 9 5 AL 1 R 2R o R b R 4
F DU b, 52 b Pk V5 W v 4y 5 ke TR B - B K
J5 , TOC W[ ZE 2. 63 mg- L™, HLXf IR ( BaphiR
EE) P 16.5% . GAC C#) 1z FAE s 4Lk
A rf 22 64 L G AR M R B 50 AR A B 5 v, 2
HRAUESE T GAC BIA R RE 1. GAC “F 2Bk T
291.43 mg- L' AN, KBREL N 36.29%.
GAC-HBIEN , AHLYIB I BHER , TOC PRk 3
42.89% .

FIFH 3D-EEM %% 3 & - B BR 45 6 58 e X
I AR B BT ETS Y W R T RS L AR | D8 G TE Y W Bk
TAA S AR 1 55 2 SR PP A1 1) PRt 1 .
SEANPE 4 R S R IRBEADTUIR , i emg A
WA, UF F1 GAG jtthEETx;‘éﬁEz,GAc Tik
A b B 5 R R ST R TR G 0O R %Ff A
EER R FDiKﬁﬁﬂcWEETm‘ééﬂé} %UFH%E&%

5 - 100
[ k)
—a— LA
4 =71 - 80
I
_ 4
o3 H T 460 =
& t : ¥
= ]
s = ! *
#® 2n L 40 7
/' =]
e
I _/ H 20
0 0
1 2 3 4 5 6

L g ook 2. HUkIREE 3. Hl GAC,
4. BUIMRIE, S IREE-EIE 6. GAC-BIE
3 AEEIAIZR TOC KIEBRBE
Fig. 3 Removal efficiency of TOC by different recycling processes

RSB ALY

Table 5  Integral value and percentage values for EEM analysis of water samples
N 1 I 1 v v TN
il i o — o s e i - Je8
Feil A AR A MER WM B t
ok 1 e FH 55 546. 27 63615 126 724.3 196 413.4 151 080. 3 593 379.3
PE B PRk BiE
it 0.093 61 0. 107 208 0.213 564 0. 331 008 0.254 61 1
g BUME 48 672. 26 56216. 8 120 196. 5 188 659.9 152 844. 8 566 590. 2
74
ik 0. 0859 04 0.099 22 0.212 14 0.332974 0.269 762 1
CAC A 34099. 46 42 468. 6 116 291. 6 138 170.2 121549.6 452 579. 4
’ i b 0.075 345 0. 093 837 0. 256953 0. 305 295 0.268 571 1
N FH 36 627.43 51908. 53 118 990. 2 153741.2 140 176. 5 501443.8
sl PO
ik 0.073 044 0.103 518 0.237 295 0. 306 597 0.279 546 1
; ; 14 34 506. 78 45 758.73 116422. 1 133 388.2 116 454.9 446 530. 6
ek PN
ik 0.077 278 0.102 476 0. 260 726 0.298 721 0. 260 799 1
; i1 32 565. 84 39252. 84 114955.5 129 938. 4 117781.7 434 494.3
GAC-HiE 7k P ’ ’ o9 o
ik 0.074 951 0. 090 341 0.264 573 0.299 057 0.271 078 1

1) B ESAAL au-nm®



2618

44 %

450

400

350

Ex/nm

300

250 K

200 .
250 600

550

450

400

350

Ex/nm

300

250

200 - Vi
250 300 350 400

550

450 500 600

450
400

350

Ex/mm

300

200 -
400 450
Ey/nm

300

250 350

Eynm

Exnm

Eg/nm

400

350

300

2"(]2_.-,0 3(. 350 Uu 450 500 550 600
450 1 800
q: 1575
400
L1350
- - 1125
L 900.0
i - 675.0
- 4500

20 "
250 300 350 450 500 550 600

450

400

350

300

250 K

200 o e —
250 300 350 400 450 500 550 600

Fy/nm

(a) WIS IR, (b) IREEK, (¢) GAC K, (d) U IR TR, (e) GAC-HAUBHIZK , () RHEE-HUR K, A7 00 AL AR T i
4 FRERIZTRERN EEM RiEE

Fig. 4 EEM spectra of water samples under different reuse processes
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