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Contamination Characteristics and Safety Risk Assessment of Perflurorinated

Alkylated Substances in Aquatic Products from Guangzhou

WANG Xu-feng, WANG Qiang, LI Zhi-guang, HUANG Ke, LI Liu-dong, ZHAO Dong-hao "

(Key Laboratory of Aquatic Product Processing, Ministry of Agriculture, Guangdong Provincial Key Laboratory of Fishery Ecology
Environment, South China Sea Fisheries Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences, Guangzhou 510300, China)

Abstract: To investigate the contamination characteristics of PFASs in aquatic products, 254 samples belonging to 6 species, including
fishes, crustaceans, cephalopods, etc. , were collected from Guangzhou, and 23 PFASs were determined by UPLC-MS/MS. The total
detection rates of the various sample species ranged from 93. 5% to 100% , and the concentrations of PFASs were relatively higher in
the fishes and crustaceans. 13 PFAS components were detected in the fish samples, but only 6 PFAS components were detected in
haliotis samples, and obvious differences were observed among the different species sampled. PFOA and PFOS were the predominant
pollutants, with detection rates of 75. 6% and 76. 8% . The concentrations of PFOS were in the range of 0. 19-192. 27 pg-kg™", which
were obviously higher than those of the other PFAS components, and their total contamination contribution factor reached the highest
percentage of 35. 15% . PFOS was a major contributing factor to the PFAS contamination of fishes, crustaceans, siphonopods, and
processed products; however, the predominant pollutant in Haliotis samples was PFBA. The results of the risk assessment indicated
that the concentrations of PFOA and PFOS would not give rise to timely harm to the consumers.

Key words : perflurorinated alkylated substances (PFASs) ; contamination characteristics; species variation; risk assessment; aquatic

products
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fiE. PFOS 7 14l £0 A1 5 DL oA H 558 R 5 4 0 48
1R, AR TR DX R 1 1Y) PFASs 2047
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PFASs 75 443 A 5 HEFRE Bl 2875 Y 22 v 4
HTE, FEVEAL T 7K i h PFOA 1 PFOS B9 & H
B AU

1 #MREF*

1.1 FEARESHI&

2017 -8 ~10 H, WS Mt &1 | R
TR, SRAE THZE | DI2E Waeds ke
VRS BRI T8 25 6 25 254 MRS, MRS
G RN TIN5 T S S S . N /S
R . se ik, BOULAFRY; B AT i e 0
FIF5E, BURIRAL (L) . BRI, HZ
PIMLEI R AR, - 20°C AR 77, 0 Tl 5 B9 A%, BF
JE RS AR, 4°CHR-AE.

1.2 U5

Acquity I-Class/Xevo TQS i /55 R0 AH €8 1% 5 Bk
= HEPURFT 5L ( 35 E Waters 23 7)) 5 5 302 %
B HL Micro 21 ( 32 Thermo 23 ) ; MS3 JiE ik iR
A (T8 E IKA 22w ) 2l K 6 & A (€ E
Millipore 7% ] ); N-EVAP & "W ¥ ( %
Organomation 2\ A ) .

29 TR (PFBA) | 2 5UKER (PFPeA) | &9 C
% ( PFHxA ), 4> % B& iR ( PFHpA ) . 4= 9 ¥ R
(PFOA) | 4% T-12 (PFNA) . 29 24k (PFDA) |
A9 —FEMR (PFUAA) | 29+ %2 (PFDoA) |
P = ke (PFTDA ) . 4 T U k% iR
(PFTeDA) | %1 /\ SR (PFODA) | 49 T bk
2 (PFBS) | 4% CLeifiliR (PFHxS) | 4 B IR i R
(PFHpS) | 25 FIRI#IR (PFOS) | 45 E b BER%
(PFOSA) | N-H 3 4 55 2 Jo fitl 19k e ( N-MeFOSA ) |
N-C 34 o Je i B e ( N-EtFOSA ) | N-H 3t 42 35
SEAERE e 15 ( N-MeFOSE) | N-Z, 54 5 2 St fifk
Bz 2, B ( N-EtFOSE ) #1 N b1 9 °C, -4 3 3 R
(MPFOA) ."°C,- A3 SE B B2 ( MPFOS ) F1°C-42 9

SEEf I B ( MSFOSA ) #4 HH Wellington Labortories
PNAEVAEFE(50 pg-mL ™) s R, OB K ORE: (8
T4l) W H 2 & Thermo Fisher 23 Al 5 C o W5 (50
pm) 14 3 KB SCR R A R AR A s il
(120 ~140 H) g A 7EE CNW BHEABRA R &
Rl . JCAKBRBREE (43 bral) W [ T M Ak
SIS KA Milli-Q #B4tK.
1.3 FESLETAREE
1.3.1  $2H

HERAFREL(5. 00 £0.05) g B, T 50 mL BH
BT MANPRYI 10 ng, FEIIA S mL #
afizk, WeiR S, A 10 mL 2% W 2GR, &
R 1 min, HAIA S g JOKBIBREE . 1 g EALiH,
SEZNER TR A (R IREESS L) , 8 000 remin ~'¥&
R 5 min, % DIEWE 15 mL B E O
W, k.
1.3.2 %k

HETFRI 1. 5 ¢ JOKBRRREE . 200 mg C  EURHRI
100 mg A58k, TRATFELERIURE M 15 mL
BOET, HHRIES 1 min, E{EFE S min, 8000
remin "' B0 10 min. LG AU EEBUR , 40°C K,
AT, 1 mL HEE: S mmol-L ™' Z 2%k /KIEH (1
(1, RFREL) B, 12000 remin ~ EEB TR E L 15
min, i 0.22 wm JERE, UPLC-MS/MS jll%E.
1.4 5 & AF
1.4.1 gk

{635 4F : Phenomenex Kinetex C, (100 mm x 2. 1
mm, 1.7 wm); HE.40°C; HEFEE 10 pl; i .
0.4 mL-min™'; WBh M. & 01% WK 5
mmol L™ ZFREFVET (A) MZNE (B) . BhE VR RE
J¥:0 ~0.8 min, 5% A; 0.8 ~2.5 min, 5% ~90%
A; 2.5 ~3.5min, 90% A; 3.5 ~3.6 min, 90% ~
5% A; 3.6 ~5 min, 5% A.
1.4.2 ik A

BRI S H B (ESD) ; AR T
I B FIERE 1200 ; B4 HE.3.0 kV; it
VR :350°C 5 AR . 750 Loh ™' Al
AW . 0. 15 mL-min ™" , HEFL WA 150
L-h™'s W00 75 =0, 2 B W Ml ( multiple-period
MRM) , FEAISEILE 1.
1.5 s

oL S e U = WSO = B = (W N U |
RVUS b 0 A (T I R 25 0L, 5 e e, 3 2 B
N PEAK BHURFEMM ER . WHARIES
AR R 22 (8] BRI — AR 5 (0 3% 40 i AH W] JEDRH A S
FE, SRR AER AN R G 4. $HAE L AT 4b
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HS AR T REH A RSN TS B, B a0 a5 s
FFM S, ABR TR R, R bl E AR
TETH. Lh20 AR 1 AU, R UORE S E
I, s AR IARSEE, SRR A 5 AR E

SAREMZALIE, [ bR E it 23 i PFASs
(IR TSR K 62.5% ~117% , AHX s WA 2% K
5.3% ~14.0% , bR A CRECR T 0. 99,
T SR A BT SR

#£1 BHRSHY MRM R R&ESH
Table I MRM parameters of the targeted analytes

PFASs AR BT (m/2) FET(m/z) HEFLHL /Y Tl e L/ eV
PFBA MPFOA 213.0 169.0* 14 8
PFPeA MPFOA 263.0 69.0,219.0* 14 25,8
PFHxA MPFOA 313.0 119.0, 269.0* 14 14, 16
PFHpA MPFOA 363.0 169.0, 319.0* 10 12, 18
PFOA MPFOA 412.8 169.0, 369.0 * 14 18, 18
PFNA MPFOA 463.0 219.0, 419.0* 11 12, 18
PFDA MPFOA 513.0 219.0, 469.0 * 14 13, 20
PFUdA MPFOA 563.0 269.0, 519.0* 22 14, 20
PFDoA MPFOA 613.0 169.0, 569.0 * 25 20, 22
PFT:DA MPFOA 663. 0 169.0, 619.0 * 18 18, 22
PFTeDA MPFOA 713.0 169.0, 669.0 * 28 18, 22
PFHxDA MPFOA 813.0 169.0, 769.0* 32 19, 20
PFODA MPFOA 913.0 169.0, 869.0* 15 25, 12
PFBS MPFOS 299.0 80.1%, 90.0 49 30, 19
PFHxS MPFOS 399.0 80.1%,99.0 32 26, 22
PFHpS MPFOS 449.0 80.1%,99.0 32 48, 35
PFOS MPFOS 498.9 80.1%,99.0 58 48, 40
PFDS MPFOS 599.0 80.1%, 99.0 62 55, 45
PFOSA M8FOSA 498.0 78.0%, 169.0 30 36, 28
N-MeFOSA M8FOSA 512.0 169.0* , 219.0 59 25, 24
N-EtFOSA M8FOSA 526.0 169.0* , 219.0 59 25, 24
N-MeFOSE M8FOSA 616.0 59.1°* 20 32
N-EtFOSE M8FOSA 630.0 59.1°* 20 31
MPFOA — 417.0 372.0 18 20
MPFOS — 503.0 80.0 66 40
M8FOSA — 506.0 78.0 42 35

1) * F/RE & BT (quantitative ion)

L6 ZAaXEITH

NS5 T PRASs (1) 4 B XU 18 1o 1675 5 %0
(hazard ratios, HR) P, HR 52 A& 5 0915
H B A i (average daily intake, ADI)Yj PFASs 7%
FIEH{H (reference dose, RID) WY HLAE . HET, B
T PFOS I PFOA, HE 1) PFASs 20 5318 B A b i
S R EAE. AW 5E 3 B OE B A5G R 377 58 (US
EPA) #URE I EUE 7 S RID SR PEAS T M 85 7K ™
fi 1 PFOS I PROA. (14 7 7 AR IS

BRI AN

ADL = 7K™ it At [ g+ (kg-d) ™', ] x

PFASs M)t (pg kg ™', WH)
HR = ADI/RID

K, HR > 1, RPN MARREE 15 4 ) HA e

KU s HR < 1 T 35 B 4t 3 JRURS: 241K
2 ZR5iFi8

2.1 PFASs BY75 YL45ME
2.1.1 SRR L
ALY 254 3 e A IR T 13 i PFASs 443
(K BRI A 0.01 pg-kg™"), AL4F 10 Fh 4 5 kg ik
¥ R (PFBA. PFHpA., PFHxA., PFOA. PHNA,
PFDA , PFUdA . PFDoA | PFTrDA | PFTeDA) | 2 Fh4>
SRS ELAS TR ( PFBS 1 PROS) H1 1 b4 Tk Sl ok e
(PFOSA) , W36 2. HA4 10 Fh PFASs 453 ARAG .
PFOA F1 PFOS Hy £ ) 22 0] 2 5 T H & PFASs
W, SN T5. 6% F176. 8% , FER e Ay
W4 2.03 F115. 80 wg-kg ™. K REEHH DA
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PFBA(40.2% ) . PFDA(52.0% ) . PFNA (66.5% ) .
PFTrDA ( 48.0% ). PFOSA (56.7% ) F1 PFUdA
(63.4% ) ; HE PFASs #4050 KGR 11.0% ~
23.6%.

K Y 13 Ff PFASs H1, PFOS BR A H R 5 &
b, HEBA T 0.01 ~15.80 ug-kg™', F¥ N
0.99 pg-kg™, B ili S & (D PFOS) ik 192.27

pe-kg ™, B TIH A, b FEIGEY.
PFOA (46 11 3 B8, B & s 40k, 2 0.01 ~
2.03 pgekg™, FHEHEREAH 0.08 pg-kg',
> PFOA N 16.17 pg-kg ™' HAx 11 ML 10F- 1
FrEN0.07 ~0.38 pg-kg ™', D PFAS 4, N 3.07
~63.47 pg-kg ™', H iR 2 T g, 5
RN B rh AT BES A PFASs {544

R2 PFASs KB HER
Table 2 Total detection results of the PFASs

PFASs o %% E’i%/ﬁ‘%l $i’aﬁ%1 > PFAS

/ng kg /ng kg /ug-kg !
PFBA 102 40.2 3.18 0.23 23.16
PFHxA 28 11.0 2.03 0.27 63. 47
PFHpA 45 17.7 0.22 0.07 3.07
PFOA 192 75.6 2.03 0.08 16.17
PFNA 169 66.5 11.48 0.28 46.71
PFDA 132 52.0 11.22 0.30 39.48
PFUJA 161 63.4 8.06 0.35 56. 07
PFDoA 60 23.6 0.57 0.11 6. 66
PFTrDA 122 48.0 6.95 0.37 45.31
PFTeDA 47 18.5 0.77 0.12 5.61
PFBS 57 22.4 6.86 0.38 21.53
PFOS 195 76.8 15. 80 0.99 192.27
PFOSA 144 56.7 2.30 0.18 26.07

2.1.2 TS5 SRR

13 Ff PFASs (i B (i o B 1, A
B EMRIR A . PFOS(35. 15% ) > PFHxA (11. 60% )
> PFUdA (10.25% ) > PFNA (8.54% ) > PFTrDA
(8.28% ) > PFDA (7.22% ) > PFOSA (4.77% ) >
PFBA(4.23% ) > PFBS(3.94% ) > PFOA (2.96% )
> PFDoA (1.22%) > PFTeDA (1.03% ) > PFHpA
(0.81% ). PFOS 75 Y DTmk #8551k 35. 15% ,
TEE THE S, A PFASs BURRAETS YL 7.

4.77%  423%

PFBA
PFHxA
081%  ZZJPFHpA
2\ 206  N\YPFOA
\ PFNA
SN PFDA
8.54% [BEEE PFUdA
FE558] PFDoA
R PFTIDA
E=jPFTeDA
0, E=jrrBs
7:22% E—]PFos
[T PEOSA

103% gogoy, 122%
1 SERYBANFTERESH
Fig. 1 Percentages of the contamination components
2.1.3 ISR S R Z R BIAR S
JH1 SPSS 19. 0 B AR Xt Ff il Hh AL Y 26 0 1) 75 1
FRAEREAT G it 0 #r, ] Spearman A1 3¢ £ %L

KA Mr T B 5 YW 4H 4> PFOA . PFOS #il PFOSA
HHE 12 Fp PFASs 41 5 & & (A Pk (L %
3). M & DL E I, PFOA 5 10 Fh 41 4
(PFBA Fl1 PFHpA F& 4h) 2 BB & (9 A0 5 4,
PFOS 5 11 F2H 4> ( PFHpA [ 4h) f£ 75 B W 19 41
Kbk, 1 PROSA W5 Bk PEBA M) 11 4 5 17
1E W B A A S . PFOS 5 PFOA | PFOSA & Btk
S E AR G, 0 B X B 5 AT AR I A7 0% X I
FH ) K U5 PFASs fY 5 2 75 e 2427
2.2 FERFPISTE YRR 25
2.2.1  FEALEVARKS 25 S0

23 Fl PFASs 7£ 6 27K i s th A2 | & &
B SR RAATE 2 S (WK 4). Kl
PFASs 4RSI A . (025 | 58 (13 ) >
SKRIEC12 Bl > A (11 A > DESE (10 )
>N (Hifh) (6 F). BRIN T ash, HEmhest
SRS R R 100% . s SRR AL K
rh AR R 324 PROS, D16 RS 5L AT T
i HU 43514 PFHXA | PFBA F1 PFDA.

6 FEFE S BN A Y L, BAE AR R
( D PFAS) 5F# & &, BRIGE i b & B B v i
J&t > PFBA (3.00 pg-kg '), DU & H Y

4

> PFHxA (6.46 pg-kg™') ok, He 4 Kpeih &

g =

e
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By > PFOS (WL 5). ATk h
PFHxA . PFNA | PFDA | PFUA F1 PFTrDA %5 5 ffi2

SrER B T VB S BIRE AL, PFBS MU 7E DL 3

=3 PFASs Ao B ERHEEMED

Table 3 Spearman correlation analysis for the PFASs components

RS E T HE S R (LA 2).

PFBA PFHxA PFHpA PFNA  PFOA PFDA PFUdA PFDoA  PFTrDA  PFTeDA PFBS PFOS PFOSA
PFBA 1 -0.183™ 0.081 -0.395" -0.038 -0.270 -0271" -0.317" 0.158" -0.233" -0033 -0.123" -0.093
PFHxA 1 -0.015  0.267* 0.158* 0.234™ 0.217*  0.304™ 0.083 0.195"  -0.095 0.213™ 0.187™
PFHpA 1 -0.22™ -0.106 -0.261™ -0.34™ -0.126" -0.138" -0.167 0.0%4 -0.087 -0.244™
PFNA 1 0.441™ 0.732™ 0.74™  0.473™ 0.177™ 0.528™  -0.010 0.547™ 0.377™
PFOA 1 0.415™ 0.469*  0.253™ 0.127" 0.364™  -0.219"™ 0.368* 0.198 ™
PFDA 1 0.846™  0.626™ 0.408™ 0.640™  —-0.057 0.779 ™ 0.621™
PFUdA 1 0.556™ 0.427™ 0.630™ -0.042 0.659 ™ 0.560 ™
PFDoA 1 0.443 ™ 0.634™ -0.180" 0.605™ 0.625™
PFTrDA 1 0.644™  -0.205™ 0.488™ 0.663 ™
PFTeDA 1 -0.203" 0.633™ 0.618™
PFBS 1 -0.153"  -0.149"
PFOS 1 0.699 ™
PFOSA 1
1) " FIR P<0.01, ZREWREE; «FR0.01<P<0.05, ZFHDE
F4 SEHRPFASs HHRHER
Table 4  Detection results of PFASs in the various species sampled
P == R¥A
v ; o i 2 O SR
2 g 3 : 3s 41
eS| PFASs fif  PFASs 41/} Bl /g ke~ %
N PFBA | PFUdA | PFOA | PFDA | PFNA | PFTrDA | PFDoA | PFHxA
@ 7% N N N N N N N N ), .
s 13 PFTeA | PFHpA | PFBS, PFOS, PFOSA PFOS(15.80) 100
N PFUdA | PFOA | PFDA | PFNA | PFTrDA | PFDoA, PFHxA | PFBS,
nES 10 PFOS. PFOSA PFHxA(5.77) 100
N PFBA | PFUdA | PFOA | PFDA | PFNA | PFTtDA | PFDoA | PFHxA
,i:’ﬂl\— N N N N N N N N o
R 13 PFTeA, PFHpA | PFBS, PFOS, PFOSA PFOS(S.03) 100
N PFBA | PFUdA | PFOA | PFDA | PFNA | PFTrDA | PFDoA . PFHxA
N % N N N N N N N N ~
Bl 12 PFHpA | PFBS | PFOS, PFOSA PFOS(4.17) 100
T2 6 PFBA | PFHpA | PFOA | PFNA | PFOS, PFOSA PFBA(1.14) 100
PFBA | PFUdA | PFOA | PFDA | PFNA | PFTrDA | PFDoA | PFHpA
=] N N N N N N N N
Jn 11 PFBS. PFOS. PFOSA PFDA(11.22) 93.5
RS BEHERPFASs HANTHEENKRHEE pg-kg™!
Table 5 Average concentrations and Z PFAS of the PFASs components in the various species sampled/pg-kg ™!
2 JES Hes BE S 2 TN
PFASs
) Fgdk > PFAS FHER D PFAS THHE D PFAS TH&HE D PFAS g D PFAS FIaH D PFAS
PFBA 0.05 3.80 — — 0. 08 5.11 0.22 7.83 0.15 3.00 0.07 3.02
PFHxA 0.43 35.18 1.29 6. 46 0.05 3.06 — — — — 0. 40 18.17
PFHpA — — — — — — 0.02 0.6 0.09 1.77 0.01 0.05
PFOA 0.07 5.83 0.03 0.16 0.09 6.00 0. 06 2.11 0.02 0.42 0.04 1.65
PFNA 0.30 24. 89 0.02 0.11 0.28 18.16 0.04 1.29 0. 01 0.13 0.05 2.13
PFDA 0.32 25. 68 0.01 0.04 0.15 9.51 0.03 1.23 — — 0.06 2.84
PFUdA 0.38 31.58 0.02 0.10 0.23 14. 84 0.14 4.90 — — 0.10 4.65
PFDoA 0.03 2.61 0.02 0.11 0.04 3.43 0.01 0.32 — — 0.03 1.28
PFTrDA 0.25 20. 41 0. 01 0. 06 0. 19 12.33 0.17 5.95 — — 0.14 6.59
PFTeDA 0.03 2.85 — — 0.03 1. 80 — — — — 0.02 0.92
PFBS 0.09 7.35 0.26 1.29 0.15 10. 00 0.01 0. 46 — — 0.05 2.43
PFOS 1. 16 95.59 0.07 0.35 0.93 60. 50 0.40 14.32 0.07 1.45 0.44 20. 06
PFOSA 0.13 11.26 0.15 0.76 0.14 9.21 0.03 1.11 0.01 0.16 0.08 3.72

2.2.2  AIEEESTE YL AL RREAE

3 Frs A IR SRR T

150 W) & DTk R R R & PROS, 43 i R
35.64% . 39.27% . 35.08% Fl 29.59% ; H K J&
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Fig. 2 Average pollution levels of contaminates

in the various species sampled
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2.3 S5EPNAMIFIEE B R
Bergera AL I A 4y BB R i 2 M Vi ) £ 2K
FRREH T PFASs, & & fR i 12 PFOS, Jf HA4EGN R
WA S0 T Y e B 5 T % M. Domingo 2512 Xif
PUBEA N2 % JE W IX 7K 7™ i i PFASs #E1T0F5T,

KU i 7 Fh PFASs, V5 44 ¥k B 5 i (9 1L 2 PFOS.
Schuetze %"V 1 Nania 2572 43 51 K6 I T il [ 11 3
R T A f S PRASs TS 34 KF-, KB PROA 11
AR A

[l N7 T, Gulkowska 25 A& 7 ) A #F L
7K S PFASs B9 & i, Fr A AR T
PFOS, &H 4 0.30 ~13.9 pwg-kg™", FM PFOS K
F B PFASs 15 44204, Wu 25129 [ T S B it
R F B VU I 6 48 0 IR T R DL 2 13 A
PFASs V5 YIE B0, T 25 7t farp PROS 11 7% & i
B, A 1.04 pg-kg . Zhao ZPVHIGE TR =M
SR IR T i DL AW 9 B PFASs 143 A FRAIE
T 6 FPel gy, ¥4 4E PFOS F PFBA, PFOA 1Y
i R AR, (H 5% F PFOS Fl PFBA.

3R PFASs 15 YRR AE A 58 2 S5 v T fa 28
XK, RFRBTHEX LY EZ 6 K™, Kl
PFASs FhEFIE W B 2 | 0l g5 A 7% W U
) PFASs %5 (23 F) ¢, PFOS & &5 & 4
55, PFOA kil %y | &k, 520 ot 55 46 ).
ABFFE T PFOS fefm & il 15.80 pegekg™', 5
Gulkowska 251 X 7= M ¥ 4l 72 0 K6 A9 13,9
wg-kg T HEUT, M5 Wu Y Zhao %P X R =
FAH IR PR A 1,04 F11. 47 pg-kg ™' 22
SR, R T BR = MAORRIIR T PFASs 15 44 9 X
P25
2.4 RN

US EPA #5E PFOS #l PFOA 1Y RfD™! 3 51Ky
0.025 pg-(kg-d) " H1 0.333 pg-(kg-d) ', 2015
AP E AR K S 2 11,2 kg™, M
NBPEIRE Z 60 kg, #ITHAY PFOS Al PFOA -
BE A L6 A, 11 E] PROS A1 PRFOA
AIHR M 9.21 x 1077 ~2.37 x 107, ¥i/NF 1,
LA I R A O RE B, PFOA 1 PFOS i A 1) 7
A RS IR

3 it

(1)) N B 7K ™= ALK PFOS F1 PFOA
513 Bl PFASs 4143, #5410 19 B R
11.0% ~ 76.8% , # i i = N 15.80 pg-kg™'.
PFOS H5As R 5 55 (76. 8% ) , “F-¥ 54 0.99
pg-kg ™, K AR TS L TTER RIS 35. 15%.

(2)6 Z5FEN o PFASs Bk R N 93.5% ~
100% , % tH (% PFASs PP | B 4% & M FRAE TS
Yol A AP AE W] O RE S 22 k. 2k s
Sk AN T 0 R AE 35 YL 20 43 & PROS, i I
FFNHEEL i 5353 )& PFHxA H1 PFBA.
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