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Science, 2025,45(2): 925~934

Abstract: Electroplating is one of the most significant sources of perfluorinated and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFASs) in the
environment. In this study, the occurrence of PFASs in soil of a relocated electroplating plant was analyzed. The probabilistic health
risk was evaluated using Monte Carlo simulation, and the soil screening levels of PFASs were suggested. The soil samples were
detected with 8PFASs, and perfluorooctane sulfonate (PFOS) was detected with the highest detection frequency of 89% and
concentration of 388ng/g among the targeted PFASs. The distribution of PFASs in soil was impacted by the locations of production
units. The total concentration and concentrations of single PFAS such as PFOS, perfluorohexane sulfonate (PFHxS) were
significantly higher in soil at chromium plating department (P<0.05). Intake through human oral exposure of soil PFASs accounted
for 75.2%~77.6%. Carcinogenic risk of perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) was 6.22x10 ', showing no carcinogenic risk in soil. Non
carcinogenic risk quotient of PFOS was larger than 1based on the deterministic values of the exposure factors, while other PFASs
showed no non carcinogenic risk. Monte Carlo simulation showed that the risk quotient of PFOS ranged from 0.731 to 5.38, with
95% quantile being 3.85. The 95% quantile values of risk quotient of other PFASs were between 8.77x10 ¢ and 0.0137. The soil
screening levels of targeted PFASs ranged from 78 to 38826ng/g, and PFOS was found to have the most strict level of 78ng/g.

Key words: PFASs; soil; occurrence; probabilistic health risk; screening level

AR AL S W (PFASS) & — B2 B TS PEF T ) £ 25 48 451,195 1~2004
V2 RTE IR A BTG B, A 5 A g e BRI IR
— ) % IgFS B HA: 2024-07-30
H%:'i\ Tl = AR /ﬂ\:%ﬁ[) g
&”“ EBmERBE ii&%ﬁ]w%% U BRWE. R ARSI H (412177404) AL /L AR SR
JE— S E B TR SRR L PFASs MuRE PRI SE 4 BT H (Y2022-006)
P %?%%‘ﬁ%,ﬁﬁﬂ(ﬁﬁﬂ,%EZF{Z}EH?Zz‘g’ﬁ\ = * SUTLAER, WIFT, zhangwenyu@cee.cn




926 HOE

R 45 %

EERRERR AT E R . 4%
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AR B U AR AR R AR B R
A, CAEDOHKPL ek st kP et
39101 2% 2 Bh R BT A T, LA S N AR A B e A
PFASs. 76 BR ¥l 23 AN 8 5 (1) 3% £ 4 90 R /K
PFASs (14 B 50%, 4 3 Ll R (PFOS )ik
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O A W9 R W, PFASs o] DLl 988 .
7K I 5 e N N A R A S [ i s rh oo AT B
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2022 = kAW T s Jepnia AT 8 75 %0, Hod PFOS
25 PFOA 2K & PFHxS 28 I S8 s 1t v e,
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YRS I FE SO ER U HEG 2RSS PFASs [ E %
KPR 2 — IR P45 J5UK L PFOS 323 4 HoAth PFASs
B 6:2 SR BUBESLRRER £5), (H KT8 L 4R 1)
AR 2338 R LT B T oA B e UL S B e W,
F A% Tl bl X 75 K FR I PFASs S i ik 43 1 T
AT Z A 5 i UL R T P Al 3t B v
3 PFASs [R175 YLREAE S HL A B XU 1 A 75 2]
I 2 RVE A SRR AL X R O T ) ) X
FEFEI R R 1985~2000 4F {5777 i 4 7= Wt A A,
TR BB o 0, I R P B APIRAS B T 13 rh PFASs
PIRAE 7K B A R AR50 4T, LG T PFASs 4875
e 5 42 7 BI040 A R OK 2R SR H 22 R P (Monte
Carlo) 48l 7 ¥2%, 196 HUAS R AR 2R 22 BI04 T M5 X
B VP AT e BH T 7 A XU ) PFAS PR e - B2 FR i
o IR T A MR A A AT, b B H R

Tk AP PFASs [R5 7 B A A 2 o0 400 40 AN I Hs
S, AT kg B 6 v G () 9 B A ) e S it 255

1 MR57AE

1.1 FEECREE

| X RATRRZ) 8200m?, P AT BE 9 AN FAE 4 H:
H AR P AR 5000m> 7847 X LA 3 8 ANRkE
ML E TG B AR A L RN YRR, YHUK
APV 1 FTR). T 2020 4F 10 A 3#E4T L3R
R, SRR T Sl 0.2m, KAE S B LR 1,135
FE Al AR A R4 5 F 45 AR 2,88 5 e N SR T
(PP) %5 48 N PRI A HH AR AT, 12 1] 5256 5 )5 AR AT
T 4°CURH rp BB I H A 1 R SEBUR KA R 10 5t
8, [ AN - 3R R 4R 2 AN PATHE
1.2 WS

17 FeFAEWOLE 1) 12 FrFEAE N
(®C,~PFBA,"Cs-PFPeA,"*C,~PFHxXA, "> C4~PFHpA,'
3C,~PFOA, “Cs~PFNA, "C,-PFDA,"C,~PFUnDA,
BC,-PFDoA, ?0,-PFHxS, " C4~PFOS, *Cs~FOSA)
18- Wellington 23 w] (IN3EK). 5656 it H L R4
FF 5 35) A o i 40 ) BT Thermo Fisher 2y ), = 4lizK
A Milli-Q 47K HL(Millpore,USA).

A HERE AT SR P R o A € v e T T
B X Aquity UPLC—Quatro Premier XE(Waters, 5%
N H AR gk AT € & 20 4, (a4 UPLC BEH
C18 VBUAH B 1 A A Hir A 2R 75 O 2,
[E]). & FHASEUS (Thermo, 55 [E)HEAT JLAb A 2% . FE
MAFERH WAX & AH 25 B A (6mL,150mg, Waters,
FEIE ) KA IR A (g, r ) SRR T 2 D e
(GF/F,47mm, Whatman, 7% [¥] )%,

1.3 FESALEE K oM 7 v

1.3.1 FUAE L KGR E A AR TS 48h, X
BRIREE N BR IR 100 H 57, 38R b it 4
AL ARG E B4R EPA 163318, L1 Gan
A lONRIF ST AT R BN A bR TR AT e
eI 22 A 3 AR, SR FH R R 7R R, 20 i AR v
WLER 3 R B i ok R o i A A EL
FE WA & 48, Uk T v 138 ) 32 R s Al R SO i
0.5mL Hid 0.22pum PP A4 R AL BB, T E A /N
Hh B VA R, A AT

1.3.2 B ik AR5k % EPA
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BRAE . HAE TNV VG e 458 R PFASSs (75 YeRrHE A At e XU 927

16338 D) J2 Gan 2619, Ma PO 5T 6 v 0B
A IERBNAE A 2mmol/L T PR /K VA R P I A
U N 30°C, FiLiE Sy 0.3mL/min, BERE R 10uL. =R AH
ORI BE A B Ky 2 AN O~7min, B 1 40%26 M T,
£ 100%, PREF 3.5min )5, 37 ZI VK & 2] UG 3ERE H A3,
ST 3min G451 HUWE 25 B AL IR(ESD), 51 B T
A AR 2, 22 B WA I 77 20 (MRM). 25 1 15 25 HA, s
~4500V, 3/ 450°C.

1.3.3 JRERIES REEG AR 20
ok R P R AN T AR UE /R 4 R (QA/QO) FE T,

FHXE T A i A WL AL &), PFASSs 123 BT i A2 A1
LR R A B KB PFASs 78 R A 2% 1 (I
B, 52 56 HEAN R R SR ] PP A o A s HE AN 2% Y
%) PTFE 1 38 A 35 5 46 o4 AN B A9 A it 23 B R
FH A b S v ) I 3 R 0 R i, 2 R
P RKL . PFASs.LLHFR PFASs (il g {5 I Lt
(S/N)Ay 3/1 [ PEAE A th PR (LOD), LA 1%
U 15 e L (S/AN) R 1071 1Rk AR g O v o 2 BR
(LOQ), H #% PFASs ] LOD. LOQ. & AAF & M5
Mras W 1.

F# 1 B#rPFASs BIRIESE. REE. HRKEURBERZERFSF). SEFIERMD)

Table 1 Abbreviations, detection and quantification limits (LOD and LOQ), detection frequencies, concentrations, and cancer slope
factoe (SF) and reference dose (RfD) of targeting PFASs
H b P, LOD (ng/e) LOQ(ng/g)  Hetli#(%) B PRI EE e B SF RD
(ng/g) (ng/g) (ng/g) [(kg-d)/mg] [mg/(kgd)]
TR PFBA 1 25 0 - - - - 0.001"
AR PFPeA 0.5 1.5 11 2.61 2.61 2.61 - 0.0000038%
AR PFHXA 0.5 1 0 - - - - 0.0005"
AR PFHpA 0.25 0.5 0 - - - - 0.000005%
R PFOA 0.1 0.25 11 0.55 0.55 0.55 0.07" 0.000003"
TR PFNA 0.05 0.1 0 - - - - 0.000003"
RIS PFDA 0.05 0.1 0 - - - - 0.000005”
(o PFUNDA 0.025 0.05 11 0.132 0.132 0.132 - 0.0003"
o L PFDoDA 0.025 0.05 0 - - - - 0.00005"
AT Pl R PFBS 0.01 0.02 56 0.506 0.496 0.494 - 0.0003"
AR OB RTR PFHxS 0.01 0.02 56 7.07 1.75 0.421 - 0.00002"
AR PR TR PFOS 0.01 0.02 89 388 56.0 6.53 0.000002"
A RIS TR PFDS 0.01 0.02 33 1.94 0.708 0.157 - 0.000012%
KoY BT FOSA 0.0025 0.005 56 5.93 3.57 3.57 - -
or T WU PFTeDA 0.01 0.02 0 - - - - 0.001"
ot e 7 PFTrDA 0.01 0.02 0 - - - - 0.000012%
A BB IR PFHpS 0.01 0.02 0 - - - - -

V)75 Y25 MBSO Sk I USEPA “ [ 7% {8 (Regional Screening Levels)” P':2) 75 4L BEME S ke (48 si % 07 M PR 885 5 i 2% 5 & 1203) V5 i

PECHK 15 5 1 S B i T8N R O ).

1.4 RRZ{ BE RS PP A 77
1.4 VPEE BRSO ETEN PRASs #ERMER
AP 3 B R A A AN AR LR L W
S DR B Rl - 8 14 rh PFASs 9 A 44
PEAIAT S 1 F R BT AR (T
v Gk B U A 5 RS PR A B R S ) (DB11/T
656-2019) 2l 753k T AN 7 4 2 3 42 05 e 43k
AT, W (1)~(3):

C-IR_-EF-ED
EDI,,, =—————-10"° (1)
. BW AT
C-SA-AF-ABS-EF-ED | _
EDI, 00 = 107 ()

BW AT

C-PM,, -IR, -EF-ED
BW - AT
A EDL b AN ) % 25 0 15 1975 2 ) N 1= mg/
(kg'd);C Hy 3G Gk 5 mg/kg 75 Y ) Jo B iR
NP B IR R R R 2 L LRSS UK 2,
F SO LE KRN B IARE L AR ¢ Al a X3,
7 L& R IR B0 KBS 5 G )1 5 B AN A i
FEAA MR N LA 11 JEfkHefuh . 1
W - S ROk B R A R B A L (4):
HR, = EDI, -SF )
S HR A SR G AN [ F5 N\ 38422 11 350 URG: 7K
VL EESE A &R R R 7 30T B0 R R T

EDI 107 3)

PN o
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(mg/(kg-d)) HUE LK 1 ARS8 KGAKCFE s
L) V- $5) B R T 57 R0 B R BN 1B DL —
T2 55 7 12 1 2 5 74 H LK (5):
HIi:& (5)
RfD - SAF
L HE O HERh TG P AN RN R A% 1) AR S0 XU
TP B RS 7, C B A0 RID hy #5278 7 X R 2k
Z 255, mg/(kg-d), AWK 1;SAF hyFkig T+ 1E
(1225 74 43 TG 2R 500, T B 0, B 0.5,

1.4.2 FEEMTE HRAEAHEE TR+ Ak
gt R SRV (1) 1= 398 v G 0 B AE, Je Fig 4 -3 s el
B AT AR T %A X A Al B f XU 7T A 2
IS5 8 T 2% (L, o N ARkt BRE T A7 XU, 1
HE— 2 F P 0 AR XS DA 5 e AR S G
RS AT ABIF 5% 1] 482 52 S0 A6 KT HE. 10°,
RS2 AR S0 KBS AT EUE R 145 T H252 AR KT
RN FI(5),PFASs 175 127 2 FUONE AN B0 K%
U5 L2 2, [N 454 2R (D)~(3), AT 4575 YL 1B A

®2 BMEXRKEITESHEXREE

Table 2 Exposure parameters and values in deterministic and probabilistic methods

RBEBH P Ay T {2 AR SR
EF. %% JUFE R AR d/a 350 =40 min=180,mode=345,max=365
EF,% RN B R AR d/a 350 =40 min=180,mode=345,max=365
ED " JLEEE W a 6 XHRIE A A m=3.16,5=2.84
ED,”" PPN a 24 STHUE A 45 A m=11.7,5=7
AT S0 T 2N ] d 27740 T NRAL A a=28089,b=404
AT, - B A FH B TR d 2190 - -
BW7! JLFEE AR kg 19.2 KEHE A5 oA m=16.68,5=1.48
BW,P"! BNATE kg 61.8 S IE A A m=59.78,5=1.07
IR, P8 LR mg/d 200 =Y R min=66,mode=103,max=161
IR, PUNER: 9N mg/d 100 Vi il min=4,mode=30,max=>52
PM;* EILN b7 ek pg/m’ 119 S EIE A A m=1453,5=4.535
SA 3 JUTE B ok 2 FE T AR cm’ 2848 Y513 A min=1300,max=3100
SA,Z30 JRN Bk 2 B T AR cm’ 5374 Y513 A min=3600,max=5760
IR, 27 LSS m’/d 7.5 Y550 A min=4.7,max=6.4
IR, ;2" BN TN T m’/d 14.5 pofel il min=11.8,max=16.7
ABSq Be R R - 0.1 - -
AF, JUTE 7 IR 4 R 2 mg/em? 0.2 - -
AF, AR B R P L3 R AL mg/em? 0.07 - -

T :miny S /M mode i Ak B max Ay i K AR m A V-3 S A MR HE 2 sa g B/ IMEL S0 A1 (K52 LS K60 o Wl IMEL M AT RS S KL

1.4.3  MEFRSPHT  HETa R0 XU PR A e i v 4
17 IR B 2 0 o 1k (A AR AT E iR AR B A 14
X RE R SN IR 22 S IX A B e 2 B 1) AR S PR e Al
VAl 4l B A i 22, 3 R Ag HE XGRS 1) o il B IR
2714 Monte-Carlo #4072 1 XU DA,
A DL A AN S 1, B A B 50 R G KR A
KA B S S UM 0 A 5N VP Al AR
A, o REHLANRE 1) 77 kAT 22 G ARELAUL, 3R X
FROAEL e R AT RS PPy 45 S

K H Crystal Ball 11.1.45(Oracle Co.,USA)#EAT
Monte—Carlo A54LL, 15 56 Aff e KU VAL A28 1) B A L AR
MR B R I AR BT GR(D~(3)), B e A . 2
Wi VERIm R R, IR SR RS
5 1 R A AN 2 8 A, v I N ORL ) i
(PM ) HI - TH S W N - 39 ook 3 17 1) 22 i 120, 0L

AN E P2 T BURN - SERURL i A5 KU PR AN B
P, LA SORE PMo 1 2 AN 52 S50 ARG e [ 1
B G RS A SHIE ST L B o BRI 28 i 2 400y
A HH DG T, KA 1 2 M0 43 A BT 3
2 R AR Wang 255 AT %1, AL 58 2% S i b X
25T PMyo & AT A BT A Al AR A SR
TP AL DX RERAFE K22 T PM o 5 M

AWFFTBOE KRB 10000 7R, BAR K-
BE 95%. 1ESHE R PRI i fe b, nT L]
I AT B 0 BT, RO A 0T e RRE RS DAl 45 R 5%
M 5 K PR PR 25 - R A L DR,

2 HRE5SH

2.1 4% 113 PFASs [ AaH-AE
AR ST BT R SRR N, STk
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PFBS. PFHxS il FOSA £ H 1k 50%, 177 PFOA.
PFPeA. PFUNDA XA —NFF 5k Hi PFASs HLA 1)
WL ND~388ng/g, He ik i Bt =i 14 PFOS,
AR R 6.53ng/g, FIMEIAE] T Séng/g; Hoik
 FOSA, A AE My 3.5Tng/g;PFPeA (A —NFE
i R IR N 2.6 1ng/g, HAth ) ok AR, Ao
HINET Ing/g AWFFT L3+ PROS )% 5 i, 1T fig
S HUAE LR ] (2000 4ETTPFOS 1F 8% 2 40
FUFEABRE L3 i 7 -3 b PFOS IRk 5 i T
At PFASs. AHFFT o 13 PFOS f5 KRk JE D& i
FEE EPA (1 s A FH R A, AR AT F R T faAE
I 6 31 o R R,

450

(a) PFASSHI 5 4 R [_]pFOS

400 L 7 J PFHxS
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35¢ ] ] PFPeA

30k [T]proA
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Fig.1 Composition ratio of PFASs in soil and the sketch map

of sampling locations

J X L3 PFASs (123 [ 40 41 5 42 77 B G 1 4
A5 BLAT— @A I 1 A] 40, B AR 47 1a) 3R
it PFASs Fh2E2 T IHARRAE AL 6 R ks
I PFOA ANAEREES 42 A1 RE S A th, JL Ok v
IK AL BRI AL T IR S JEAS 5 R, H PFPeA 1Y
TEMCRE ity oA H AR RO 13 Fhd)

U EFEPERE AR RO A U0 P AR T2 R
P2 X A3 PRASs SRR, i fr TR
FEDX ) SO K HL T 4 B PFAS, AT fig 2 il T-7E 7= 1 |) K
<K R A 3 s 1 DR P st R R £ 20% 1 PFOS
A HERCH AR A X - PFASs (R it mT
Rk AR L3t PFASs AUt 2580
A T B R 2R IR 1) 3R 5 PFASs 1R R 8 25
T HARE 5 (P<0.05),5% PFOS ¥ % (388ng/g) i T
I A R KE 55 2 4h PFHXS (R 9k B B A 0
(7.07ng/g).

AW5TH PFASs W B2, UL 2 PFOS W35 i 13
AT 5 HP ¥ Y b X 3 G 7 o ] v b X
+3Erh PFOS ¥RV n.d.~1.7ng/g L a0 BL
RARMRX K T ¥R B2 24 0.0813~0.637ng/g 1]
PFOSPY; Fig Ay i s 358 v PFOS Kt Frvik Ji5
Y8 N n.d.~0.7ng/gP 78 JE WK Koshi ik 143,
PFOS i tH IRV A A n.d.~0.1ng/g® M\ Washington
BT RIF S R] S0, A ERVE 133 PFASs 175 5k %
N nglkg G AT TR CAROT i gE) 3
PFASs #< 5 70 # 15 5o i, JU 3L /2 PFOS ¥R B2 1) I 35 1
Tt WA 37y s £ 52 8] PEASs (19975 4t 45 1) J2 52 5]
PFOS 1754,

5 S Ay P A T B X A S AR SR 5T B A, AR
FULHE T PFOS < /K F-AH 224, T L : DXAH G 14
PFOS ¥l 17.1~309ng/g!"®), FifF 11Xl 0.08~
4.56ng/g? Li 25 P8 AE da 4 Tk e XK 0.4~
53.8ng/g (1) PFOS. At H Hi S 7 PFASSs 75 Y37 HuAH
IR W],PFOS ¥ e 38 oy HH 5 R P e
[f) PFASs -~ {EAN A A0 - 3 v (1) P 240k )5
U FE A ng/g~pg/g BN Lk PFOA WK IE
PR, FE AN [ FH 278 398 v (R P4 B L 2.9~
24.4ng/eP") EHAER BT LR SRR
U1 Mattias 55 7F i 30 175 s TR i b 30 PFOA
(RIS R h 100%, Bt il 75 2 T 287ng/e!' % 53X
LE 37 HAF LG, A5 TR S PFOA IR FE AR fhi
I, 3X 55 HLAE AL 1) T S35 AR K.

2.2 W) 11 PFASs FIRER XS

221 AFFEBEEREBAE R EPA MK
UL PFASs A A fi B 5% i AR GBI 9 POV T 4,
PFOA S N AL A W8 70 1 B0l U &0 L (R 3),
PFOA £ 11, 2 JRFEAlAIN 30N 3 AN s
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(i 42 iy FA AR N B0 3 7.032%1071°,2.249x107"°
M 6.586x10 “mg/(kg-d), & £ A & ik F 9.347x
10 ’mg/(kg-d). H P 28 1 B B RN 75.2%,
28 17 P s R MR - S SR 34 A28 1 BN A 43 ) o
24.1%F1 0.7%, ASMF 57 1 ,PFOA  F 8505 RN F 2
Wit 2 BB A4 1.5 PFOA RAERAHEA
11T Monte—Carlo #4),3 Flig 12 N & DL s 4%
AN 95% M H sy 5k 2.157%10 °,1.199%10 '°,
5.078x10" f1 3.286x10 ’mg/(kg-d).

ZHh PFAS 20 N A= A JE S0 KU, 6 - B —
V5 G 0 AR SO SN, 25 e N TREAE ) L3 ) R i 2 3

(10 s 5 I T4 5 11 S v Ay HE R B AT VT L BN
B s W) B PROS, 2N 4.997x10 *mg/(kg-d), Lt
PFHxS. PFPeA. PFDS. FOSA A E 2 ML
4,k PFOA. PFUNDA. PFBS & 3 MR &
YT IR RN R B IMR IO & 1 i ke
i PR A ROk H 28 1 g R T B
77.6%, 28 57 KL Al E Nt (7 22.1%, 1 48 P, 1 438
RN 0.3%,R1 PFASs (1 9F 80 2%
AR 2 W I 0 1 R A AR 7 AR N L I
ANJAi& 4 PFASs HIHEAN #=HEAT Monte Carlo &
fUL,LPFOA Fl PFOS HEHL 45 Kk 3.

% 3 PFOA #1 PFOS B[R 12BN E K& Monte Carlo #EHl4E R

Table 3

Intake through different exposure routes and the result of Monte Carlo simulation

S FIR A (mg/(kg-d)]

JLHE IR S [mg/(kg-d)]

e PFOA PFOA PFOS
SEAH SRR I 4G R SEAH SRR R A SEAH SRRV AR 4G L
25% 6.014x10™" 25% 1.745%10°° 25%  1.233x10°
o 50% 8.978x10™"! 5 50% 2.333x10” o 50%  1.650x10°
L0 7.032¢10 o 5.494x10 o 3.876x10 .
75% 1.313x10 75% 3.019x10 75%  2.133x10
95% 2.157x10 '° 95% 4.010x10° 95%  2.821x10°
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T e, LU M B AT 34577 A 1 HR 19 95% 73 v A1 43 5l
1.541x10", 8.50x107%, 3.61x10"° LA 2.37x
10",

AR A AR AL e T AR5 R VA WL Y, B
T T LIRS X R LB EUE A 0.5, TN
WX SHOEER 2), P B BT A H )
PFASs RS0 A 3 KU HI 1 K 2)/MIF 4 PFOS.
PFPeA. PFHxS. PFOA. PFDS. PFUnDA. PFBS,

e PFOS ) HI %3] T 5.00,PFPeA ] HI 4 0.018,
HAb 5 G AR 38/ F 0.01, 068 A A& S0 fil fe
AT A /I DR G A 5 4% 4 ()75 4 3 ) PFOS
XA EAT AN O] 2RI A B XU 5 AN Rl A 15 B )
TN AL, S 48 L1 2 5 i 42 10 HT S,
AR RS 1~2 MRS I PFOS T4
IR FE A 210 HI 4 3.88, Hofl i Fhis Nigfs
AT HL ANT LACREE s A0 R 4% 4 ) - 48
fit PFOS (1) HI KT 1LHACRAE BN T 1L 54
i1 PFASs [ HI #£47 Monte Carlo #5401, 45 = un &l 2 fir
75 PFOS [ HI JuHlh 0.731~5.38,95% 7 i £ Ky
3.85,HI KT 1 HIMEZR N 99.18%. L4 6 F PFASs
HI 1) 95% M 3 f7a Dl 8.77x10 °~0.0137 394K T
A2 AR S0 A KT
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Fig.2 Cumulative probability curves of non—carcinogenic risk of soil PFASs
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XfHFRE PFASs U B S F = Y R
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YU 78~38826ng/g, H 1 PFOS i 1% {H & 1K, A
78ng/g, VURK ) PEFBA. PFBS,/NHk (K] PFHxA, A%
f) PFTeDA. PFUnDA ¥ RfD {54 &, s MK,
JiEMEAE 10°ng/g KT~ At PFASs IR IE(E 370
10°~10°ng/g 7K “F-. 5 EPA“[X 43 #fi 1% {# (Regional
Screening Levels) 25 H 1) 5 A3 FH b -+ 458 9 2 L AH
FPU s T AT 1.6~2 45,0022 2 il T B
N 5 5% 2 B AN (), 26 B A F U AN 7] BT ad
HCII(EPA F LA Ny 15ke, IR E L 19.2kg!™).
HI3R 4 AT 00, 0K 4 P b 39 05 2 A LU AT 5T
HORF 5> PFASs 9z {8 52 &, 4 PFOS. PFBA.
PFHxXS EAWFFUIIE(E S 1~2 N EEYL,PFPeA
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0.000003mg/(kg-d).

B 2 ) 24 WE T AN T K e PFASs 1) -+ 38 i
IEAE AR AEAN W S Fr. i 56 [ EPA 71 2009 44K 4
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39.5(kg-d)/mg** 1 29300(kg-d)/mg”". 3 [F M pr PR %
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(PR A A7) Jo ) A 4350l R 15.67 1 0.0211ng/g. H

17,56 E R 35 PFOS 1 PFOA 3t 11 3500 580N AH 5T,
PR T SR B K bR AE L PFOA Fl1 PFOS
A2 I B e YK P24 dng/LI),
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Table 4 Results of soil screening levels

PFASs AR5 Bl JIE N
PFBA 38826 78000 114000
PFPeA 148 800
PFHXA 19413 32000 800
PFHpA 194 800
PFOA 116 190 700
PFNA 116 190 80
PFDA 194

PFUnDA 11648 19000

PFDoDA 1941 3200
PFBS 11648 19000 61000
PFHxS 777 1300 2300
PFOS 78 130 2100
PFDS 466

PFTeDA 38826 63000

PFTrDA 466

B AR HEBR ] C e AE A BRGIE T 2
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A AR R, Ak 1358 PFASs WL E 7] fig
Fle 1) 5 RSy
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50%.PFASs i A ¥k i i [Bl 5 ND~388ng/g, 1
PFOS W J5 d5z i, doe ey UK B2 388ng/g, - Y B4y
S6ng/g.) X 13 PFASs [ 8] 7 A 5 427 B oG )
I3 A BA— A O

3.2 ZIFEE &% 3% PFASs BN
12 LA KRB SRR, oy s B N B AL U () 75.2%~
77.6%. -3 R 1) PFASs XoF A A 3= 27 A A 0 KUK,
PR T PROS. M43 #T 45 B3 W, PFOS
f) HI J5H A 0.731~5.38,95% 7 R B 3.85,HiAth 6
Fft PFASs [¥] HI [¥] 95% 3 R 5t 4 8.77x10 °~
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