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Research progress on transport behavior and numerical simulation of perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) and
perfluorooctanosulfonic acid (PFOS) in environmental media

LI Hui, DONG Xianling, GONG Tiantian, XIANG Minghui, HUANG Yuan, WANG Chen, WANG Wenhing"

(Department of Environmental and Chemical Engineering, Shanghai University, Shanghai 201900, China)

Abstract: Perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) and perfluorooctanosulfonic acid (PFOS) are widely used in the production and application of a

variety of industrial and household products. Owing to special properties such as thermal stability, chemical stability, and environmental
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persistence, they have been widely detected worldwide. At present, some progress has been made in research on the behavior of PFOA and

PFOS in environmental media. This study summarized the progress of research on transport behavior of PFOA and PFOS in environmental

media and related mathematical models. The mechanisms (electrostatic interactions, hydrophobic interactions, ligand exchange, and

hydrogen bonding) and factors (organic matter content, mineral type, mineral content, medium moisture content, ion type, ionic strength,

and pH) that affect the transport of PFOA and PFOS in environmental media, and mathematical models ( convective—dispersive model, two—

site. model, two—region model, continuous—distribution multi-rate model, multiprocess rate-limited mass—transfer model, and TOSD

transport model ) are discussed and summarized. This will provide a comprehensive reference basis for further scientific research.

Keywords : perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA ); perfluorooctanosulfonic (PFOS); transport; mathematical model; numerical simulation

EREAG Y (PFCs) & — RN N AL HE Y, H
A7 G T 20 e i 3Rz N T Tl R s
i, A AR U PR32 AR LR VB
A2 BT B LR AL R A, X {45 PFCs i i Z A
WAR KR B E IR, 41 PFCs 14 il i A 2 A
DA % J IV 20 Jo a8 i 9K 42 i B A4, H AT, PRCs FE 1
A Mo P BRI A BT R Rk Iz R R pg - kg ]
pe ke ANEE s A A P2 RURD SRR B K R 1Y) 22 5%
PFCs £ 4= BRI [ P 18 B AS 7] P2 B ) B0 5% 22 5 XL
0, R 1A T FREE R UL PRCs, e H X 42 95
FR (PFOA) F 4 3 E BEE R (PFOS) 14 B8 o

PFOA Fll PFOS /2 ki H 28 45 {5 119 PFCs PR35 15 4
Wy, 2011 4EFE4T (9 — 5K I % BR, PROA % & 1 4 5%
1 66.0% ,PFOS 1 48.0%", PFOA il PFOS %43 i K
P C—F 5, X PR b= B A AR A R i 2 LA
PR TN 52 7, BB AS ) IZ AFAE TR EE N T B A= ke
7/ DN 17 AL s W PN NG TR S5 T B
3~5 al" P A, KA 45 A R, PFOA Fil PFOS
I G /f NA k=R /[ 530S DN g IR Rl
TRt ) 355 P, DA R At B AR A R Y i AR,

xR REPEANEFLEY
Table 1 Perfluorinated compounds commonly found in

the environment

Ay /RN st it
Compound name Chemical formula Molecular weight/(g-mol™)
25 T2 (PFBA) CsF,COOH 214.1
2 HULIR (PFPeA ) C4F,COOH 264.1
S5 LR (PFHxA) CsFi,COOH 314.1
L5 B IR (PFHpA) CeFsCOOH 364.1
2 HAFIR (PFOA) C/F,;COOH 414.1
ST (PFNA) CsF,COOH 464.1
SIS IR (PFDA) CoFsCOOH 514.0
A5 T LR (PFBS) C.FsSO;H 300.1
2 FC PERR (PFHxS) CsF1:SO:H 400.1
S FRE LR (PFOS) CsF:SOH 500.1
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HEH ( Convective—dispersive model , CDE) | % 55 W fff
157U (Two—site sorption model, TSM) | P [X_ 1 [iff 455 74
(Two-region model, TRM) | Z 3 K 45 7 ( Continuous —
distribution multirate model, CDMR) | 2 i 2 fI2 18 4% it
A (Multiprocess rate — limited mass—transfer model,
MPMT) #1 TOSD 1T #% #5 %4 ( Tempered one—sided stable
density based model, TOSD ) 5§ , o fifi F 4 £ 19 J& Wi
FUE ARS8

K UL, T it PFOA Hl PFOS (4 1T B L, 48 5%
PFOA 1 PFOS 7E 3R 58 4 J5T b ) 3L B ML OF 1 95 5
T PR 8 A R R B DL T B A I 3 A X T
PEAS JLPR I 52 me AT A POV R KU O,
T IX LR AL R X 4 il A5 0 PFOA 1 PROS 1
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Figure 1 The mechanism of electrostatic attraction and

[42]

electrostatic repulsion in the adsorption process
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ZAR . MG ST U SRR AL R 0 PFOA I
PFOS 7E 38558 4 5t o W B RN 38 7% I AL =2 —1, i
Ab X5 AT HL AL WD TE R A KA A R B AL A A 5
S5 UL RN R R AR AT 38 Ao R B i U S R A oK
M AUE e 45 A1, O an =X (3) BoR s IF H L A
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AH 24 U] H iy i 0 190 S B 3 30 S A A T B R

RCOO +H'+ O—CNTs—(RCOO---H---O—CNTs)"

(3)

IR, 08 g 45 il PEOA F1 PFOS 1 FR 45 g
W 1T B2 1 EEAHL ] 2 — , 7] fd PFOA 1 PROS 7£ 4
Jo Hh sz B B R B A IR S, DA T S SO AR PR v 9
FE PR

2 ZMPFOAFAPFOSEREREBHEZ

2.1 NTEREMR

C A 1 W 5% 2= B A T 09 4 34 0T i B 52
PFOA 1 PFOS W Bt FIAERS o A Py PR B H6 A
JRARLAR RIS B A AL i 0 R AR
PR 5 K A | HL 3 B3 ok W BFEAE 52 I PFOA F1I

EV PROAPFOS
+ NGER A
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B2 BKMEEIERFPFOA PFOS B B RE1T A RE™
Figure 2 Hydrophobic interaction and self-aggregation behavior principle of PFOA and PFOS®*
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A BT AR T BE AL S ) A A o Yy 2
N ARy, 7 3 R K AR A A )iz R
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MILJE 32 253 1 it /K A FH W B PROA i PFOSP, IR A
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T A TR B M AR o LY U S50 F R[] (R AR
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i 0 20 WA 2 1T A7 AR P 5 4 W 5 EL ok, i e
W A0 A7 2 TR 5 | AR A B 3R 1 97 L e 2 22, 3 B0
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25 L PTIR  FEAREE TP AT ML X PFOA Fl PFOS 7E
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PROS FEA 0T E RS 25 5 75— J 1T, A AL 2o 34 5t
A JE 2 TH U FE B £ PFOA A PROS 5 4 i 2 1
(A FEL R Y sR B R 5 | 08 , BIGH 1i # E A RN
PFOA  PFOS & 4 47 Jo 3% THI A9 W B A7 £, LA e B AIG
PFOA 1 PFOS 7841 5t 2 1 (1% W B B, 4 LA A 4
=
2.1.2 BRI

W JE (41 ALOs .a~FeOOH . Si0,) & + 4% i T
IR AR 25 KSR A 0 B 2 53 =2 — , %} PFOA FlI

R2 NRYWEMERX PFOA R PFOS EBITAMH M
Table 2 Effect of physicochemical properties of media on transport of PFOA and PFOS

5E S LRl YLy PR bR 408 A | AR EE PN
Factor Scope Pollutant Impact on pollutant transport Influence mechanism Reference
AL RN PFOS fE TR O3 4% Bt [36]
QL HEF
KIRA o (£ PFOA TR KR [51]
e Ui F ML AT 2.57% 08200 0.17% , 1 K [l k% 1y 83.529% T &
93.95%
WY Feli™) — PFOS PHITEERS , e K R 1.2 pgem™ OS] [48,52]
il QMg
AL — PFOAPFOS  HIVIAERS , SOAM SR04 0.88 pug-m 10,63 pugom ks [23.53]
QB ARAL
Si0 4 ) — PFOS TR , i KB 8 5.6~6.0 pg-m™ B [35]
TKE — PFOA KN IR R AR FUEE I [54-55]
TKABANEE N 0.68 38 K 0.76, BELHT K+ R M 2.0/ K 1.8
Ktz — BAERT 2.0 wm AN 30T A P b B E LS 2 [20]
B350 — PFOA FiAE M 0.75~0.85 mm /N K 0.35~0.45 mm , B AT R M 1.26 1
KN 1.67
VEr Xl — PFOA FiA2 M 0.75~0.85 mm /N K 0.35~0.45 mm , B AT R M 2.85 1
KN 3.98
AHIKA — PFOA HRiAZ M 0.75~0.85 mm /N 0.35~0.45 mm, B P 1~ R M\ 4.48 18
KN 6.07
FIATHLRE — PFOA TR FE AR 00 T3 A P ey B EH LS Z [20]

FERTE AL 0.016 m?- o' HE K 5 0.400 m?- g, BT 7 R M 1.67

MK N 6.07
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Al/Fe ALY AL A JERD A B R T 2517 PFOA (11T
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BRI, PFOA SZ 2 A BHIHE RSB . JF L
HE—2E RIS B, AL FR IS AL X% PROA 1) BEL i
YEHISR T Fe R I SAML YD, X2 T AR LS L
1) zeta FEL 35 F Fe B2 B (LY, 5 PFOA Z [A] (G
S| J SRR

SR BIF9E 6 BH L bR 0 S5 2 T 5 PR AR FH R )
PFOA 1 PFOS T #5400 , i A7 76 HoAth Al & fiAE FH 1
M (A R s K VE R o TANG S5 i gy 48 I 2
B, Si0.%F PFOS 1) W [ 5t AN 32 1 W Ak 22 Pk 5t (i pHL
BRSO AET Si0.%F PROS (18 Ff /2
kg s AE T CAnsi K 7E R B 8 o 78 LIN 555 1 fiff
e, R I Zn (OH), 2 EEFI X PFOA/PFOS 1) 2 bR %
e (35 96.7%) , (R 58 & B, 76 2Bk PFOA/PFOS By
B2, Zn(OH). 1 zeta HLA7 A 14, 5 PFOA/PFOS Z [i] )&
i HERRAVER , AR Zn(OH). W 4 PFOA/PFOS 3f:
AR AR 5 8, I BB A HER: T 28 -
RS AEVE R . RlE, AR, Zn(OH),
HAG— 5 WG RER, i P HEWT R UESE T KR 7R
Zn(OH ), [t PFOA/PFOS f)5ef A5 b B ] o

ZE LT, 0y I o s R A A
HLAE FH (B K VE ) 5206 PFOA 1 PROS 74 3 v (1 1T
B(E3) . —Jrif, 48 % (41 ALOs .a-FeOOH ) % I
5 BT OE FL /A R B R R BAE O R PFOA I
PFROSIER 1Y £ R K 5 I FLaiy e R B v, i e I 5 |
B B H HE R 8GR , X PFOA 1 PFOS 3T 7% 4 52 i
A [AEF, PFOA/PFOS 431 22 ]t A7 76 i v HE S
YER, XX A BB A (e EA . o5 —Jrii, 5
SEH P[40 Si0, . Zn (OH )| HA — & B /K PEI , i K 1
HF& 20 PFOA Fl PFOSiE# 1 2L [H &, i T PFOA
FIPFOS 1 C—F A S gi K e, BB ik vl e W0 e L
A —E KR Y 22T .
2.1.3 A FEKR

IR — S IR R L AN AE TR W

1% WHART]

WA Y PFOA/PFOS 731

) —

- 3

A
& @ © -
R TR, NN S S, - W
GHER Y]
A AE A
1.PFOA/PFOS 5517 1 2 181 (1 5 i W 5 | 8 R HE I
2.PFOA-PFOA . PFOS-PFOS 2 [a] i HE R
3. Ak A B CAnsi KA D

B3 W MREWRM PFOA/PFOS FIE SRR
Figure 3 A conceptual model for PFOA/PFOS adsorption by a

charged mineral surface™

X} PROA F1 PFOS (I8 77 A 520, - 7K A 1T 0 B
43 it 2 X PFOA il PROS f4 1F £% 77 A= B A ™Y
BRUSSEAU 2% {1 FLA Jib oh Xt PROA RYITEFS1 T
FIEATEIE S5 R AER AN 2 F T PROA ¥ 55 155
i 2 B B4 RS, X U0 B A B D K ORI X
PFOA £ 1) BH 7 FH BE K, X IH IR 28 < - K g 4t
H W B XF PROA SERS 520 . SILV A S 53 4 i
T TS R -k B ST B AR A BELS TR 1 6 R
%, AR A B9 45 R, s R K ST TR B
IR Bl /N T 38, b S, A 15 KRR
23 AR =K AL TR A g BE i R R, BIXS PROA
T B2 0 BEL VR R B K . BRUSSEAU 25V BF 5% 45
WESE T 3 — 0, A SERb K M A A 1.0 98/ 22 0.4
I, 25 A5 =K AL T W B 6T PROA 77 £ B LT XL I 0 33
KZE 140, LYU SR8 45 AL E B 128 K- K5t
TFT W B % PROA 76 Ay S b v () 38 8 7 A 0 K Ay BH Wi
Ve, 3 Bk — 30 B T PFOA %) b e JBE A A%, 2
FI) 0 BELV VR FTBSR 21 . BLAh, B 5 RN pH s 2t
23 =K TR B 7 A s ), HE v 2 R S ) B
RIS LA F 5% 45 5 ¢ B 2 7 5 B 1 1 o 412
T 28R =K AT W X PROA 7E AN LR A efb bt
YRR VE T, B Ca™ VEFH R T Na®, 342 T HL A o1 25
TREAR T 23 —/K Bl PROA PR B TR BB BE A1 22 1]
B HE R 7, 97 H3 T PFOA B /K FEAE I P 1Y)
T PES

25 FRTIR A B KRN T 5 R s -
JK LT B X5 PFOA F PROS 764 i b 135 4% 77 A
AR BRI A L DG A R 0 B B T 4 22 1 A Jo (A
AHERD ) R A R B R S B . IR E
A0 5B KRG, 7 A B BELIRE A A, DT 5 3K
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PFOA FI PFOS ZEA JiT H (i B i 2% .
22 BRULZMR

Vs AR 22 PE B PROA I PFOS 76 R 5% H (13T 7%
W2 AR AU o VR 2R I R R ALY
BB P2 |5 R pHL, SB[ AT DL 2E PROA
M PFOS 5 JFl IR bE Z R A EAE . 26 3 2L
2P T PROA F PROS IR 500 1 — L iF 5T
221 Bm

AN ISR — 1, R (AR R B T, i
B BT A7 AE P RE 235 AT LTS G0 i TR 28 AR AR A
IEREREE . VPR R, H 2t — M) B 27 T R o
PFOA Fll PFOS 7E A1 Jit v 1) W B 72 B, AATTT R IR PFOA
FIPFOS WL R 2. LV VR 45 LR, A K
A 5 H Y CaCl Al NaCl A A1 [R] 25 1 ¢ B2, PFOA
TE 5 CaCly [ 7 JR A7 HR 32 5] A BEL ¥ 1 FF o 58, idd
Ca® FU Na' 8575 #50ih P LA R A 3 10167 R far , AT
IS4 KA 5 PROA Z 8] () L 77, il PROA 76 41 K
AR R A% . CHEN 25/ BiF 55 45 5 22 1
PFOS 7R B Je T 7K AR 22 rh 1) W 4t B Ca™ vk B 1Y
FEANT TR {5 Na*F K*XF PFOS F W8 B ) H A 055
s, R R , 78 PROS S5 UL B RE AT (W1I—COOH
—OH %) A EAE S R, Ca> BB T Hr ok 0
[ H, fH Na Fl K3 AT R X FP/E R . XING 52
AR LIRS T 3k — W, L5 R, 95 5 L i
J5 M NaCl 2% iy CaCly B}, PROS 1 55 K H 7K e B R

T 12.2%, MISCRFEIR T 12.8%. DL EWFFR4SE ik —
HAESE T Ca* Al £E4 i 5 PFOS BY PFOA 22 [a]#2 1| BF
PAER A BTN PFOS 5 PFOA 14 W B S 384 i, DA T
AKX PFOS 3 PFOA [ iE 5 % . BR Ca™ Z4h, Mg Al
Mn* LRI H X FPREIR AR . XTANG 52 i
FEAE R, YA T b Nat 55 Mg 5 BE AR [R] i, M4 T
25 AR Na fEAE ) 250, PROA 1) K fHL7E Mg 77
FIZAE T BB K SKAIESE T KB R3S K2 T Mg
(AR S 30 T R e ThT LA R R B PR . CHEN 258711
MR AR R U, Mo (1) 76 8% 404K MnO, 50RL 4 119
LR X PRFOA A —E s 4 AE M, HFfEE Mo (1)
W T, B AESCR R T, X EHT
Mn( D) AT/ R 4%, 4 MnO, B 3% 11 4 (=Mn—OH)
HIPFOA R EE(—COOH) Z54, T il PFOA & #E7E
MnO ki,

WA, B 2L B B - (1 £7 7E 1L 23 X% PFOA F1 PFOS
FEN TR AR P AR R . SERT B SEIE I T A R
HAFAE Lo 4 W) B ER 52 25 %6 PROA il PROS 1 B 7
A BRI, QIAN S 5% 25 SR 3 B, ) 4458
BE A R I R R 1A WU, PFOS 7E - 358 rp A 1087
B R R . 33X AT BB DRk Bl 1 5 1) R B39 fin T - 3
FETT ) G Aar , N TTRRARR T 33856 PROS oW B, 25 T
SEPFROSIT RS RIHL R -

DL RS 26 B, M BH 7 0T DA A R R A
JoT 3R 181 B LA 1T AR BT 5 PFOS 5 PFOA 22 [] 14

R 3 BBRAFMERIT PFOA T PFOS EBIT A HIF M
Table 3 Effect of solution chemistry on transport of PFOA and PFOS

MBI

% A 15Uy Xt 15 eIt A (G5 i) Influenc E =GN
Factor Scope Pollutant Impact on pollutant transport chEZEiL:m Reference
BT Ca — PFOA .PFOS  $HIER R , PFOA I N 98.6% A% 1 48.9%  Fe ik O A RLfT  [28,64]
e e 5 KR L (C1Co) A 0.998 357N A 0.792; PROS AT b QM EEM
57.3% F&1% 2 43% , C/Co M\ 0.579 /N Jy 0.457
Mg — PFOA TR Ol [21]
QW iEEH
Mn* — PFOA kTR M %A H [65]
cr — PFOA .PFOS fE TR TG I [23]
REh — PFOS PR N, W R EK  10.37 380/ K 4.59 b AU [66]
B TR T HL A R PFOS JPHIAERS - W AR 1 mmol - L™ 25 7 100 mmol - L, 5 K 5 M R3S [35]
07544 wg+m™
Fo AT I FLA T PFOS PRI WM 1 mmol - L7284 100 mmol « L™, fe AW Bff 2 A ] [35]
6.2 pg-m?AE N 4.8 pgem™
1R A TR A T PFOS  IWIIEES - HeBE K 0.5 mmol - L7 ZE A 50 mmol - L', lg KM 3.32 25 47 4.29 e HESF [67]
pH — PFOA .PFOS  pH BEAK , ST A 1 FH s : pH L 52547 9, PFOA [EIC M 78.9% 78 (DFFHAER  [27,67]
1 102.3% , C/ICo M\ 0.792 725 47 0.999 ; PFOS [ #E )\ 45.3% AR 91.5%, — Q5
CIC N 0.549 7547 0.917 Gy NErd

WWW.Qes.019.CN
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LR 77, SO A J5 2 1T I B £f 177 3 5% 41 T 5 PFOS
5 PFOA Z [ L5 | 77, T B PFOS 5 PFOA 7E
Ao P R R T B R A AR A AR R . HOR, G
Mg™  Mn™ 5 4 J5t i — 225 fg 4] ( 41—COOH . —OH
4) LA K PFOS BB iR 3 4] . PFOA A9 #R iR L A 2 1] H
H—E W ERE T, B L AT LIS PROS 8§ PFOA 5
A JT 2Z 1] i L 0 5 | RN % 5 4 L 4 PFOS B PFOA
FEA 0T H A R B R B g L RS SRR AR, LA, A i
o CI AR £8 B A7 ZE L 23 % PRFOA 1 PFOS 3T £% 7™

SUIR 5 CI AT R £h 25 5 PFOA I PFOS 354+ i ¢
T PRIV, FRHAS7 25, AT PROA 11 PFOS 1) 5% o2 A A1
M BOLIE R P 5
2.2.2 BT

HR A DA X5 Y M O AE 58 22000, 75 S T V5 1

JE 123 %F PFOA F1 PFOS 1Y 3T # 4% 1 77 A= 5% i
TANG SR 5E 2B, 4R (a-FeOOH) FETH
W55 HL i (pH=9) B}, PFOS 5 a—FeOOH % [f 1) ¥ H,
51 180 F 7107 Z B AT, AH4B PROS 431 2 8] 1 L
FF 75 B 32 5 AT 5 B A R Y 3G 5 2 1 i A 4R
PFOS 73 Z M (LT T, ff PFOSIERS AL, 24
FHERRT FHS IF HL A (pH=T7) B, PFOS 541 J5i 2 I 114
FRRLVE L & S AR R B R SR L R
T X, 2 T 46 300 N zeta B A7 B R, PFOS 5 a—
FeOOH & If1 (1) B W 5 1 FH 32 2106, PROS R JfF B2
i, BRI . WANG 258 & B, PFOS Al
PFOA 7£ 4 1F B I Zh i A7 (y— AIOOH) | A W b 2 it
& CaCly Ve B 35 T B AIG L 330 /2 R T Ca Vi 2 14
2x 2 F PFOS/PFOA F1y—AlOOH 4\ 5t 2 [8] () i 1, 5 |
JIFBE . TIEAT 5 R A A BT 5 B 3G I 25 %of
PFOS/PFOA fIERS M 77 AEAH I RZ M . YOU S5
I AR, Y Ca™ VR T 100.0 5B, TR Y
zeta HLOLAH 38 A0, PROS 7 DL AR I 0 W B et 4 5
6.0 15, 1g Ky DA 2.03 1 K 2 3.41 (K W B 280 . 18
CHEN ZE R iF 55 v, Ca® ¥ & M 0.5 mmol - L7 3 K £
50.0 mmol - LB, PFOS 76 28 s b W ff 4 T 6.0
fif o LVAEIIFFE LSRR, Ca> Ve M 0.5 mmol - L
B 25 30.0 mmol - L7, 7 JK A7 3R 1 zeta HL A 3 1 6.6
mV , PFOA 7641 KA H O BA 2 40.5% 3 %2 48.4% ,
J9 7K [l % 1 58.9% [ % 51.0%. YOU ,CHEN HI LV
ST 45 R e T A b B B
58 B NS 2 R R BT 2 1T G FRL AT, 1T L 25 HE 5 Ca 1)
B 2500, AT PFOS/PFOA FE A1 J5T H (14 W {4 5t 1
PSS =221

1% WHART]

DL EWF5E 2B, FE 5571 HLA B 1T, PFOS/PFOA
54 o 2 1H ) e 5| ) B 0T 208 AN T A AR
PFOS/PFOA 43 Z [A] i i FL & 7 o 4l 32 S A, 1
Ao 5 155k B2 114 3 5 25 J il PEOS/PFOA 43122 8] [ i
LT ), (LA B e B AR . T A 8 Al LA o SR AT
PFOS/PFOA 54 Jin e 10 1 i W A o7 3= 2 A, 76
AR B TR 4 F R, PROS/PFOA 554 it 22 1fi )
T FLRE B A 2 B 5 20 T IE FL T, BT
J2 R AR08 T zeta B I FEAIR A PEFOS/PFOA 547 Jit
A EE 5] S5, G2 PFOS/PFOA 7E 47 i Y
W A RAARG S A 2584 8 5 20 Jaly 17 FRLER , B8 o B 1Y
B 25 i Ay i B H AR JE RRAIK, PFOS/PFOA 5 A it
2 11 A 5 LR TS , £ PFOS/PFOA 7E A1 Joit Hh i) 1%
B4R G L BRI
2.2.3 pH

e b T OKSEE A B, pH IR AE — R
A8 T pH A A 23 %A JoT 1 2% T BT LA B PFOA #11
PROS FEXR S RS AT Ry AR5 o il n, A o 3
THT JIT A P L Ao 5 ey £ PR B p HL R A 5
o[, PFOA Fll PFOS 7E 47 J5i i W B AR R 15
o R 2 BB . WANG P9I 58 60, 24 pH M\
7.0 F% % 4.5, PFOA Fll PFOS 78 ALOs I Fty W b ik Jig
PR T 3.0~4.01% . XING S 6 25 0, 24
pH M 9.0 (% 2 5.0 5}, PFOS it fiz A H ACHk B 15 [ )i
BRI 50.0% . ILAL, FEAR pH X} PFOA F1 PFOS i
FEAN IR FH 252 3 2 T om I RZ I . TANG SE5I%}
PFOS TEEHERA™ I 0 W BB 5% v R B0, 76 3 e+ 5
FE(1.10,100 mmol « L") 2544 7, B&EAK pH ¥ & T 3%
PFOA 7880 I 1 W% B 384 3 5 7€ NaCl ¥ & 2 100
mmol - L 4514 F , pH M 9.0 % % 4.0, PFOS A W% B 5+
{3EINT 0.9 weg-m™; MAEAE pHYE A, 7E 1 mmol -
L7110 mmol - L' (2544 T, PFOS W B 12 0l 34 i 3.0~
5.0f% FULHED, 28058 B A S I, A X PFOS
(A B 52 pHL 52 0 A R AR, 32 PR pHL B A1 3 A 1)
SR 5 5 1 i 5 1) R 5 | ) AR T G T o

pH 38 2o ARV VR T AEAE TR A A TR 2k
AT 1 ST RN U B2 0 PFOA AT PROS A W B A T 42
HILAE IR A BT e PE . ANl 4 FoR  ZERARAY
pH 4514, PFOS 5 PFOA B 55 4 Jf A7 46 i v 5|
J11E I Y R TR RS Y A ), 55 g
W) R AR BC AR SS 48, AT PFOA i1 PFOS W i 72 i
KGR IR R ARG . FESRAIE (pH=10) IR T, A i
T ILT- 58 4 2 F4k, Ik PFOS 3% PFOA 5 4 Jit
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7/9 PFOA/PFOS &)/ @SJ

B4 A[E pH Xt PFOS/PFOA R Bit 32 FE 19 22 M ™!
Figure 4 The influence of different pH on the adsorption degree
of PFOA/PFOS™!

VAT 28 A FH sl SV % L B 5 s, AT
SO0 B T R, UE T AR R M A2 2E T PFOS B PFOA
BER . LAk, pH AR AL 3 PROS 1 88 M 7 A= 59 52 il
SR R I B 5 B AR RN L UL, A TR
BB S E T, pH X PFOS 7541 5t v X 7% 14 5% 1 i
FEREAR

3 PFOA F1PFOSER B E 1 R #E L

R

TE I FHECA AR PRFOA 1 PROS HEA 7 5 (B AR 1
B, DR EAT T #0 S W B I0 AR G B 40,
PLARASH 18 PFOA F1 PFOS 1T 7% B M 56 2 800 T 8l
B T SE AT R A I BRI, AR IO B A5 AR OF
K A Langmuir J5 2 8¥ Freudlich J5 72 ol HoAth 0 [ 45 7
TR PLA IR A L LAARAS PFOA 51 PFOS 78 A G ik
B A 5 (R I B R B Ko TR A B 4R 00 B — ZE b A
R, IR 1 2 LA BT 7 (054, DA 3l 2%
sl S AR PROA B PFOS I 9 27 175 {6 184 , A T A
I PFOA 5% PFOS 7ESEPR BN R 2R . IREHE
i 53 SR W R G < S — 8B A3 Sl AR B M s 2 )
BRI A T, ARAF %N B 00 1 28 6, FF 0 F AR
RERAFE (4 STANMOD ) 320 A BT 1 R R £ D
55 ¥4y i Fl PROA 8% PFOS % 58 % 1 36 A it
AT PROA B PFOS % 28385 fth 2k, I LA W 5 2 A 72
WAL A BE R 3 £ A 3 11 B30 A B A5 40 PROA F11
PROS FEIREEA T B 295 it . 76 BRI 3k
IR SH IRl I AR SCHNZE T 6 FhEAAE AL If
fAT R T W FH I i AR AL PRFOA 1 PROS 7E R85 A i
IR R R

3.1 HFEma
3.1.1 5 XT3 - 9K 5B A (Convective—dispersive
model, CDE)

FE AN W BAE BA ot vh i) —4EiE A% 1o
FERT LA X - 7R BT R B,

pbg—fw%—S:OD Zl(i —Jw% (4)
A RoRI A, ds o RN RIS, em;; 0 KR
A AR AVATL S K&, em® - em ™58 AR Z2 W5 /K 37 5 H:
MBPEICIN, em?® s em™ - d™' 5 D LR KB TTVREUR L, em?-
d™5 CERIRA BT W P BT R  mg - L5 ), KON 3R
PO, em-d ™ 50, RN A E , g cm ™,

FESEPRis E R fR O T FE P E R, T
BOEM ZMHARSH T, T SRR
CDE BB 3B A ot b 5975 e , W A1 1tk — 2 itk
Rk T 4 %5 CDE B2 RS LU 42 = ol Fi 4 . 24 PFOA
HIPFOS 7EA Jo H A W% B A BT >R T2 k- A5 e, L
Jo AT LA 6 54 BFLBR I v (0 e LR | BT Ao
AT LT 1L

R%=D gxg—v% (5)
AP s R R B R F 50 R LB, em - d s
3.1.2 PR

V2l it % N AR A5 ) 1Y 28 57 Hh 40l 2
HH B R B RS SR AR ARG X UL I T B A 2ot
PR BRI AETE™

(1) AEF- i 9 S AR Y (Two—site model , TSM )

TSM 1] HIR A IR A 27 ARV VE L A2 A1 R
FHHEAS S H 1 5 19 20 285 5 48 W B A s W B P 5 1
TR R B B AR B A R R R B L AT
PARN A« 55— 28 I ) - 155 R O 05 5 — 28l o
2 IR R R B 57!, RV S 8 o ot 5 Bk ] A
K, I B — B sl Jy o 5 B0 A WD ak e A
DL 187 6 2 Y A B O 5 SIZ B, (H 2 S o ol P P 4
SRy VRIXEE T A~ 1687 79 e R A 7 DU T LA SHe oot v fy 32 11
Sebrad P P SR g R R an = (6) ~
A (8) Fzn .

(1_,_]%) £+£L~S'1+P 9S>

2
J C—Vﬂ (6)

6, " ot 6, ot 6, ot  ox* Ox
P 9Si_
0 o kC (7)
P OS2y~ P
0. o kC eykgsz (8)

AP f R BRI - W B T o5 7 20 B 5 S0 R S, 3R
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W BRFASE A 1 ST A 2 P W B VA B, mg - kg5 00 FROR A
FRE K em’ - em™ s ko T ko 53 SR 07 A5 1 FIAL S5 2 (1)
o UES R 2P = VAW 2 S ES G

(2) dE - 7 PR X W B 52 7 (Two-region model,
TRM)

TRM @ 5 H T AP B R 7 ] Py R
(B EE 3= PAsiE |85 iy d /e LI P P
RoE™, X — e, A BRI T i 8 K X
FUARBK XS, 37K X FUR K AR & A Ak 5, 4k
S JBA] DATE A IX 0] & AR i, A DX () 9 o 1Y)
I B 220 P DX g4 O AR 4 =K (9)
= (10) .

aCm aCim
(Ou+fpK, )W*— [0 +(1-fpK,) ]T=
FCiw  0C,

OnD— S (9)
[0t (1=f)pKy] C —a(C ~Cin) (10)

A .TTTm?Fﬂ1mﬁ”ﬂ%%ﬁ]?§@ﬁ%ﬂf??%lii@i;
0n+6.,=0,, g=0,,v=0,v.; ¢ N5 FLUKME FE %, cm-
min™ 5 f A U Bl DS 2147 I BEE AT R 0 R
TN AE U B DX IR 55T DX 8 22 (R I T A 4 R Y —
W i AL 1 R4, min”'

(3) Z # 5 A (Continuous—distribution multi-
rate model , CDMR )

CDMR 5 1% 25 7373 1) DX SRR 5 PR W% S — i B ik
RREEE G B b S T A B A 2 B X
0/ VR ) 552 T ) 2R AR T e A R B Bl T 2 2
B (F 1 0n? ) T 325 3810 X6 W87 B — i A 415 ) B 5 1) i 41
B E AZ AR ke e 7 A i W RN/ W B g 2 i 2
B o AN In-1EZS 70 A Y BEHLAS £, R KRR
(1) FR

f<k2):\/2—171k20-kexp{ n(In o ; (11)
2 s 2 Inks V-390 s 0 Inks (1 5 25 0 B AT 2B (1
W R/t W 20 32 5 0 i - DR WO RS S, HLar A o S
ko ARSCH AR AN =0 (12) ~ Jc(m)if)?m

E Py 9S. Py 95 & c

T ;f(kz) P (12)
‘95 —mcﬂ (13)
a—t‘zkﬁ[( 1-F)KC,~S] (14)

e m o X SR E X S R R A E
Xf 3NZEF il od) FEATIAL -

1% WHART]

(4) Z I FEBR AL A Y (Multiprocess rate—limit-
ed mass—transfer model, MPMT)

MPMT F TR EA XS i i & o, 52 %
I T 1 [ AR BT I S8 It sl AN BIAS JB s vl 14 145 o i
&, MPMT #28Y 1) 4 A~ J0 g4 il A an =X (15) ~
X (I8 Fi7R o

2
RI£+19°(C =S)+0(C~C)=p "”J}-‘LC“ (15)
ox d
R1£+k°(C—S)—w(C ) (16)
=k3(Ca—Sa) (17)
"’5 Soh(CS) (18)

K wﬂlk o TG AN B R B R B, WA A
A% Jo 3k A v A R R B B A

Horpr, 20C15) A= (16) 43 51 R U AN X i 4k

Jo P 5 2 (17) A (18 ) 43 5] 2 o 3t IR o 3

S IR R oA P14

(5) TOSD (Tempered one—sided stable density,
TOSD) iIL R

TOSD 5% 5 2 Fii 1Ak W8 B —fige 5 A4 A% i o 1 43¢

Hh PFAS 38 256 000 1Y 38 FHAR RIS 2 A 7R i 478 ol
JrR=(19) R
aact B A%AC) BA“C,= aai +D 6;; (19)

Ko NI RIFEBR ;8 A T R A T R 50
3.2 PFOA fIPFOS TR ERIMA RHE

BOF R Y 57 X PROA I PROS 1E Z £ A i v
AL H AR RN TN EL AT B S BUF AR R

45 0] I TWF5E PFOA F1 PFOS B 25 [7] 43 A1 DL & 15 ]

PFOA F1 PFOS I A M i A a3, DT R AR DGR 1] 78
155 Y B T B ) b, A 55 T B AR 27 1 B8k 43 B A
PR o SR, N BCE A RU X PFOA A1 PFOS 7E
ZALA B R A TR IS i BN, HA
NPT T AHRWEIE o 37 4 02 I FH B0 45 78 A 4
PFOA Fl PFOS 7E Z AL it il B8 1) — SEAH 5T

ARFE I S5 X i - VR B B Y T R
& W BFAE FF Y BUELASE B X6 PFOA F1 PFOS 76— 4k + 4
FIER TR, 25 5 2 B, PFOA I PFOS i 5% 1 15
A NS00 B 4 29 5 Mk iR 22 (RMSE) /N1 0.12, €/
Co BN ZE S 5 52 45 () R .34 T 0.96 , 3% 2 LA
TIE BB 45 S 5 S0 25 R W) AT, JEA T DL e
PFOA FI PFOS 7E L AE 1 RS 1 TR LV S5 XING
SRS I I R HO RERA A  PR T R A Y
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R4 PFOA M PFOS IEB RN FRE RS F5E Bl
Table 4 Application of mathematical models to simulate PFOS and PFOA transport

15444 Pollutant 415 Medium BEFAETY Mathematical model i FHFFE Application 2% K Reference
PFOS .PFOA +4 X - YR AR (CDE) PO [85]
PFOS . .PFOA lakiPaE AT P AT (TSM) X L — R R [3,28]
PFOS +4 S P AT (TSM) o i~ R R~ R o — P 2 A~ A 5 [73,86]
PFOS +-45 Z i (CDMR) X =R H W B — 2 R 2 S g (73]
PFOS .PFOA W L FERR AL FAR R (MPMT) XTI 3R | e — /R T 9 2 AR (83]
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