X
Gﬁinré wok o fe s 942 B8 W 2023 4E 8 f

Eco-Environmental ENVIRONMENTAL CHEMISTRY Vol.42,No.8  August 2023
Knowledge Web

DOI:10.7524/j.issn.0254-6108.2022031102
EPHEL, W, AR, 56 SRR LR I G/ ra AL AR . MERBAR TSR S5 AL (1], FRBE AL, 2023, 42(8): 2714-2729.
SHEN Danhong, YAO Jianguo, LIN Min, et al. Photocatalytic and electrocatalytic degradation of typical perfluoroalkyl acids: Performance

improvement strategies and reaction mechanisms [J]. Environmental Chemistry, 2023, 42 (8): 2714-2729.

LR e T B ER RS/ B L B R MEREIR TR IR S R AL

R4 WREE? R HC AR RO &' FHA!
TAREST FRR RS

(1P E R R R 544 TRESR, FiN, 310018; 2. HiMFE B 3R M A FRA R, i, 311199;
3. E T K2R I SRR AR B, AT, 310018)

i B 2FbHEER (perfluoroalkyl acids, PFAAs) fE&BRKMP A, XY EM A EE
BB EEMN, REFRE 2RI RETG R 22— KIFEE T PFAAs 19 25 B R R i 2 AR A A fat
RS A B B, W2 HRTHFE ifE S 2 — . PFAAs 70 TR A C—H 9 C—F U, Hraknygs
¥4 PEAAs HAGMGE 2R e v, 8 B0 SRR ME DL SEBK 3R 5% o PFAAs 1A AR A e ik Ek
AL S AL S B AL X A HLTS e P R RS AR, RS KA BE T PRAAS [% 1
LM ER R AR, D2 R ( perfluorooctanoic acid, PFOA ) A4 JLAERR ( perfluorooctane
sulfonates, PFOS) SNHFSY PFAAs R M P ZE MR SR, AR SCERIR T I AR S A b S AL 0 v A Ak 281 T
T AR AE KA PFOA F1 PFOS R T 1Y SCRRIRIE , XF 42 55 PRAASs P A50CR T R 9 35 ZEH R etk o s
KILH G ES AL EAT T BB S S, B TR S AL S D TS PR B A, I T S A7 s N R N )
S €& SY Y& T VRN Vil o X7 Aoy 4/ S O 41 e R - s L R A A RS = NS G, 11 b U
PR, REEHH. BRI, MEREE . TEHIAESEX MR TR e Tigetb et LI I s ik &
WINEA LR RTIRAR . ZH ARG S FBGE 7, PiZE PFAAs BRIk e B 8 48 . /b A
FEX 7K PFAAs Y £ BR A . LR A LA (PALE ) 2053k 5) 91% 1 98%. 38% Hil 76%. 65% FiI
81%, FEILT X W Ff 125 G S AL 45 R 7E PFAAs B A v £ 4 1% 1 BB R FH i 55 &5 & PR Rk B R
J&, RIS PFAAs IREATR MR R IT0, LAIN A )5 PFAAs 75 e il B RT3 5%
KR Rk, BMEAR, LML LB, B LA bR, PhE .
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Abstract Perfluorinated alkyl acids (PFAAs), a group of widely concerned pollutants in recent

years, are widespread in water bodies around the world and are potentially toxic to both organisms
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and humans. The degradation and removal of PFAAs in aqueous environment are crucial means to
reduce their ecological and health risks, and are also focuses of current research. PFAAs show
extremely chemical stability due to all C—H bonds being replaced by C—F bonds, which makes it
difficult to achieve effective degradation of PFAAs by conventional oxidation techniques.
Photocatalytic oxidation and electrocatalytic oxidation are two main advanced oxidation techniques
for the treatment of refractory organic pollutants and already become the key techniques for the
degradation and removal researches of PFAAs in the aqueous environment. With perfluorooctanoic
acid (PFOA) and perfluorooctane sulfonates (PFOS) been selected as the two typical representatives,
we reviewed the literature reports on the degradation of PFAAs in the aqueous phase by
photocatalytic oxidation and electrocatalytic oxidation in recent years. And the main technical
improvement strategies and the underlying theoretical mechanism to improve the degradation
efficiency were summarized. The main optimization strategies adopted in literature works including
improving the yield of active groups in the catalytic reaction, increasing the active reaction sites and
mass transfer efficiency of reactants, and improving the stability of the reaction system. Specific
functional modifications such as element doping, heterostructure construction, metal deposition,
material composition and morphology control, were carried out to optimize the catalysts in
photocatalysis and the electrode in electrocatalysis. Several synergistic methods such as adjunction of
active oxide precursors and multi-technology coupling were also applied to accomplishing significant
improvements of oxidation degradation efficiency of the two types of PFAAs. The removal rate,
defluorination rate, and mineralization rate (median) of PFOA and PFOS in water by
photocatalytic/electrocatalytic oxidation reached 91% and 98%, 38% and 76%, and 65% and 81%,
respectively, demonstrating the superior performance and application prospects of these two
advanced oxidation techniques in the degradation of PFAAs. Finally, based on the progress in the
two advanced oxidation technologies, development directions of PFAAs degradation research were
prospected. We hope this review will help in the pollution control researches of PFAAs in future.

Keywords perfluoroalkyl acids, degradation technique, photocatalytic degradation,

electrocatalytic oxidative degradation, synergistic degradation.

4 Ji N 22 3 e 2 9 I (per/polyfluorinated alkyl substances, PFASs) DA H: #4E& 52 11 il Ak 24 15 M, 76 5
B 9580, L RGBS A AR G B B Tz i Y L [RRE, TE B PFASs JURR A R e 1,
FEIRBEHE B P AN A W 7 MR AR £ 32 T . AU FE R (perfluoroalkyl acid, PFAAs) f& PFASs [ —>F
2, Hprf i &8 (C—H) #B gl JmUEEE (C—F ) U, e 42 9502 2L FR R (perfluorooctanoic acid, PFOA)
14 5 He e fifi 2 (perfluorooctane sulfonates, PFOS ) J2 W #1784 ) PFAAs(# 1 24 PFOA F1 PFOS 1Y
SER RN BRAL AR ) . 4 Bl R SR A T, AEAE R ZH 23—506 t PEOA il 42—810 t PFOS #E HEA
KA, T A DL AR 2] [if 2R 5% 1) PEOA A1 PFOS 238 1—13 t LA K 1—20 . 55 A WF 58 & B, 48k
PFAAs 1) BT HERCE 2058 4.6 T1 ¢, HA AR K —3 70 4 B B2 HE L B A B KA ih B 2000 4 Do, 38 2o
B E AL B FEAT R, KB PFAAS(>C,) 1977 & & R A Ik /D, (B i i 5% PFAAs 7 Tl 405 i)
I AT AA WA A FR ). PEAAS (89 R BT FH i AR A 3R PR 5E v 193 75 G, I rpok (A2 i B3R
e, I ] BB I 258 M AR K % 42 Bedls i — S5 5% 2 B, 3% IR 22 300 A XA Ak K AR 32 81 T AN ]
T JE Y PFAASs V5 4%, T PFOA F1 PFOS 2 1R HI/K v 5% B4 f5c 32 22 19 W 28 PFAAs. AN A3 TT 75 G REAE A
5], oM A A 57T 5 2k PFOA, ¥ 43 51 &5 i 115.40 ng-L™' Fll 467.96 ng-L™", 1M % = Hs (19 4 K o
PFOS ¥ =53k 186.17 ng-L ™'V, 3115 F 2016 41 32 E A5G (47 5 2L 1 Ik 7K H PFOA il PFOS 1)
fat FE 45 F BIAE (70 ng L) PL K280 PFAAs HoA 500 09 A W & BV, 3 A A W08 5 43 A 1 I DL & o
B, ATREXT AR AR A A R A AE T, oY R B, A Atk g A, G HUR IR | i
Wi . A MERE . JLEE ST B, R PR IAE | o SR AL M B B 5 | S 0 L B RS o T RO ol
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P, FB VT AE 5 PFAAs 2 A G 10t 5 AR A LR BRI e T T 2014 4F 6 H KA (T A
B XU ) L RS ) Hs PROA 2 BRI 73 2B 28 (T BEBUEY)) .
& 1 PFOA Fll PFOS 945 F FI B4k A 1
Table 1 Structure and physicochemical properties of PFOA and PFOS

HEY - a4t Iy RREZEE  ha/C JR/C
Compounds Molecular formula Chemical structures Molecular weight ~ pKa Boiling point  Melting point

F F F FF F O

PFOA C;F;5sCOOH FW o 414.07 0.5 40—50 189—192
F

F FF F F F F
FE FE FFE FE F

0
PFOS C4F,,SO;H F}W{/ 500.13 327 =400 133
F /" SOH

F FF FF F FO

IKEREE 1 PFAAs 1Y 25 BR SR 52 0 A= 254 & TN BE(EE B, E B0 3T AR F 93 A #4057k 3R 58
PFAASs 1t 2 B4 AR 5 240 355 40 H 43 5 R Ak 2 o i JHG vl g BRF R ot 30 25 3L 00 B B R A BEKs PEAAS M
KA RS, T AW YR Ay T 450, AN BEA RLFRAR PFAAs BRES XU . H R 22 (0 BIF 5% 56 183 1 A [ 4%
RTF-BEWr 2 C—F i, R 2R 25 (L MW R PFAAs BRESEEPE B Y. i T 05 i 71k (Eo(F/F)
=3.6 V) DL KRR T FIRR 7 1) S B B A, S C—F SEELAT = 1 fh 2 B RE (116 keal-mol 1)U,
W, 3 AKX 1 F60 S T 0] LAJE AR A A e, i poco i B 745 5 3 A 0 B ), LA I PFAAs $5#5k
(AL 28548, fff PFAAs X2 FEi IR 28 B s e M, AT AR K 2 850 e B R A e IR0, 3 4 4R
P HE AR BEME 7= 20 45 R 1 e L5 AR, WA A 2 A T M A i ML e (A ST B, Herp oAb 81k
TR A A S b PR EL A P 3 A 88 K A TS A U S 8 25, E PRA A [ 17 FH 140 17348 e B O 3 2,

T ' W A A AL R 0 Y BB R, O A T M SR AT %) A 2 R P R L R A Ak S T P 1 A8 A R T
PFAAs YEREM R M BN R, RMFFEE11IF & PEAAs YEHEIL R, $ i Hf fh B A 35 1) S i 7%
WS, TR B ST RES . SR UTE MRE A DL EOE SR i S5 R Bl Rk R oM fe i kL, 3271
JCAE AT R R FH R AR T B X T AL AR BOR TN, I =5 BEAE . PEAR R . A 801 52 07 3 4 45
[, %o AR AT = Ak . 51 AR ]2 R4 8 AR A el v T ik, ARG e AR TG I, S R R A, 2
o BT AR AT A5 B R 2 5 L AL SR A PRAAS PR REF 5T RO BS . BRILZ A1, TR E A TR R R T @ a7
AR B . B PH AR P R DL K 2 [ OfR R O TR R R AR SR 2 AR BRI A vk, iR
PFAAs IR fF350C%.

AT 5 4E 3K (2016—2021 4F ), 4% PFOA F1 PFOS 25 87 PFAAs Y G4 Ak F11  fi 4k 48 Ak
Wit fige ORI G 3 SRR AT 1 SCRR IR, 534 1 P i SR A B AR FE R i /K PR 5% Hh PFAASs o 2 A L3RI G
FESZM PR, 4300 53 B T A i e T A B R ST R A S8R A R T 2 R L, X AT AT Y R T vl
HEAT TR0 R, LIS A 5 PFAAs ZbFRAL & 4 RBFoT 4RI 25 5%

1 St PFAAs (Photocatalytic degradation of PFAAs)

JCAHE AR i 2 30 0 5 | A A0 500 4 B 14 5 ' BE X5 Y W I Ak (R, GBI A SRR A% w2 3R
FHOCRE R SRR R, S A RS 5 G 4 0 — Lt 72 A 57 Bk Ry (1) 2 AL IR AR A0
A7 (valence band, VB) - 1% Hi - # ¢ 1E I 1Y G REM A s (2) HLFBRAT % 5 BE 717 (conduction band, CB)
b, IFTE VB B A A SRR R 25 78 (h) 5 (3) HL 28 7 (e /h) [l A Ak 700 2 1T % 19 1 2 v R
¢ e M RARE G, DDLU &, (4) KR E 51 e F1 h o3l BA 518 5 A 8 Ak BE 7, AT A
22 2 o7 ek fife v T 700 2 TR BB 1 95 G 5 (5) At AT 5 e A 0] 2 T R B g K L SRS T K ) S 7 A i R
H A COH) A4 A L (O, ) SETR M A (ROS ) 2 57K v 1 175 G ) 48 A3 S5 S vy 2,

TiO,. “E ALK (Ga,03) . ZnO. A ALHH (InyO3) LA S 5k Z2 A1 55 2 T (AR e} BRI LA 58 194 PT D o't o 3
TVRE R L BB S5 4 . DL S AR 2R AR T . B Tl A AT B AL A R SR T T PFAAS B iR iy 22
JCHEALHR. 40, Furtado S50 7] FH e 1 ThT VA4S H Mt e A 25 0, TEIZ R A T i 2412k (U, 250 W)L
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% TiO,, 8 h [N PFOS Ay [ i 285 5] 83%; Li 5249 F]F InyO5 X PFOA FEATR4f#, 254 nm UV FEH} R, 4 h
N B i SRR 3] 80%. (HJE: M 2 Y AL 0338 77 7 6 e /X 5 2 6, 16 P 56 A1 7= R AL A s oy 3% 1 A7
SRR, S DGR A R AR OR. SRR B AP RE B SRR FE AL (1) 3@ XA AT
JTCEBIR. RIRAHIR . 4R TR LSS TEPE R A 72, (2) @ MR 6 DL ROE S8 4% 25 D g el v 3
TN PR L P 5 8 s LR, DA (3) 3t 22 [ i FE U R B o7 o i s A2 5.
L1 B P S A =

e N T S 515 3 ORY) W6 ALk g i BE 46 b, e LS H,0. O, i iR 4555
HTSRY A B -OH., O\ -SO, 45 I FH L. T 1 5k AT 1 = B RIVR 288 L 5% i) JEC ) ok i s oy iR 47 ) R B
AR E 1 (a) . (b) FCe) B ml N, 38O M2 A 7= 3R B4R AT« — 2 RO b 7 B, A5G
PFITEARHCR BE S WAl 7™ 4 o, $m hi iy 358 2 MdDtA: e/ iy G, Lt A B i A4 L
Ry IR AN B ER R /05 FFRTIRYY, P E =42 S0, | -0, FI-OH 252 Fh [ H L.

N I, 3
e (a) TR RL e
& Enhancing light absorption efficiency

(b5 e At Py
Separating e /h* 03'\ 0,804
& ¢

(c)H8 N3 M4 o

Increasing reactive oxygen species:

(DRBEEZRMAE
Providing more reaction sites

oy
» PFOA { PFOS ‘ Electron @ Hole &'o‘,w Radical precursors ~ * 9 Radicals

1 4275 PFAAs LA LR 0% 1 SR
(@) 3R IBER; (b) 43 B e/hXs (o) MR RN; (d)3REETE L BN A A
Fig.1 Strategies for improving photocatalytic degradation efficiency of PFAAs

(a) Enhancing light absorption efficiency; (b) Separating e/h*; (¢) Increasing reactive oxygen species; (d) Providing more reaction sites

111 SRR

B2 B R T R OB AL T B BRI IOBCR M HR Z — . FEB AR B AR R R T R,
I Z2 0 5 AR AR AR B, T2 A AR B 5 | A= B RE S, A1 R T AT B e o, R AR
PEAR TR T 5 A 6 38 & RE ). Wang 2609 3 i — 2B K B4 iU 7 (F) #8244 T BiOI H1(BiOl 4F,,), F 15
ZRER7E T BiOI Y bR SE#, 545 BiOI(1.875 eV) Fll BIOF(1.981 eV) A L, 12 A AL 750 25445 8] By /] Ky
1.809 eV, HL T~ BRiE FT 5 0 i i S IR, AT 32 v X 7] UL Y (480—550 nm) [ I FH 38, X PFOA 114 [ fif ik
RHRUE 4 BiOI 1 BiOF (1) 10 1%

K5 Wb R ] B 25 4 ) 2 S T W AL 2 R AT B A, A6 X B D2 SR 22 [R) T A S TR A
SEIRLE, SR EE AR AL A BRAEAS, WSGL 2T 8%, 345 64 AL TR0 X5 AT D' G R A, 28 T s OB
fEPE AR, Yang %5 2% 3l 20 6 671 4% BiOI 1 Zn-Al /K ¥ 41 (BOI, 0,-BHZA) 7£ 400 °C T EBE, 15 2 46k
BisO;1/ZnO n-n 5 [ 45 1Bk, H 76 vl W% RGO fL B % PFOA. BisO;1/ZnO n-n 5 it 4% f 1 2%
KAEH A FFHES, TR T — B S, (A5 B S B AR A4S, 97K T 6] W6 X e m By . 55 ROk Y
SR L, 2O AR 0 Rk TR MR R B 5, X PFOA 1Y B i 3 %654 0.013 h', 433l /& BOL,
BHZA F1 BOl, o,-BHZA 1 2.9, 2.4, 1.8 f%. TiO, J& & FH AGAHEAL T, {H TiO, FE7EXT 28 SN G i R s %
MR 2. BRI, Yao 2520 5 i 56341 L SbyO5/TiO, 421 T OGMEAL B M3, 45 31, 11 2% B fi b 7
Sb,0; J&, JEAEALTI AN i S Bt i, Al BRAR 28, B T X5 MR, SERe R 24 . A fe el te
T, AL FITE 2 h TR 81.7% 1 PFOA, F&fi# 5 J127 LRI L Tio, 1 4.2 1.
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1.1.2 A e ekl a8 oot

e e/t B A A S AN ARG AR R T I A3 3k (), 3 i 06 e /R iR AR T AL R T 2 R
IRESA SE R, WP, DU YA R 008 B o R W, 38 0L 4 8 18 24 AL S 45 4 S T
AR 8L, AT LAY AR R 08 e 07 v L, A SR A e hX I 4, AR E 2 e AT h' S
5 PFAASs P 1.

Luo #5069 3@ i b 24 Pt ie i 46 T R4 (Sm) B 28 Bk E IR B G AR 7 2k f b4 B S BB 2
P 0 1 R0 R AT 43 i ) SRR L, B 2 B A Sm A 48 v AT RE G, BN TR SR B B AT TE E, IR 2%
e W 4, B DRI G AL I A% PFOA M 6.78% 42 755 51| 48.61%. Tian 250" 5@ #1144 5 4 R4 (Ag)
g KL ULRE M T TiO, 41 K45 (NTs) R ifl, L 2B FFABFIER, 2 T e /WX E &, TiO,-
NTs 2 [ 72 £E i h'fE PFOA [ fif v S 5 A 1 . Zhu 25020 58 3o JFH 26 0 335 1 390 -1 e SR 0 1R M 4l B
T B 04, i HE AL P29 TiO, B9 SF fe/Mk, A2 R TiO, 7 45 (QD) . 4k g 1 5 i FRik i 7250
PEE T TiO, PATT MM A RCR . — 7 T, DA A 5t T 280 4 A 790 32 T %) S B 8, el e 2k R A B B A
e FRIH S 5 )0 5 —J7 1, B 0 B R AR R B L, Fe /e S 70 3R A B R A G WCRn B
D e A WU E A, P T R [RIE S PFOA Ffi 3 AL 0% $2& T3] 91%. Tan™ 7EBUPE Ga,0; 4K
F Bt 3 A B AT SRR R In £R B, FEAK R BB AR InyO 40 KA T 1T AL B S S 45, 14 57 I 45 45 4
fii Ga,0y EHIEA I THB E In,05 b, NI R 7O e /i1 50 5.
1.1.3 28 A f AR

i 3 R K A A At S A B R OR A, 90 o B R R L — AR R R A R SR, 74 S0,
-0, FI-OH 4§ [ f 3k, LAY JB Z R i ff iR 12 D[R] h %4k PFAAs, LIS i G Ab s .

S04 (Ey=2.6 eV ) & —Fhi S Ak P i 1 i 38, 912 0 HH FI5 e B e, 78— 4500 T, vl i
1 B R 38 TG 3R A SO, Y. Xu B P i 1 Ak it — % R £ (PMS) ##i B TiO, X%} PFOA #E 17 Y6 B¢ it
PMS 5 TiO, /™A1y e WA iSO, , I I T 7K h-SO, A%k i, [RIBS ] T Tio, b e /hX iy
A4, N T PFOA BYREME. Z f5 Mt PMS B LE TiO, #E AL PERE IR 1Y Ga,O, Ffi# PFOA, [ fif i 3%
5 Tio, — #4538 T 5, Ho-SO, . -0, F A e 3L [A] B4 i PFOA. Wu 25 9 3 oo B 40 42 1k i Bl
ZnO KR AL (ZnO/UV/O,) [ M PFOA, O PR H A58 1 A Ak M 5 ZnO 21 e A v 7 O, 7E4E
AR AR B 1 (0y7) By [R) I 77 2 — 2 A -OHL JE MRl T ZnO W%k e /h' i &2 4 . PFOA W [ T
ZnO I, % h'H1-OH P[RR A, LR fRRCR B ME ] O F1 UV 43 5ildm T 8 f5H1 4 £, ZJ5 Wu 567
S 3 O Al i iR £ 24 7] B B S8 A0 B -4 J5 S5 Ak A7 55445 (ZnO-rGO) [ ff PFOA, O 11 3 3o 7 i £k 7
H2-SO,7, $EDOCREM AR, 5 ZnO/UV/0, M AT PFOA FFE M RCR I B3 5.
1.2 31 PFAAs S5 M3 I i JL%

P R C AL B R RCR 10 55— A R, 305 RS SO I T A6 A, DA 5 H AR s Y 5ok fi b
F 1 3 PR A 0 B g L. 46 TR 22 500 1 B A 7 e A 300 3R 7 A H A A B, DRSO S A 1k 7l 3
I ) PFAAs HA 3 I R, i 1(d) iR, SR BTl e R824 . MR A FIE S8 # 55 5R
W 348 A A ) R TR R, Bl IR S I B, NI 2 55 PFAAs 516 M JE A s Ry TR

Liu 265% 38 33 JB0RE 1 X InyO5 Bt H A IR TEBERE (400 °C) ANEAT LLFE InyO5 E T B 24 E 25401, [F]
A o 186 R HE B T AR, BE5R T In,04-400 X} PFOA (W [, 4 h P 35 B4 1T 100% A W B3R, 420 T
In,O; %} PFOA [ &M . Zhu 255 W LLYE PE 5 A1 TiO, Ky J5RL, i 4 & Ga 18241 £ 1 5 B B f Ak
# Ga/TNTs@AC, Ga Stk T 454, RIBTAAAE B K . BLARSS#e F n-FH 85 740 BAE H, A FF PFOS
2 254, 10 min PIXF PFOS BB KT 99%. ik Fi B4 F TR /5 PFOS 7EGAE LR L A+
RS RN S AR I RN

TR A0 1Y HA 2 FLARPE A R K B 3 1 AR £ 2 s A e AR R 6 2R 2R, T LARE e A
PR30 2 TR, 36 K57 HIL TS e P 0% 4 fik T AR, R 1 X A LA A AR S AR . Xu S 5 ok R
(CS) fizk T BiOHP YA k7 (BiOHP/CS), Ak ek PE 42 =5 T PFOA YW It E 11, Ifii HL.A T PFOA 7£%
T T A7 A5 L AR I I 5 44 780 ( CF/CF5 355 43 1 Sk 3 2 i i 141 #1255 78 BiOHP/CS LW [ ), A7 F1 T 5 4k
C—F BEMOGHEAL 20, H PFOA [ M 8 % 2 4l BIOHP 19 18 £%. Wu 2507 S ] — B K #7423 K 45
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R8T B AR -E B A AL A B (ZnO-rGO) . rGO By K L F T FRIR B T ZnO AL A4 fe T 1& S Bk
J1, fE3E T PFOA B fift, JeEfL A 431 4 h N, 138 0.6 wt% ) rGO XiF PFOA 4 [ fift % 4 83%.
Zhu ZEP206 TiO, & T 45 (QD) S b A1 80 (SG) 4K i b A7 8 4, Ja A H vk B F 4% 17— &5 =
4t SG-TiO,QD At M. SG L BE i 1) i /K 2 11 42 1 T PFOA 43 ¥ W B 457 #3177 o [6] 7 ) PFHpA .
PFHxA Fil PFPeA . W ¥ PFOA B 45 5 P\ SG = 5 Jise 2 o Ao B, DA 1T 56007 22 5 W A7 A0, fRE a1 A fie
FRERY &AL Ak, 5 rGO Rk A1 88 4 A HE, SG -l B3 & EUE R, 1T LASE Tio,QD 4 B s i
¥15].

AR R T S S5 F A5 10 (R ) L AR s oA (—2) L 9k A () L a5 D ERIE )
FERLLER (=48 ), sl AT B B SR, [RIRE AT DLSG I A 15 7 o5 i B, X BBz H e i AR
K/NEIEZ . Liu 5592 fiff 45 J@ A HLHE SR (MOF) 717 4E 1 InyO5 9K ER FNGA KA A 28 S RS R Ak
R f#% PFOA. MOF fiTAE 1Y InyO HA 8 22 K AR L R AR, A F| T PFOA 5 InyO5 1YW B A5 25
Bicfv. Wang 251260 3 i — B K Ll 45 T F 484210 25 TR 45 44 1Y) BiOl gF g BRI, rh2s S5 44 ffi A
HHE R R, BiOI, gF, , M HL M AR (54.207 m> g ™) 241 BiOI(22.119 m> g ™) (I ifi, FLER AT
0.095 cm™ g™ #4151 0.267 cm® g™, MIfii K7 PFOA 4314 W B 1 B o £ f4E 17 B 22 fg i I Ao .

1.3 B4 i se sk

AR 155 B ) A 70 48 A 08 e 1 e S PR 28 (A M R A P RS B2, T MR /D48, A T i
THOLAL G SR, AT LIAR K238 PFAAs JGHE AL k. SR, 5 80 KO ARk AT 2 J A Ak itk
R, D) AT i g b 790 o 5 U R RIS B, BRI ik, AT DA TR) A S 22 7 I P A R %) 8 A ) it e s,
R THBR.

Li 2590 5 ¥ RS A7 BiOl 1844 dE 4 & ST & Br, BN A L T —FloBi L = (001) T 4 4k 551
BiOl osBrg o5, ZGHEL T HA LR IR S8 AR A58 RN A 25000 B e AR 0 1 B e s, LR Mo 3
BiOI (14 4.3 £5. A if [ o ELI5 B 5250 & 91, PFOA M RE MRS 64 WAl e B[RV 1T 0 435 SR Li 2504 )
08 3 R 7K P2 I TR AR A R FH IS P (AC) 1 THO, il 48 1 3 M A AL B AR AN KA (TNTs ), S UL
1 4 B 8k (Fe) , il 45 1 B BG4 AL H) Fe/TNTs@AC. Fe S —Fh it B (9 o T 54K, BEAE 3 dy 7 BF 9 1
L B 1A e x4 BLAh, Fe Ry R R4 T8 PEAL S, AT LS PFOA B2 R Sk JE AR B AF I LA #F
PFOA (W B 5. Fe (TN ) ¥ 2] T R TR A7, 3558 T FLFN PFOA k3 GRIR ) Z [a] iy AH BLAE H.
Fe( Il )-Fe( I ) A LA JEAG IR L HE-OH 7= 4=, B 1k e /h X A E 4. T AL 2k A REAHF RE IR A5 (2.1 —
2.3 eV Fe,053 vs 3.0—3.2 eV TiO,), Fe/TNTs@AC H#5 A gt 5% 1 Al WOGLAI UL, 4 h N PFOA [ fi
FRKT 90%, 62% PE5E =1 fLh F
1.4 REAEHLIE

25 LTIk, BT B TR G A TG PR SR A R, B PFAAs 516 M IR A O L3R SR R AL 3R
W, Wit T ERB A SRS RMME 5 52 I A I 4 S L e R DL B B T 1 o S
FNARAL 72, $ i YA A PFAAs BIRLCR. a3k 2 iR, et Ja (G AL %A PFOA/PFOS 1 25 Bk
RAIE 48%—100% Z 7], KFEAHE 5T o 2 BRARFEIA R 70% LA L. H AT GAEAL AR 1) PFAAs B FCR
AL AT R 22, BRI (4 I FCR A0 A 3 S 5. 3 AT RS2 R Ay Bt o A At v ) A B % %) 4 0, il
5% PFAAs /K PEIRSS, 5000 R A 45 G BEREAR, AT Es FoKAH, FEAIK T 5 ROS /9 ; JLAEM,
T3 —J7 T, S EE P R C—F RS e M T, B = 1S T RE.

MR8 BLA SCHk 7R, HED PFOA 1 6L B i AL BRI T 18] 2 7K. /K of PFOA HL BB iU BA S T
C,F sCOO, # M it F e Ak 1, SR 5 AR5 2 5 RO A FE ETUR ], PRFOA 1 YA Ak R ik LAAS [R) 5 42 2
1. (1) B R FE -2 A0-TH B -/K it (DHEH) AL . 3 AR 3 i R JETF 1R, 'l # - SO, 2R BURSE e, TR ALY
C,FsCOO-RFaE, #— H & Kolbe B 1R, #44k k1 C,F 5 M CO,. C;F 5 #E—255 H,0 5% -OH Jz b A A%
C;FsOH. /£ 1 C,FsOH AEasE, 14 & HF JE it 1< b & 9 C,F,sCOF, C;FsCOF % 7K fifg # /i 25 — A~
HF, JE i, C4F 3;COOH. JE B Cy4F ;COOH #4-25 JJy AH [7] i 7 ¥F , 38 2 B jik CO, F HF K R CF,°%; (2)
W R R ALE . e R R A e i e ek B A ERE 1 C,F5CO0%, #R 5 C,FsCO0*- 5
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H [z % 2E 1, C,F 5+ Fl HCOO', B J5 14 2 v [5) DHEH #L 41 (3) -0, F1-OH %5 H 42 ¥y C—C g, fif
C,F sCOO 54k CF s+, 2 J5 B9 52 0[] DHEH ML PO 4R 1M, 0 A7 2% i ot [ iy 350 06 %
B, -OH Joi% H %1k PFOA. PFOA HAEd h', -0, Fl-SO, %5k Fe—A> e, IR Z IR 3L B e A1 Y
H G, 25 -0H £ S0 8E S v R &5 7 B B 2 IR AW S, i — D4R 58 PFOA B tfiEfk
AL

R 2 ORIFBGHEANE I PFAASs YA A0 R A SR 3%

Table 2 Photocatalytic degradation reaction efficiency of PFAAs with different improved strategies

. , RIE =) .
Ey WP o s Rt/ BURE%  5R% Intermediat E S B U
ntermediate
Compounds Concentration Degradation conditions Degradation Defluorination Mineralization duct References
products
. B C;HF 5058
TiO,, Cripp=1.45g-L",
0.1 mg-L™ 83% — — C7HsF,,0,8 [23]
pH=4,25 C, 8 h, UV
PFOS CeH3F 10,8
0.1 mg-L" 2% Ga/TNTS@AC, pH=7.4 b, UV, 75% 66.2%  C4—Cg PFCA [39]
I mg . — . — s
¢ HUEHRIE=210 Wom ? ’ SR
100 pmol-L™ In,05, 254 nm, 4 h 80% — — C,—C; PFCAs [24]
40 mg-L™ Bi/BiOl gF ,, UV-vis 100%(2 h) 10%(3 h) 19%(2h) Cs—C, PFCAs [26]
- 0.5 g'L"' BisO,1/Zn0, 6 h,
1 mg-L" 91% — — C4—C, PFCAs [28]
pH=4, 420 nm
10 mg-L"! 0.25 g'L™' Sb,04/TiO,, 2 h, UV 81.7% — — — [29]
0.5mmol-'L"  2.0gL"' Sm-Fe, 185 nm, 2 h 48.61% — — Cs—C; PFCAs [30]
MIP-Ag/TiO,NTs-UV, 23 W,
50 mg'L” GRS 91% — — G, C,PFCAs  [31]
254 nm, 8 h
0.3 mmol-L™! 3DSG-TiO,QD,UV,10 h 91% — — C4—C, PFCAs [32]
: 0.5 gL In-Gay 05, UV, 100%(1h)  57%(4h) Cy—C, PFCA
20 mg-L pH=4.5,25 C () (3 — +—C; s [33]

| 025gL'TiO, 075 g'L ' PMS,
PFOA  SOmglL 400770 mn. pH3. 8 100% — GG, PFCAs  [35]
0.2 g ZnO nanorods, 50 mg-h™ O,
10 mg-L™ 254 H=3 41 70.5% — — C,—C; PFCAs [36]
nm, pH=5,
0.2 g 0.6%-ZnO-rGO, 50 mg-h™"'

10 mg-L™ Os, 99.2% — — C,—C; PFCAs [37]
254 nm, 100 mg-L™" S,04”, 4 h

10mg-L" In,05-400, UV ~100%(4h)  38%(8h) — Cs—C,PFCAs  [38]
1.0 g-L"' BiOHP/CS, pH=7,
0.2 mg-L’ . 90%(1h)  32.5%(4 h) - C,—C,PFCAs  [41]
254 nm, 21 mW-cm 2
40 mg Iny O A AKEFNAHKBR,
10mgL" g 100% — 75-80% Cs—C; PFCAs  [42]
254nm, 8 h
10mgL" 12 mg BiOl 4sBro,05, UV 96%(2 h) — 65%(3h) C4—C;PFCAs 43
g
- 1g'L™" Fe/TNTs@AC,
0.l mg'L" 90% 62% — C,—C,PFCAs  [44]

21 mW-cm2 254 nm, 4 h

KF PFOS B AL B AL, BRAH G 58 4820, H AT AR R 3 R . A 22 PO, -0,
h B Se B 2% C—S B, B CoF ,SO5 %8kl CoF . Ja Zead ¥4k, 1 Bk K i A i C,FsCOOH, #A Je
M CF sCOOH #F A 4> J5UR BR 1) [ A oL T2 . 388 20 /55 43 P8 B 15 A B it 7= ) vh kG 1 A R i K Y PFC A -
EIIE T 33X — W 8. AR 59 A 27 20 AR 4 45 2 15 B ik 4 6 PRSA RN 1 S A R H 8] 7= 40, 1 B ot
TR L5 CoF -] BLdER 2 1 > CF, Bt 2 55 SO, I E 4, JE il C.F,sSO;H, 2 J& i i H/F A2 Filffii
U I CHYFSOH, #E—25 2k 2 1 A~ CH, BRITIE TR CHoF | SO, H. R MMzt 72 i i) HY/F 28 4 1P fitf
P2 0 LB AL RIAT 5 1 — 2B A 5K
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Hhas K BEmE () Rk Wk KA
lonization Desulfonanon Hydroxylation Elimination Hydrolysis
nd -0, F F F o)
F F F F/ F F
0 0 H,0 HO
(FXS (F\)(S S CF)/ —— (@ 0H—>LF/KOT“]_’(I$/M\OH
0" oH [~ oo SO HF
piliEA Tk
Hydrodeoxygenatlon
H* H HO H H H .
S/ —y 7
Sle FOKY S GRS
H H O H
@ HLFIB R
Electron reduction
EF F F
r - H*
(I-/CCO—>(1)<C’O N
o o CO+HO
PFOA Bl HE KA
%% O] 57223 Hydroxylation Elimination Hydrolysis
Tonization - Decarboxylatlon . . .
h*/-SO, F F
-OH/H,0 H,O0
CeF13 cfO o= CeFis O —‘y—» CeFy Xc 2 ~ CeF13 2 (}J-‘HXOH*\’ C(\FUAO — CéFli«/U\oH
OH 2 \e/ o CO, HF HF .
F F ‘ Y
C‘GFI)/C”O = HF+CO,
0 ' .coor

B 2 PFAAs HDCHEILFEA#DLER
Fig.2 Photocatalytic degradation mechanism of PFAAs

DA R A A ME 3 i 35 Qe T 5 R AR B R 2255, T BB SIS PRAAs FER S22 (ol e i
AR 3 T DG AR T LA 568 T DL S'E IS RE 7 , #1986 1 1 B2 A9 L. Murcia 5570 38 5o 4 5015 22 JE %
ARFNEE NS R 9 KA HEA T BT AR B R 5 e B, S HIUARFS 0 B 0 DK A8 X6 2R 3 AR PR A R A S0 42
i, AER BT W B A AT L. A IO eA 5 by T A 16 4, X6 H AR ) e e PR PE AR
SE VT AR 6 HE AR U T 58 P, Liu 55809 05 % BUKE Ag Ml Cu BT 52 280 T4 fL A7 S8 R AL Ik
(mpg-C3Ny) EOGAEALRE AR5 Y, SEBL T BCAR 2 4 Jm 0 WL AT 56 B8, 9D 1 A7 B v IR B 7 2, [a] i
A XS H bR T G e e, 5O e B 1Y mpg-CsNy AL, BEMR TR S H I 2, A
BRI =420 73 5 /> SRl A e e A 50) BoA 2 i & L A PR R e B S0, AT
OGN & S8 1) 7 1], SR AR CH AR TE PFAAs SCHEAL SR h RIS b 30 . R T Z R R K&
5E 10 SCHEME AR R, T — 2D B AR e A B 2, i v I SR AR R, I 4 JR LK i PRAAS BIFFE
55 1R 77 1],

2 HAELEMR PFAAS (Electrocata]ytic degradation of PFAAs)

AL A A 4 T A E L 3 e DTS, 7E v R TS 2K v - B e ST Dt 8 P Al s oz A A 7
A 7 e 5 AT 1] e AT s D %) I i S g . FEL A S I T X 32 2 PRI 480 . B 3 Jit 60 B BH R i 13 ]
YEF =B i T/KEE WD PFAAs 2 AR TR S AETE, I A AL (B fifk Ak, EO) J& Hufifb %
fit PEAAs KU 2T

PR AT BHE 20 EO Kt PEAAs SRR SCHE R R ™, T [ PFAAs 1 FHAR A BHA 1211 4 W1
£1(BDD) , 4L %) (SnO,) FI4E AL HT (PbO,) 5. PR BHAK S8 H R RO 1) 322 DR 3R A HR AL T P R A 1Y
PR, E AR B A T 0 A5 o SR AR, AR T B AR 0 SO, 3% A A B R AR 198 P R P O
((F T ES3
2.1 SEHIIE S A AR

e vE AL S AR I — A DG B B H A ™ A 3 PR R P R 2838 85 A e it 1 e W g BB T
0, T 30 A ] RS 4 AT SRR N, v A B B S - O 7= i BF PR W ) 7= - OH A K R Ik F il
FEHTIR A Ay A s P B A A P 2 (8] 3(a) Rl (e) ), LASR X PFAAS 1 R fif.

TEHLR Y R 0 2 B A ke e D REW BT, A A T O0 AL fi Ak o Al ot Y, fefohr [ B 1 S5 %8, A 3 e
A7 A 0 R B 2 -OHL Y BE J1 Y. Yang %66) FFIJT R F Al Sb X Ti/SnO, FHIH HEAT H45 % A 1 LA Bt At
PFOS. F Al Sb(JUHZ F) 42 Al AR A K — 3%, SR, 77 42 10 -OH AN 2x 3k A L N 1T 2
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W B LA 2 1T, PFOS 2B % 2 h N3k B 99%. i 7% 26 B, A I (FR) HAG 3050 1Y B /K 1, FR 3l 3 B
AV FhL R 3R T X 7K R 8 R BEL RS 5 4R D 1 AR NS T A2 Sl R B, 0 o 7 A SR . U R
I (PTFE) & £ % 1y —3& FR, Luo %145k PTFE 824 T PbO, I FH 4%, PbO,-PTFE Hi # B A7 458
A= B B -OH A9 HE F1, H PTFE (45 4% i B B AT S0 HE (67 42 75 &8 2.45 VO TAnifE S B, vs. SHE), 1]
ARG H0 H 7 4E Oy) BRI . 5 h FIXT PFOA A5 5] 98.9% HY [ %, 80.7% 4 A5 HLER (TOC)
FBRFH 52.5% By SRR

%,
£V
A Al
/ o mElREERS
/ Inhibiting side effect of oxygen evolution
i 2 \ . %‘
P PEWY
4 e 60 0)5
/ BT :

/ Hzéz' Improving mass Anode

; D Cathode!  transfer efficiency ‘ i

/ @ I}

il

] : DN
‘7 j .OH S®; :\

©MrRpEm 0
; w.t_ a0 Synergi sticilegradationg 4/

__________ O (O ARREE
Tmproving-electrode stability

> PFOA ¢ PFOS ©¥" Radicals
B3 £ PFAAs HLAEFL S ALRR MR CR 1 e
(@) IR S (b) S mfE BRCR; (o) WMRIRES#; (d) 3R U RS e Tk
Fig.3 Strategies for improving the efficiency of electrocatalytic oxidation degradation of PFAAs
(a) Inhibiting side effect of oxygen evolution; (b) Improving mass transfer efficiency; (¢) Synergistic degradation;

(d) Improving electrode stability

TE L E AL % A7 PFAASs (OBIFSE b, 38 5 38 2o XoF BH AR R Ak sk s v 2 s 1] 422 48 AL T 75 119 -OH 7= % i
Wang 55049 B YR 3 T — i BRI A L SR A S Ak P ) LAk 2= B PROA 1971, DA v 112 4Tk 3k
S il A TS R ik CE IS AE A B AR, Fe-Mn 48 4% i ke S e FL AT R 4 I 06 M A6 55 49 A, DL Fe Al
Mn'" >4 Fenton {1k 57 4= 5 -OH, #2557 & 45 FF-OH A9 4= K. B4k 4 h J5 PFOA Fll TOC )2 Bk
RPN E] 97% F1 93%.

BRIRERAE R IR KA T I AFTE, BRIRFR TG AL 7= A 1) - SO, S5 Y 1) K AR v Ak 4 B A o 7 b ) T
IR oy 0 e S A= Rl 3 N RN A 7 A 7 AR @ PR & 9 1 1 L7 N e 0 R 2 W R L7 R L A L2
UF . BEATRRSE. Liu S5 BFSY Ti,0, FHRCAE G B2 45 A7 72 T XT PFOA 1) L Ak R . 5% % 9L, PHAR B 45
HL T4 # (DET) fil-OH [l 58 AL 24 vl G AL B iR £k 7= 4= -SO, -, PFOA YR fif & - SO, Fl-OH L [W] /E HI i 45
B TETEE L B 10 mA-em? ISR 1F R, BRIR AR 1Y A7 7E 4l PFOA W [ ff R 82 155 2.3 4, REAEFE MK
1/3, HLf#E 2 h (9 B SRR 4 R 16.1%. Liu %59 %11 T B/N 484 N4 (BND) Ltk , F Fid bR k™
12 SO, W PFOA. TEF X AR Y L i 5 B (4 mA-em ™) T, HiEfE— R 3h 12 8l 2.4 0", 3 h 0
A BB BRI R 77.4%, &= —F i S0k e 19 484k PFOA 1Y J5 1.

22 HEEERERCE

P& F AL 22 4E AL PFAAS ORI 5 — A CH R 3R S AL SR, L4538 5 B A5 5 Je ) D WA FE A
&M (9B LA K HL T Y5 e 40 1) LA AR %, TNTR] 3(b) BT, 38 3 XoF e W ARk A7 = 4 T Ak TR 47 2%
4 Ja AT LA i FLAR (R A B A5

HIF 5% A3 1k 45 4 0 ke 28 A BE AR A i 7 g = 4, = 2 Ak 32 0 5 186 K HE 2 1 AR 9 A 5 LA
a5 H AR e ) BHAR B3RS, IR 5 Y W 0 BT F R R TR /55 S W AR Lin 48 Y SR i T pe 45
Bl s T HA )iz % 38 KALAY Magnéli £ Ti,O; Mg &Mk, A FLAE R 2.6 pm, FLERHEH 21.6%. 4
LAY Lt B b, %W b i PFOA F1 PFOS [1] B AT RS, FH8 W B BA AR b % 2E 1 58 2 4L
R i, s T HR (SRS 0 1) e 7 v (DR R B PFCAs. 241 Ti, O, B % P 51 52 ) Ce-PbO, Hl Ti/BDD
W AH b 5 A B 7 9 PEOA/PFOS %846 % 3 h N, PFOA F1 PFOS 7 1% [ fif 4 22 vb (%9 I 908 43 591) 3k 5]
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95% 1 80.9%. Shi %57 il £ T £ fL /) Magnéli #H Ti O, P& % B, #f 75 52 1 HE 4k 2% i (REM) &R 4t
PFOS MIFEf#. 1545 T REM i35 1 HL TG MR T AURIUAE B4 I, &35 48 & T PFOS MY REMFA0CR. ABXT T o
HES AR (vs. SHE), £ 3.15 V B BHB LA T, 38 33 38 iy =0 PFOS # B ™ 4k >k CO, A F, &
B4 %k 5] 98.30%0.51%.

P A 5 T 07 284 J8 S B v v T RE A 1Y T BL T B Huang 2506l 5 S 405K (Pd) T # 2) Ti,O, HL
b, AR S Pd 7 5 m B EL A B T 19 5d B0E A BY TS A S0 PFOA PR B T, R T K B
Pd—O A /E R HLF M PFOA F5 S il (138 38, BEsm BHA B ALBE 1. Z R G h %A Hi S 5, A
fiff 1oL 7 FH BHA A H T35 #2931, 1 h N, PFOA B A FR 3 86.7%, TOC Z:BR % 81.3%, B 77.9%.

2.3 HsR AR E P

“HFH ) FAR A Rk B FL A 2% SR AR AR AR A, IR A7 AE — A P2 AR 5, R 30 hy PR AR 2% 1T 06 1 )2
S SRR . A01E 3 5 (d) BIER, BT IR, AR 55 A1 3m et 5 LA Hp ) J2 348 5 0 M 2 5 B RS 10 285
B, v TE] 2 I AR LA iR R R 2 N LA 2 B A 4 A VR, R S TR R 2 A R, B v e AR R 1,
FEA LR A FH 54

Zhou %51 38 36 Ag,0 7E Ky ] )2 51 A Ti/TiO,-NTs/PbO, FH#% FH T K& fit PFOS, BF 9t £ W, 5
Ti/PbO, Fl Ti/TiO,-NTs/PbO, BH #% #H I, Ti/TiO,-NTs/Ag,0/PbO, BH# % fir 4 47.22 h, & T Ti/PbO,
8.89 h il Ti/TiO,-NTs/PbO, [¥) 43.61 h. [FFE [, Yang 5550 ffF 55 T A 8] H (8] J2 X% B 4% 75 4 () 52 0, BF 5%
KB, B Sn-Sb 1E R H A2 5] A Ti/SnO, HLHl, Ti £ A5 SnO, ¥ )2 Z 8] 1) Sn-Sb H ] JZ B {2 £ &5 B 4%
fogasE M, LA 74 DA 80.1 h #2551 103.1 h
24 AR AR

I IRBIEGE A3 B R v T R A AR R AT SO DA R AR v AR R M = A T AT LR Y
k. BRI Z AN, DF9E N AR R T il AR A e, R A 22 35 R 25 ), B FE AR AR TR SO

Duan %5191 3 33 B JORR 4% AR il £ = 4 1 2800 - — S AL # (3DG-PbO,) B A BH M, T H i b S 1k
PFOS. =4t 41 S5l i) = ZE AR . 2 R AL Z AL A5 MM T A S0 (0 SR AL A AR, HLAT B K e e i AL
2 Y TGl T, N UL HLA BRI -OH A i RE 1 . B2 IS PR 5L HL TR s R R ) 58 AL B
£ 3DG-PbO, FHH% |+ PFOS 1) [ fiff 3 22 5 £50U2 41 PbO, PHAK (Y 2.33 5. Wang 5511 i i 7% TiO, 44 K4S
P31 (TiOo-NTA) A #82% T, it T B 2%, — 7 B U F9¢)2 (Tit+e +H > T HY) H 58 T AR S
L3R, 55— 7 R 0F H R 7 B B R Ti—F SREEA, Ti—F 800454 ] LU i 1 ) B AR BH A 2
1A A B TR R R, AN E 5 PFOA () DET J ;. b Ak, Zifi Ti—F JEH 8 nT A by o 307 A5, FRAR
Wiy R RAT e B9 AR, A AT -OH MY AE . 7R84 35 FH A% DET F -OH = R Ay I FVE R, AT %
LU %% B (2 mA-em ), gl ] S B ERCEE /55 2508 96 (90 min PN SR 35 2] 74.8%).

Xu 2549 75 B Ak 24 E A B b, 4 LUIRATORE 75 (20 kHz), BIF5¢ Ho X PFOA L (9520 LA Ti/SnO,-
Sb/Ce-PbO, 1y B , 2 FHAR W] 7™ A= 4y BRI BT FE AR 3R 17 79 - OHL, 3 h I X PFOA IR %y 89.4%, it
TR 75.9%, AN 71.9%. LERE A I ERFEVER T, BHAR F A& ntk, -OH j= & 2% (1.82 /%), 3 h
N PFOA 25 [ 3 | id L R AN 4k R 43 B4R 5 2= 98.7%. 87.9% F1 86.1%, Hi— 2 5l J7 27 3 2 H B
0.017 min™" ¥/ 0.031 min™', b HL FEASCRAE HLR A FE A 15 mA-cm ™ M 0.66% 3 /1% 0.77%.

2.5  [ESEHLEE R F A NG

b ik, T AT S RG I M AT 7 38 | B R AR TR LA S v A AR e M = T T HL Ak
“ERE R R G TR, 4B 2% L SO, I ] AN BA /BH H A B ) 45 T X e e A 9 3 AT A R i B
B4 TN = Al Al Y e T BA v AR R AR AL, B 5 | AT Be Ak )2 48 a5 AR AR . T B
BT RARWITRA, 388 3 — U 7] o 2 s Fi A 22 7 T 2 BB 8 22 B2 ARl By b ) e St 30 3 1 S 1
IR . 36 3 B2 LA T D4Rk, L AL IR A PFAAs WIF 5T B FEL R AR AL S BOR AR OR: . a0 3 iy &=
B B 45 . R AN AR T 8 B0 BT 7, PRAASs 6 R AL 25 B SR B AR T LIk 3] 90% LU L,
R F s 6] R 1.5—4 by, B SCR AN fL Z A /3t mT LA ) 50% LA L.
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Table 3 Electrocatalytic oxidation degradation reaction efficiency of PFAAs with different improved strategies

; v rp i) .
oy e e B B o O s
. . L. . L. . .. Intermediate
Compounds Concentration Degradation conditions Degradation Defluorination Mineralization products References
Ti/Sn-Sb/Sn0O,-F-Sb, pH=3
T p) > > 0 o 0 -
100meg L6 1m0l L NaClO,, 20 mA-em™, 2 h 9% 87.1% 65.7%  Cr—GyPFCAs  [51]
. PFHpS
0.1 mmol-L™ Ti,0;,3.9—3.7 V vs.SCE, 3 h 93.1% 80.9% 90.3% PFHi S [58]
Ti,O; REM, 3.15 V
: Lt 7 ’ ’ 98.3%(2 h — 72%(2.5h) Cy—
PFOS 2.0 umol-L 100 mmol-L ' Na,SO, (2 h) o( ) C4—CgPFCAs  [59]
. Ti/Ti0,-NTs/Ag,0/Pb0,, 3 h,
R ) 0, . —
S0 mg'L 30 mA-cm™, 1.4 gL NaClO, 74.87%, 11.49% Ci—Cy PFCAs  [o1]
3DG-PbO,, 0.05 mol-L ™' Na,SO.
T 25 254, o, [} — —Cg PFCA
50 mg-L 30 mA-cm”, pH=7.2 h 96.17% 68.5% C,—Cs PFCAs  [62]
5 L P %:/PbO,-PTFE, 15 mA-cm™, . . . Co . PECA
0 mg pH=7, 15 mmol-L™' Na,SO,, 5 h 98.9% 52.5% 80.7% a7 s 133]
120 pmol-L™"  BDDN[H#, Fel0MnC A1, 4 h 97% — 93% C,—C;PFCAs  [54]
0.1 mmol'L™" Tiy0710 mA-cm”Bif2EE, pH=6.9,2h  97.1% 61.4% — — [55]
BND, 4.0 mA-cm, 0.05 mol-L™!
PFOA  50mglL’ ’ mN:rrSlO’ mo 99.3%(1.5h) 76.8%(3h)  77.4%(3h) C,—C,PFCAs  [56]
20Uy
Pd-Ti;O; 10 mA-cm™, 1 h,
0.12 mmol-L™! N 86.7% 77.9% 813%  C4—C,PFCAs  [60]

50 mmol-L™" Na,SO,, 25 C,
50 mg-L™ Ti*/TiO-NTA, 2 mA-cm?, 1.5 h 98.1% 74.8% 933%  C,—C,PFCAs  [63]

Ti/SnO,-Sb/Ce-PbO,, 52 W,
20 kHz, 15mA-cm? 3 h

H A%t T PROS Fty B AR A A AL ) A B A, RT U8 S N R 3 B2 1 588 FAR IR CF ;S04 78 B 374
FHR ) BHMR AR, T iR B 28 DET 8% -SO, %1k, 2k L HFIE il CoF1,S05-, SR 5 C—S f kL2 7 L 4 1E
T IE AR RS, TE 8 CoF o Fil SO5, i SO; FE KW h 4% 4k R SOL™, i A BUAY CoF - 55 BH A 2 1T W i
(1) -OH Jz i A= B 3R AR i CoF ;0. i — 25 % 8 £ 1T B 38 o 9 A AL 1 2E 47 (1) 5 0% 4 1 1% g AR )
CgF;OH 2832 HF 315 B A gE 141 7K ff T2 B C;F | sCOOH, #A J5 FF Ui #F A 4= SR IR 1) B A% ); (2) CgF;,OH
Al BEAK L9 -OH A1k, 48 CgF,,0-, PLs /iy CF s IR Bt . (COF,) . i i 1% /> 42 Y CF, P 1 31
(CgF 7" & C4F5-), CsF ;S04 1] ISE 4B LN CO, Al HFPY. 5 PFOS AH1EL, PFOA () Hi £k [ it M He,
e 2 1T A0 B0 B2 T 4R, A2 BB A PR 3 CF - T REZR (1) 584k . T 2% HF FIEE i 7K i i 25 CF,, 4 J b B
f1) C¢F3COOH, #E AT — it ¥ JLAE PR 5l 28 (2) 55 H 7K 7 A 1 A S8 RUR B A B C5F 15000, H-7E
IR H 2 (RCOO) MR 22 A i 35T i CoF 50, Bifi J5 43 it Jii 25 COF, Ak R4 45 48 19 CoF 5,
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