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WAR T A VE M B B4 2 (organisation for economic co-operation and development, OECD) [ 5 7,
L N L2 F b FY IR (per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances, PFAS) & & A £ /0 — 4 & B 3L 800 Bk R
T (BA AT H/Cl/Br/T 55 FoAR 1) 1 5846 0 S50 406 90 25 S8 1 HL A 3 F 45 4 (4 9 o 2 ik 700 7 Fi
JZ N T B R A e T UYL AR T AR W ST R W] PEFAS FE A 3R EREE A T b 3 o A6 L B
L 20 ] A 25 R R ARG B 7 R R R S, A S — 2005 Yo ) 2 3 2 Bk s 6 Y *.2012 4, PLACE 4§17
L AR AR 20 M7 7 1k (nontarget analysis) X 7SI 1 7R K IR o R 1 PRAS #EAT IR, %5E 1 10 28
30 FIPFAS. 5| % T #F 584 2%

LI“PFAS”, “nontarget OR nontargeted OR suspect screening” 3 8ia] , 7 Web of Science 4 /% i#F
TS R KR I AR 2024 4F 10 J 31 HD) AR R N A AR G O e th 461 J o DD 4F e 3R 1938 SCHECE: T
B 1R, B 2019 4ETF 4G 454 K 3R 1018 SO S PR g Ko 3, R e 2022 —2024 4F. H AT, PFAS
JEFOFR S0 BT 07 © G )z B P RARS AR T AR R L R K T AR
P R Tl ity 1 G K AL PR R G AR S A A

AEHE R 43 BT J5 15 — M A 45 K
HT AL B | €5 535 53 5 R R 3 BER BTG
BT T e 2 % 230 o 3 3040 Ak B34 4 J2

100 500

ME S 8 A3 R I S A A 80 {400

VU B FFRAT B [ 5T 1 L 3 2 B o
I 0 3 75 3 B i 3 B S 1™ =
T3 Ah R R R R A o ol Lo if
FEAF R (full scan) | Z 4 46 #61 H4: % & i“)_:
#E (data-dependent acquisition, DDA) 901 1100
A HE AR 361 1 >R 4 (data-inde-

pendent analysis, DIAYM {if A 2 Fl 0 %
28 PFAS AR 8 b5 23 A7 b 19 U R
AT TR Z B A S

MRS R 7 3R ATS 2R T I B AR SC *FORI AL 20244810131 1
MBI A B EE T PFAS AR 45 B PEASERER ST SIS R R BRI
HEARHELE , RG25 R T AR FR R Fig. 1 Number of publications on PFAS nontarget analysis
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I Ay R iE 150 5 205 ) 8 o AR AR I AR (R %0 AR 5T K 9 R I TR0 SR w408 3 L (&1 2) , L F
SEIH R 1 4L, i B AT ST R AT BE 22 0 SR s o 4 v U A5 R 2 R S E L IV AV
g R A5 R ATAL BRI B R PEAS JE17 4% % BB A5 BE 43 9% (confidence level) . SCHYMANSKI %021
RAGRE B — T E (MS) , i (MS?) | {435 % 84 55 [8] (retention time, RT) (AR UE &5 B8 . — 15 6]
TP PR AR S50 R AL S W BAS 0 0 1~5 9. CHARBONNET %822 75 4> S bR i (0 3L 0l |, 45 & PFAS
Tl 24 () &8 4 e 3k M L AL B S5 B B BT A o (L 3). 0 GHORBANT 45 5@ 5 AR ¥ bR 7 35 100 T 5 Je 3t
K188 FHPFAS, Hr B A5 1a F 22 Fh,2a 4 20 F.2b A 7 Fh,3a A 37 #.3b A 2 B F & R H A KA W
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Fig.2 The framework of PFAS nontarget identification technology
2 PFAS FE#B#R1E 51 5K B&
2.1 HUGE
211 — s EdE A UL
B 22 DT C 2 5 RS DU M A 5 0 B R — G R AE
55 B Ak & W v B el BOUE P ok AT e g AGE i
BOYE E VC I B9 R AR B A O Sa. 0 B08E JFE 2 55 2 JF
BV BRI BF 98 N B A 3E H, B HF OECDPFAS (n =
4 730) \NISTPFAS (n =4 948) , PRIORISKPFAS (n = a
4 240) .PFASMASTER (n =8 498) %, & 3 B4 4 7 ~
KA K PFAS™ 5 S8 5045 2 — 8 A0 45 1k & W0 45 Kk E A
i 2RI 3 0 5 AR 43 T DL A A | e w5
B FIE R B 20 A UG A o A e 2 R B L R iz - 4
B RS B o i i 22 -5 3 B i 22 080 FH AL & i RS8R J2E DS G . )

(i ChemSpider #1 PubChem) B Pl W 35 F 2 1Y
PFAS 0 (1R 50 18 FF 44 A %6 b Bt 22 380 oA 1 e R B
U8/ B B P 235 SR R S IO R A AF 5 0 2 (DX Bl T e Y R
fiE PEAS 7 fi 5 5 F 23 A 7 16 X L 59 PFAS Fh 26 il
R e g5 07 3K W 5T R RE ) A R R RN P Y A
FE [ DA K 55 H At TR 501 3R B 3 AT 45 5 g H.
2.1.2 AR

i 7 it (mass defect, MD) & 48 J5 55+ B A ff
Jodet 5 AR BRI S 22 25 AN [ 98 & WAk (12,000 0 Da) | &

T s €,
wmuEBY 7
L

a, b, ¢, AREBEN G h 2005 40 A, SR &
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P, CERERE T L, IR R S, bR
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Fig.3 The confidence level of PFAS identified by

nontarget technology
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PEAE M TN 22 57 SEBG Ab 2 200 T 45 2 8 ORS Bf 7) JO o 0 25 R (S0 A R AR AR 4 X B A D 4L
S FR O BE B R 20 T B8 T ORS00 B B 399.943 88, EFRE W £ N 5 X 10 CHF A E Ak E R 41 4,
1X10 "Bl 7 45,0.2X 10 CB Ry 4 AU G T 4R /N 2 20 e L 00 40 BB R T R AR 5 2,
A iz Ak 2 3 o0 BRI S5 B b A R 3R o A 2 KR s Ak 2= =X T RR I L TANG 482 A S [l
A 0 e 4 SRR A L T JTAO S0l s ARk R R v i ((M] /[M+2] = 3/D i &oh A
TCE MAAAE AR A BR % BT 5 43 BE A FIORE BE T 43 B0 1 b 2 =X 850 d B 23 2 1) 185 00 T 22 8 803 o 3% 0y 1
5 A Ty kS5 G 6 AR iR A R
2.2 JEERARIFE
2.2.1  FiaE T kg

i IR T 5 5 SRR TR S B Ay TR AR MDD, A T R4 9 MDA A [ R EE Y STk (n H
HTN 2 TR /NEAE . S, O F. CL Br A8 sk il 7 (B . IR ik PFAS 2849 A HARA 19 MD B (U—0.25 Da<<
MD<<0.1 Da, i 3% OECDPFAS % 8. th 92.8% 9 PEAS”'Y ), 75 ¥ 5& 3 B oA 15 B8 A4 % 1F & {5 % 4 5b.
KOELMEL %4 —0.11 Da<<MD<0.12 Da i [l P (i 3 PFASMASTER 7 #1190 %) 1 FRAE b ic hy 18
1E PEAS FRAE 8 F] MD 52 U8 J7 AN 75 e A 19 RS B o 1 250+ 480 B ) A 800 B U5 3 20 80K T 60 20 1Y PFAS,
X FACH & /1 PFAS 5 H AR S A& 90 W JC 36 A 200 3 b, B e IE o 5 38 19 k& 9 vl BE %
i 15 Hb TR ) Sy BB R X PR o R R AR
2.2.2  fREUIE— b T Bt g

KAUFMANN 45U AE 2022 4F48 1T 0 3% — 000 340 PFAS REAE BB 7 ik 3207 11 Se Al SRR R 1Y
e Jit - %t

c=dd,,.,/1,/0.011 145,

A, C RIRFFERR 5 FHCEE T B Ty 43 AR SR B — [ 43 3 06 R0 B[] 457 3% 0 119 = B8 Rk 1 AR 1IE e J5t K
H, 0] DL ERAE R A LA C BB — 4k [ i (mass over carbon,m /C) , FIFRE & 18 75 45 55 LA Bte 550 0
— ki & 5 it (mass defect over carbon, MD/C) lid ¥ m /C FIMD/C 24k XY A brih & 55 & Bl fa
PRZLZURE T (1 PEAS FRRAE 5 LA 09 R AE 77 A2 T A 8050 85 ZWEIGLE 88599 3 1 it Jr i % 49 5 FA Hll
EWHEAT T MD/C-m/C FAE . R & FAE B PFAS 2 (F) /n(C)=>>0.8,n (H) /n (F)<C0.8, & FUH &
G355 00 1T LU R0k 5 Al A ML AL & 90 S R AR AT ALY 43 5. 45 /AR OC 19 46 & ) (an PFAS [W] & 9) 7
MD /C-m/C B WA AR HEA 0] TG 2 M &2 YA ZWEIGLE % b I8 & T £ AF FindPFAS/
PFAScreen k528 PFAS 1) MD /C-m /C Wi i i F2 5 A] AL, #F — 20 0E 508 2 5 i 0 A PFAS B A5 BEIFAN
KR ] 174,
2.2.3 A RZYiiA

i T PEAS Az 7= R A 5 A5 7= i R B AR R () PEAS 38 % 8 &8 — RS EE o0 CF, ,C.F,
CF,) R 285 Kendrick i 8 5 #l (Kendrick mass defect, KMD) 43872 H T i &AM 1 PFAS R &Y
1A %507 % Kendrick Jfi & (Kendrick mass, KM) J&¥ LA ICE (12.000 0 Da) N EHEW R B S % K R #%
B DA EELSRITCHEEN T ESEERR.

N RU
KM =M
MRU

X H KM H Kendrick g M AR AR B NM , FIl M, 43 59040 36 5052 B0 0 AR Bk 5 FORS f B 6. o
FTFE M TR % I S B RO B T i o B R L BT R W) KMD (R BR R
Kendrick JJiit 5 KM AHWAT 2D &A1 [ 19, %5 F R4 4y g 8 KMD 5 i XY f#iE S, ok A
] — £k W 20 1 [) 2 0 Hh KO X 5. 34 v R R AS [ 2500046 A 0 ke % K 5 5 1 IsF 1] A9 A DG % KMD
P B R AR E — 25 i 1, 3k n 3 ok AN T s A I AR SE Y MDD i i 5 i w] ik 58 KMDD L i MU-
NOZ %R T —0.15 Da<<KMD<0.15 Da i [l P4 (% 55 11 K 0 2E W 78 PFAS. 5 MD Fifi 6 K 38 i ifi v /s
AR, KMD 28 & B H 51— PFAS FREJC i it KMD 20 B A5 8 L 5 B8 B A 14 ) 28 0 1 118t 25 5 e 42
R a5t T . R) 32 0 R RO B B T 15 53 o O 2 s 1A B P i) 4l B T B

’
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2.2.4  TEHJTRERE R/ B R DT

TR JTURE R P E TS A AR v B 0 b 2 R R AR L A R U AR AR G W E R A S
ZRFE R . CHARBONNET 48045 PFAS 1) R BSR4 R w52, Horpis g 7 i R 3l % o % Ui
FANLC,Fopr I MLCFou O] 48, F B 78 7 A AR 280 PFAS 19 B BE 1™ 4 /9 38 U 7
[SO, ] FI[PO,] %) . KOELMEL £ 845 T PFAS 78 i 1t i 20 R nl BB P2 A2 10 777 W T %%
TR DT T — 2% o 3 R 30 26 A0 455 8 8 7 B T 7 114 0% 5 3% o 1 A A O 5, 4 D ISE 55 A 60 R F 9 A7 DT
Ficl , D FC 48 AE K 20 e 3 9% B DA 1 A B B0 T2 43 R 8 R B0 & (I MassBank ™) 36 10 7 450408 JE (40 mz-
Cloud ") K H £ 504 1 , Hovbh F R 550008 I A0 40 50 00 B0 e R LS i LB s Y A TR R Y
BAF B BC , TG R /B R VR © R PFAS HER AR U Y 32 207 1k
2.2.5 R R/ TR 22 TR

i R S48 4 F A HL T I R B TS o0 BT A AR v 2 O IR 42 L AE — TR 4 R R
W25 25 7=k PFAS W) 5 1 v Ik 25 38 5 R 2B TR A 1 S 3 66 AT R R A 1 R B AR A1 TANG 465 i
[CO, JRILCF, O IE R i F 2R R Bt — 25T 3% 254l b 4 R 2 28 PFAS RAF #5471 & U0 [ HF ]2 50
RME A PFAS S5 2 bt 5 PFAS B8 Wb M & 28 R B, J2 3 b = 9% 00 3% 50408 i W 40 Jot 245 4 7 i 224K
P A R 2R IR A AW AR FRE R LS R A R Z A 25 R R A [C.Fs 1 AL CF, 1 [
ACF, 225 . ZWEIGLE 257§ 18 PFAS 28 5l B 45 T X% B A9 BE R 5 it 22 53, B A% 7 vk B 38 4R 0 17 AR ¥ 4
PFAS BB B0aE . Ak v 25 20 RN 5 T a2 5 77 A 10 It JHEOH AN A () L 25 300 s Wl kg — % Joft 3% vl 7 A e
2 R ik R BE2E 5 A B o A b AT — R VT i 5 R R mI A R B A B T R R B — A AR .
2.3 EHEAR
2.3.1 Ak -Of B I Rl 4E AL

H Al PEAS AR 8EAR 20 B b WOAH (0 35 08 & i 20 BB T 2 E 2 i b, i Bl ik & 45 5 RT
(149 A & CED R B3 15 8] 48 2 retention time indice, RTT, fiiic M Ter) T 6k 20 B BH M 1R 51 45 2. AALIZADEH
LS ST T T BT AR

Lo, — 1

0] 000 =a + £y +C

LRmax — L Rmin

o T e PR B IS RIS K 2, A2 3 0 RN A HED A H AR AL S B RT ot 2 e ST T S5 o U
R KRR /N RT o FC 53500 2 8 A5 DX TA) 99 V6% 7 i) A8 32 B

F AT T e 09 BIF 5 5 B A0 4G - (1) AL 2 AR A0 F50 00 off L 52 390 AL 5 44 57 i A5 2 (conductor-like
screening model for realistic solvents, COSMO-RS) 155 PFAS 13- /K 43 Bl &2 $X (octanol-water partition
coefficients, K ) » 45 & 25 1] [ PEAR AL 38 5 5250 1 or 57 22 JC 01 H LAY, T R 41 PEAS 1Y 1 er o {H 122 750 0 A
TN B8 S M AR A5 1R 0 B s (2) BLER A7 > BUI VLI K 2% T — P B F PFAS 43 F45# 5 RT Z ] i H %006
BB T ML > S AR e a0 15 22 b o0 R A A T R N A A A B R TSI RE 3. [R) I o T
DU T er 5 ST T e 140158 28 90 FRLVE S 25 A X6 R 0 85 SRR A7 0ok 0 L 2o 8038 3k 52.5 6.
2.3.2 B 1T BE BT - R A T A AR

B4 B2 TS (ion: mobility spectrometry , IMS) £ AR J& — Bl bl 3 A 43 85 B R L nl AR I B8 76 9% nh <Ak
R RIS T RORIT H e RS 7 AR R TR TR IF () S BB T 40 i O T 1) b A R o VAR B ]
AL A5 3] (74 Al FR 8 4 1T AR Ccollision cross sections, CCS) J&—Fh 7 F i B 57 . v Ry A F0 46 A 90 18 1) £ £ %5 1 ik
5. DODDS RS T AR 2] PFAS (¥ CCS 5T L R R REHIE T CCS 16 X 43 A [/ 7 25 Fil 57
T PFAS J7 T B9 A& RE T+ DA KR R AL & W 48 7€ 48 AR 19 ¥ ). KIRKWOOD-DONELSON 45 fii ]
IMS JF & 1 —FpEE T 53 7 RoF # DIA B 0 #r 5 v FH CCS 5 flf 8 R & A9 A SC AL AL T 4% 28 PFAS 1
Tl 488 BE L [R)IF 3 58 T DIA B 58 AR IR RCR.
2.4 HBIFEER

AN A PFAS USRI A A0 s 5 N 3R 1 TR — RBUE BE £48 full scan 153, (45 70 7 8 7 S R AL R 1
R0 0 A5 B TR AT R G /=) —FBEAE 50~1 000, Ji 5 43 B3R K F 20 000 (m /2 =500) , Jii 42t fhi

I RT —
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ZEVOIE D (1~10) X 10 ° 3 F — i i 4 i R0 SRS 5 22 . E 224G PFAS FRAE T 1E >k , {H 35 /0 s i
FH GR35 /0. 0 0 i RHE o Ol B BE S 1 MST BN (&80 1) MS/MS 5 DDA 75
FDMEA BB F I MS® Bl (4 DIA 132D . = 2050 1% 208 1200 5w m] DUSR FH U0 A5 B L 8 5 52 B8 g 2%
R G T A e ) BRI ORI % O ik 1 R R € 245 B0 UE B L A 32 BRI S AR L AL R R B
B, AT 8RN W 1. 256 I R 5 s T LAWKk 25 14 25 3 s [ B 7 FH 0028l 32 380 00 3% 50 4 I o A
R 356 B RR AR R 2 5 58 A5 AR A BT U A 52 ) O v Bt BT AR A R R 2 PRAS AESEAR 20 BT 1Y
5.
F 1 REER RS LB 5 47

Tab. 1 Comparison of different nontarget identification strategies

B2 WITT ik P Bt
— % (MS) B 7 e i A R B Ak 1 B LRI RTSTRAE S 4
o2 X Tie T Ao U U R R ZAEX NS BRI Y BLEE R 2
TYRGE (MSP) Jo Ak 5 455 A 20 v AR S FURFE e A R DR AR SRR AT
B — Al it 5 B g JF A SRR IE I DEBCR AL R al A B R 5 T iR IR A R i R 2 K

I7i % 4 fifi 5 P v AR AR AR S B — ) TR A U
TR R/ B S PR AR B IS A B SEH AT Jr S A BR A

P2 /W R TR 22 S DL i AT AR A R4 o s e U G

@i i B8 o 1] 45 4% BT LB Y £ BT 9 fi P e 9 2R 3 BR TR R T B
T BE Al 48 8 T AR B AR A 1 0 S 4 R U HRIAS A 5 0 L A B

3 FEEEARIR B IR

— 8675 7 B R B L R (0 Agilent, Thermo Fisher Hl Waters 48) #4525 11 43Ca% 19§ 4 0T % 1
AE L 8 S B AR PR R X B AR E A T AL A TE R  ORE A AR SR AR S BT TR R AR AR B AT R R
A PR R AR AR 3 A 0 T T AR T O A A TR B A 37 WY Y e A R 0 R BB 0 X 5 46
B FH P TG R VR R EOHE AT O 2, 1 BRI S SRS AR BT ) e A A B PR R L ok B
LI 15X PEAS JESEARUINIT & 1 8 5 1k S TR IR AR AT o 2% FLARR sl T IR R0 A 3 28 B B8 A ) RE A B ik i O
HREM, RS HEMHE ¥R R 15T Python, Java 5 88 45 B 05 75, (0 O 250 RO BE BRAK T X g 72 01K
R A
3.1 Fluoromatch

Fluoromatch #f4 t B K% KOELMEL 455 (1 B BAF 2020 45 FF &, K A5 J5 D7 2 8500 58T » 24 Wil iR
Ay 5.4 ANECZE 2024 4F 10 J1 31 HD AZEAM 2 6 DI IR A 3 PEAS w5 23 B3R JS0E £ o0 A L 52
BT NAFFAE PR , 25 1k UE L B PEAS FRAETE RS 0 21 19 50 B AR it 28 10 RR U0 A0 2 i ol s o o
A BT EALIIN A B PEAS B 15 B W1 A h (Fluoromatch 1.0 & 25 7 000 4~ PFAS BB 1 5
X I B B A JR B T e K R SRR AR S ORGS0 5 5 O B I ) R B3 0 ) 5 AR P A 2R DL R L Y
PRI AE i PEAS RAE V8RR 108 56 58 0 & 0B S 1 1 S8R5 22 25 0 22 SC3d B A0 T AL R/ FluoroMatch visu-
alizer™ , Jy i & 47 N T2 5 5 Hh 5diE.
3.2 EnviMass

EnviMass H| Martin Loos 7 &, & —F 3 T R 4 509 B sh 4k & o0 PR Bis S 1248 T 2, 85
Web 3 55 5 o 9 DB T S Az 0k e b) JHF N LC-HRMS Bl H G 7K AR 28 40 v 2 8RR s e
YR AR A R AR 5 8 7E 4.4 BRI T &1 X PFAS 208 (149 BE1 A n] 15 47 #0 [ia) 15 {0 075 A L JR N R BEIR
I R ZR W A L O R R R DL C B i v R R R B 2 A A B R A 2 7 AT H Al e
B RS AR IR N R B HEA T 0 DT, DA T HE B PR YR P 2R A RN B S 2 AR PH U
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3.3 FindPFAS/PFAScreen

Fl B MR R % ZWEIGLE BIBAYY T 2022 4FFF & T3 T Python i FF I KA FindPFAS. iZ 813 i 18 &R
TG S R LA RO PR T B AR E 25 5 (I ACT, L ACF, %5) 3K % BUAR G BX B9 PFAS 26 51 FindPFAS [l i
FEHt GG B R DL I A A B T IR R ) 0 A SF D BB 7E FindPFAS DU REAY AL AR B XA XTI R T
PFAScreen B A FZE N T — 035 09 B OH — A6 B T B (MD /C) 1L BT g, IR 3G R T 6%
P | o 5 1 R - v I 45 T AL AL D e
3.4 APP-ID

o K2R T5 W A BAAE 2024 45 FF & T —4 [ 8l PFAS P31 & (APP-ID) ™, 1% ¥ 6 58 Hh 22 s 2 4 #L
PFAS =l #8750 0 A A 45 A $5E BN 4R AR 3R 50 B 19 R AT A0k 3 2 O AL 46 1 T B 2 F 19 Flink 514 1
PFAS 731 M 4 I e — 0 5015 A 10 18 SR A L0 B 4 48 R AL, T R AL 2~ 100N PFAS 2544 58 S0k He , 1
A g 1 445 4 RN TUIN 38 SO LR B HE P D720 R GE L 258 2 5 X BE Bl PFAS $RAE 19 52 OBE 75 R IR K PEAS 1Y
T B 6.
3.5 SWATH-F/IonDecon

75 3.1~3.4 5 fir 41 Hh B9 B 32 2858 T DDA #ds . HIWRE C 800 56 3% . T #F X DIA $tdli 19 PFAS JE
AR IR B AEAS W TF & o0 B 3 KA =B W A BA AT X SWATH (sequential window acquisition of all theo-
retical fragment-ion spectra) £ 4 (—Ff DIA #4i) FF & T 3T Python #) SWATH-F* i A ] DL 4
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A review on the nontarget identification technology for PFAS

by using high resolution mass spectrometry

Meng Xiangzhou'?*, Zhang Boxuan'®, Han Baocang'®, Zhu Qinghe’, Yang Jie’, Zhang Minchao'

(1. College of Environmental Science and Engineering, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China; 2. Ministry of Ecology and Environment
Engineering Center for Urban Soil Contamination Control and Remediation, Shanghai Academy of Environmental Sciences,
Shanghai 200233, China; 3. Jiaxing Tongji Environmental Research Institute, Jiaxing 314051, China; 4. Technical Center

for Industrial Products and Raw Materials Inspection and Testing of Shanghai Customs District, Shanghai 201210, China)

Abstract: Per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) have been widely used in various commercial products, which
raised global concerns because of their persistence, bioaccumulation, mobility, and toxicity. Large unknown PFAS in the envi-
ronment are generally identified by using nontarget analysis with high-resolution mass spectrometry, however, the develop-
ment of fast and efficient identification technology is difficult and urgent. This review aims to draw the framework of nontarget
identification technology for PFAS, to summarize the application, advantages and disadvantages of different nontarget identifi-
cation strategies, and to compare the open-source nontarget identification software. The results are helpful for the precise
identification, source exploration and control of novel PFAS in the environment.

Keywords: per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances(PFAS) ; high-resolution mass spectrometry( HRMS) ; nontarget identi-

fication; suspect screening; new pollutants
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