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Abstract

With the restriction of conventional long-chain per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFASs), such as
PFOS and PFOA, short-chain and novel alternative PFASs have been widely used in industrial produc-
tion and consumer products, gradually becoming an important group of emerging contaminants in
aquatic environments. Compared with long-chain PFASs, short-chain PFASs generally exhibit higher
water solubility, stronger mobility, and lower adsorption capacity, which facilitates their diffusion
in rivers, lakes, groundwater, and coastal waters and leads to continuous environmental exposure.
Although the acute toxicity and bioaccumulation potential of some short-chain alternatives are lower
than those of conventional long-chain PFASs, recent studies have shown that novel alternatives, in-
cluding HFPO-DA, HFPO-TA, F-53B, OBS, Nafion by-products, FBSA, and 6:2 FTSA, can still exert sig-
nificant ecotoxicological effects on aquatic organisms. These toxic effects mainly include abnormal
embryonic development, alterations in heart rate and behavior, neurotoxicity, enhanced oxidative
stress, lipid metabolism disorders, gut microbiota dysbiosis, immune and inflammatory responses,
and reproductive toxicity. Further mechanistic studies indicate that short-chain and novel alterna-
tive PFASs may exert multi-target toxicity by disrupting thyroid hormone signaling, the dopamin-
ergic system, mitochondrial function, PPAR-related lipid metabolism pathways, innate immune sig-
naling pathways, and gut microbial homeostasis. Current evidence suggests that “short-chain sub-
stitution” does not necessarily imply “low ecological risk”; therefore, their environmental persis-
tence, mobility, mixture exposure effects, and long-term sublethal toxicity require further attention.
Future studies should strengthen systematic monitoring of short-chain and novel alternative PFASs
in natural aquatic environments and integrate toxicokinetic research, multi-omics technologies,
and long-term low-dose exposure experiments to improve their ecological risk assessment frame-
work. Such efforts will provide a scientific basis for PFAS pollution control, safer substitution, and
category-based management.
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1. 5|15

4 5IZ AR R 7 (Per- and Polyfluoroalkyl Substances, PFASS) & — K25 & A 4 Bk 2 S e S 45 1 1)
NTERANERALESY, FAEERREKGKEmE. RfaEEmEmiEtt, v 2N TS mEamE
PR BT . GIZNN . B SRR 2 [ Ab B AU [ 1]-[7] . £ 5E K BE PFASS (U1 PFOS. PFOA
H PRHXS £5) RSB R A SR 24 . AR AR R A 6y R IS4 E [ 1] [8]. IR HLIRBEREAME . A B
AV, PR BOER e ) B TE RN, X R 2 B E Bt ) iz R, RS SIN (Hifsa /K AR
A B BEEES PFASs [IFRGIRIEIK, %E%EE PFASs (C1-C5). FEFRIR S UL B SRYIAH K
RIRYIZE R BB AR PFASs # KRB R A [9]-[11], Hrdr, #okkE PFASs S N A BRAD R
UPE SRR I TE BRI R . ORI Z AT AR I, ARGEHRE S RI AT AT NS 2 R R, Fi
SR BRI B LA R R A TR A BRUEIRIES RN . ST B PFASs (BT 7T 128
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Faig, #EFER

MBI Fer R T AA KRS, BRI K EE PFASs S ERREAI LY E R T A%
iRk EE PFASs, (HBORMZ B 7RI ANE I AAL R A AR T RS AT, 2%
BIEMPIEME SRR @K A Y, PRt “RmEE AR AT “IRAESKEE” o FET ok, A3
RGUAEE T IR HE B AR PRASs FE/KIA BT 0 A 55 B e R 0 S HOG K AL AW I B RN, ISR BL T
RO BHEE TR 1) R 8E KB B AR PRASS (AT A2 15 B B RF L AR B AL 4 PFASS A 2E T IREEARAL ?
2) MEEHAMREE S &S PFASs LA MR 525, REMR TSN ? 3) SMGERIRIE.
A A B A 5 P RS T ey B, DA IEE BE 75 S AR AR BOFIMT 2 A ST IA B 73 A1 5
e BFERON L AE AL =R IR, B AE AT EE PFASS )2 4 B A0S RS 12 SR AR 4K F

2. MEEE N PFASs KRS 5 R BHFE

B PFOS.PFOA Z:f& 4 K4k PFASs %2 FIFR i, PFBA.PFBS.PFHXA.PFHxXS.HFPO-DA.ADONA.
6:2 CI-PFESA/F-53B. 6:2 FTSA 1 6:2 FTAB %557 5% [ 4 B4R PRAS Bl F R AMEH . X e B &
BN B BRI ED ERNE 7, HIR SRS BISWRHEAERIA ET  Re ), (I 57
TR I KR T KR RS R R K A B T O R 847 7E[12] [18]. BRIL, JaBEEAR PFAS
(AR 25 U AN REAY AR B A FE VAN, B ROV HLAE R BE Hp ()32 0 A RESEERN DA SO K A A9
12 R AR B 2 B ) T e

Hamid %$[13]45ikFE i, 6:2 CI-PFESA/F-53B &% /K M5 s AR M 1IH7 % PFAS, PFBS # PFBA
DUIAE P8 PP /K rh R I B KT s fER A7k T, 2k PRAS IR BE L2 & TKBE A R4, UL PFAS
B AR O el KA i 5 eI RS 1 o SIS AN AR 2 SRR B 4K PRAS B H B — 8 390 177K
IS A ) 2. Feng 251446, F-53B /& PFOS KW W EAY), BRI 035 6:2 CI-PFESA A1 8:2
CI-PFESA, T1fii HFPO-DA/GenX #l1 ADONA Il 3= Z4E ) PFOA B %W): Hr F-53B £+ B A AR & B4R
7KF-, HFPO-DA F1 ADONA TERKH B AR H . Cheng £5[15]iF— P #5 H1, HFPO-DA. ADONA. 6:2
CI-PFAES #1 6:2FTAB AR M E X PFAS BRI HEG I, HomEAXEER, HEdKEE
IERAE BRI A I B E R K T, X P ARb [FFEH R . Wang Z5[16]% 4 48 Fimff 7t 49 /X ik
11338 AN KAF RUE KL, T EHIZR K PRAS 53 2 f74E, F % PFAS {/54E PFOA 1 PFOS, {H%I
B PFAS 153N C o BB ) i i B 5 Gl 5 T 3 A R0 K FEKFAR G, 157K AL E] ) ek
S RRHEBOR IR K PRAS V5 QB ZRIE .. % 0IC o, T EMFR K3k 68 Fi PFAS, Hrh
PFAAs Jh 3= 22574, PFOA il PFOS ¥ 3 [l 43 71 4 0.443~709.44 ng/L 1 0.26~78.3 ng/L, 6:2 CI-PFESA.
8:2 CI-PFESA 253 R BRIt CAE /KA BE g iz Aot [16] o IX USRI TR0, R SR 2 4K PFAS 117K
B A AR R T8 Tl s JEEHE, ez R I 2 X, 2 A IR 888 177 IAFE .

Kannan Z£[12]45 1, PFBA. PFBS. PFHxXA. PFPeA Hl PFPeS 45455 PFAS KKyt mr . WL B2 A0
F1M%, EREGNG TR R AKRH K RN, BUE TSR . I 8RN B8 2 e S A B A R
ZERHCEE PFAS fitk, /N1 TS SE PFAS L BRBCRAMN AR . Wang 25 [17]7E f E b 7
ARV X WF TR R I, H R /KR S13PFAS N 0.321~8.285 ng/L, P31 A 2.022 ng/L, ARV HIZE K H
PR N 19.673 ng/L; Hb R /K PFBS Al PFOA NRSAYI, HAEFTA L /KFE S st e, 7
WL 5 0.944 ng/L Al 0.654 ng/L, TiWI%E%E PFAS AT BE /K AT A2 AL S w0 X I i FF 4L B8 . Xu
SE[18]0 B PR AL T A 13 km VS PR AT R K B A — 20 R B, 17 Bl H bR PFAS
11 FAE] KR R /K R4 A6 Y, Hodh PFBS. PFBA Fil PFHXS W T e, W EEVE 23 9 N 36.8~11462.9
ng/L. KT HIFR % 4789.8 ng/L 1 3.3~3549.0 ng/L; HEi T.) 2 km i [l N3] /K i 1 PFBS # PFBA
BIA 43 9135 31 5092.8 ng/L A1 1827.2 ng/L, Ut B B sl 1A 77, A 8E PFAS {75 AT e i i 5k B8 V5 e
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FaiE, #HIER

RSO RERIIFE il A RIRK M o XEFOKEAEDN S, XA 2R AL, RRAHATEX KA
QW) B, A RERS S B RRL . DIRI R . PR AR IR o AR () kA A A A T
I A TFIERUN[13] [18]. IUA SCHRIL IR B, JEBEAL IR T AL SRR B AN AP s £, 20 RIS 1 o
TOKAIER . AbEERANRFER A, XA H “ &R e it - RREEREET

3. BN PFASs X7k EE MR TR

AR AR AR, XA B AR T AR BUES 22 &, WA FEKA
AR AT PR A 2 R IR R R A

PABE D, fi(Danio rerio) AR AV 7 e N FE & . HFPO-DA #1 HFPO-TA fERIA K & M Byl 5|
R TF L BEAT ], TS 3 2 BRI EF (AChE) T P B A0k . AL AL G (SOD) Aitid &4k
A (CAT) PRGBS TR A & ATP & & TR, RU\HEBRE TIRMAE 2 E R, #REURMEIre
WA AE A . BhAl, PR A PIE T B RS N B - SRR - FURBR(HPT)RlAH SCEE R . 4m i T2 AH
RHETR LA g S AR AE DGR R (R IA /K, 3R FEmT BRI 520 N 20 W1 . A A7V AR AR S 55 ik
B FREFENE. HH, HFPO-DA RS BEAEF TARFAAW . HPT SFIM& L E, 1M HFPO-TA K540
W = BRI AR FACH 2 EL[19]. BRR B FIAT ARBAL, HFPO-DA F1 HFPO-TA 7ERUARBE L £ fifii ik
RO RN, T REUEHEE(ROS)AKEF & a2 Ge 2 A fig o A 58, [RIRHE 5 900
73R IA I BS AR A OG5 5l B (e B A B T G R 3R IE, TR i 2URaAs . AR
SONT RN, PR A YIRS B SR IR . BE BRI BE R AR AR DGR E s mEE N
SRR, HBEE SR HIEM YRS AR Z N, JHrTaedd “MiE it - Rl BAEN
HO S AR ALY . TE AR R B AR 7 T, PRI A PR DU AN RIE FRRAE, St 3
BRMENLHIAEE S [ERFEENE, 1755 ug/L RIKEZM T, HFPO-DA 1 HFPO-TA X ARk (1 5 M £
Z 58T PFOA, U BRWMTEIHIE - A B e R A2 ZA0[20]. 51k—%L, GenX FIl HFPO-TA
A B T A R I [ BE K, PFOA FIl HFPO-TA i nf F i Hr i = ER/KF, Ik PPAR 11 SREBP 2%
JEFARH @ T, FEREEE B PRAS 1 BA 7 R FARS R AT AR 2R RE /[21]. %1% HFPO-
DA [P BRI FU i — 20 R B, HorT 33t S AR AR O 78, MRS R N IS AR T RK R AL, JF
SO S N RO LS R GEAH R BE R T [22] « AEERE - BRI DG R A BE4r AT, 7E PFBS. Nafion BP1/BP2.
F53B. OBS. PFOA. PFUNDA. PFO5D0DA #l1 HFPO-TA 2545t 2 #E4k PFAS LA 7, PFBS i
PEFHXTEUIR, 1M F53B. OBS Hil HFPO-TA Z& &AM wI 75 T B 1y R 7, () 22 e ek B R - 2008 S
FEZS i OB K Uk R B B KA DG 4 [23] . 4H BERE TR AT /& FBSA BRIt N ZE L, 1E PFBS.
PFPeA. FBSA 1 4:2 FTS fftbicH, FBSA RILH i @K B SR AI ALY & 5K, iU ik G435 ]
F WML RIT AR, U E RIS 72 B m e PFAS (858 B2 [24]. /BN PFOS ()%
Y, 6:2 FTSA T F&KBE D 4 IR fif SOD ANA T BF(LZM)IEME, #27 MDA, IL-15. TNF-a. NF-«xB il TLR4
SEFEFR/KE, 3F EiH MAPK. TLR A1 NOD-like receptor 15 ‘5@ B AH G HE PR, B H GE 1Al g 54840
JSLIORN 98 RE I NS B UIAR DG [25] . TRA R EEIE S — PR, PFOS 5 6:2 FTS X Bt 5 i RGBT %
AR WK IE AR IR S BRI AR K S K B & R BRA 2808 A BE 147 B R HH 4% 4t NOAEL/LOAEL il
TR R, R 2 g 2 Bt ) e Y BB AR A T B0 2R [26] 0 BE Ak, BR X PFAS FEE PRI I H W B 1 & AR
HE . BN, FEBE AT AL AT N RTHR BN, PFBS AT PFBA AR H I 2 i e 1 s 3 = o
i, 1M PFOS Fl PFOA [R5 35 U 5 A I 3 [27]

FRIE L A1, IR K ICE HEBNIRT B4R PFAS [RIFE 30 U2 3 . Kadlec £¢[28] %} Ceriodaphnia dubia-
Hyalella azteca Al Chironomus dilutus =& /K TCHAESNPITT N 17 Fh PFAS YEESE 14 LU 7 1,
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» AR

MR BERREE K I I T 3 5, (AR R R 2 R E R R . Hoh, AU SR e 2
B SRR 35, MEE2FHBE PFCA Fl PFSA (1) & 3 SUE 75 M AR X A

XTI AR =3 R R e 2R A4, B PRAS [FIFE R A T E A2 XU . Pietropoli &5 [29]%F 78 & 3L,
PFAS X2 H o BB P AR sR T X R AR Sk ite, LR du%E PFBA W2 H F #1196 h ECso N
31.29mg/L, /K F#EE PFOS; [Hi, PFBA/PFBS 5IiAl PFAS (1) — Jo ik & 2 8 £ RN I A B
UL . 2D 1R IR AR B FE 5L 30 7R, PFBS Al FBSA X BAAAFIE « EHE AR I K R (1 Bt S5 B
THACSE S iz W G 58, b PFBS AUZEPESR %) 1.8~3.0 1%, 1f FBSA #2154 3.6~6.4 fi5; 14k, FBSA K

BRI L) & 48 W 5T PFBS [30].
ZEA AT (R 1), ARG EBRYEG S ESR, FNAAESMNIE. KERE. MEiTA
AN g R R s kS i . SRR (HFPO-DA. HFPO-TA J% Nafion EIJ7=4) 5 £ rh s fig AR

. ReE A IERR A

R Z BEETL S (F-53B) [z OBS B I FH0isi it . 2RI AR 28 AR RN 5

FHEYIE(6:2 FTSAIFTS. 6:2 FTCA)ME 2RI HURBR A THE . 0 RAEFR A 551 0 FERE L L
FBSA [k & 585 1 SO S5 A0 N A B R R SRR TR » [RIUE, BB B AN JE DA S Tl = 1, Pk
SARGE W FL BT ARV RE 350 75 2 R 40 Wi 3 260

Table 1. Summary of toxicity endpoints of short-chain and new substituted PFASSs to aquatic organisms and comparison with

traditional PFASs

1. IBEERHFBIEK PFASs STk EEMEMHESL B R S51E% PFASs BILLE

FEE N A PFASs  EE KA FEFHEL A Ejf45 PFASs (1) Lk i ZHE R
HFPO-DA/GenX. ~ s g s H o4 SRS T PFOA,
HFPO-TA %Eggﬁ‘ k%%;?&%?;% HFPO-DA & HFPO-TA fffi [20]
(REERRR) R TR & P NG
F-53B/6:2 CI-PFESA Bt fafiffiafe K&, M&irh. B SRAMEREERM, A% [23][32]
(FARZ R AER) Jlfh 5 BRI, “ERY” BRI [40]
OBS (HEHEMRE  MOfaghikk  @sh. idiZ. FiEAs 5 PFOS SLEiphs dg Ml , [33] [34]
PFOS #1%47) it GRE R AT A2 P R
Nafion BP2 (FMkff  BELfafikfit/g)  JRMERE. MBI R, RIHAES PRFAS R rRIE  [39] [41]
2R 4) S JW 3 45495 0 4 i e - R A RN [44]
6:2 FTSA/FTS. 6:2 SRR/ K& WikiTh. Bk WOREES PFAS @R, JF2E  [25][26]
FTCA (S ) S JIR G 28 9 E R TR AR 14 = FaT SR T 285 [31]
_ . . o MZITH REAZA FETCA S¥OET PFOS, A
PFBS (EHIY  BE . R RS Buslnb R s w0 1)
FBSA B, & KRE. &% EHAE  WEWRT PFBS, HoREREHE [24] [30]
(R B B TR Ji 1 ) . BRI A KA bl el K B LT 7 [43]
s EMAFE. ERAERAE) BATA EEREME A Rl PFOS, (H
PFBA (RIREAID BT i TS R AL 5 Rk (291

4. BHEERIE

41 HEFUSHERS DTN

M2 R G FBE SO A PRAS e B E I3 MR iz —, HAFE AL I 2 B g

=

ARGl &
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FaiE, R

KR DI RERERG . PP aeidh i i DL RIS R E 5 T IS 21N 2. Wu Z5[3L]8F 70 KB, 6:2 FTCA 5%
A0l B A K B R U P B RSP BTG B, TR BELAS FOIRBR R B BEAR T3 /KF. BB
RIRBE A L B RIS MG RIRIE, JEah R R A B R AR AR SRR T8 s 4 F XA T3 4b
ROLEGR I TRE FIRER HOCHIE AL A, Ui FRIEIE S 5 TR 6:2 FTCA F S04 N 40 s M 1)
ML . Wu Z5[32]3E—2 KB, F-53B (CI-PFESASs) il RHA AL HE N UG, 3+ S B S ikiikE
JERGSEhEE B R4, T RAE T 7R, LAl 5 BDNF. PKCa. Ca?-ATPase fll Na,K-ATPase 4%
4, 5liRZ EREThEERERT . IRA B BE & Ca fas kfly, HnB PFAS MIMHE #5118 nT fe il it #5041

£ PFOS B4 OBS 1 F-53B B Fiit— b 4E7x 7 & s E 4y + 246 Kalyn S5 [3310) FH #% J%
DR B 5y 6 B, PFOS. F-53B 1l OBS 4 w] [RIZahig 1, b OBS 7EFTA MR E N FECT by
X 45k 2 L Re A 22 T B /s[RI PFOS (35 3] pinkl ik I FEARLRRUARE A, $En 2 kR
LA SRR TR e LR B AT N . Wang S5 [3410E—B1ESE, KM OBS R il S8t 447
NFH L ACIZRE ST R B AEIERIAE, FEAERE ROS B . EALSIBIE G, JOREN R H . GABA/GIU
LR AL LRI LA B DL R E RIS N, 3R B OBS il “ A - bt - e
RNE - WEIBTURM” BAEFHFHETME.

Fx PFOS #4451, PFBS Hl GenX %5454k & AW [FIFE R DL H B RARE 81 . Min 55 [35]38 i % 5%
M. FADAMARBERBA T &I, BESR PFBS ESLE M PFOS fiK4) 700 5, {HF &£ H POD
W T ESFHIMEAT ISR A =B m AL, W AR MRAR . WA NE A . 545
SRR A S5 S, W SRR AL I R I A L B A LA . Wasel Z5[36]3E—#5 K B, PFBS
B GenX AT & S EdE A AEY) B e ), PIE iS4 aiEa)g e, B PFBS &R B & [
I} GenX $&1m % ELIZ/KF, 1M PFBS P2 EUIE /KT, $om 3 ] BEE I A [7] 1 4o 28 326 o 1 42 A 5 s i
MAERE .

4.2. RIPERE. BRERSKESERINENG

TR AR E 4 R B, B4R PRAS R SUAR A P 57 fir B8 1 485 45 RO U o0 2% 28 93 52 i 244 XU« Satbhai
Z:[37] L% PFOA 5 GenX (RN 1544 IE R I, B8 GenX (R 2R HAK T PFOA, (HILIANIE
R E R R (ERIEAEYIRYE 2 505, P T N S0 ABE ik B e, Ui PN R R /K F LA R R TR
FERE R MRS . Dunn 25 [38]FI AR 0 7 K I, PFBS #2 GenX B 25 5 E NBE 5y f 4l itk g, 14
P A7 A i Y 20.4%, AL 15 5 BE AR AR @ B AR A, B AR BES. IR. RLETIR AMA
VAR, RIAREEE R PRAS Rt im A HE g AR R AR KR B RIRE RS .

Nafion BP2 fff Ltk — 48 7 1 8 B sk 2 55 5 A0 IR AR B - /E F - Gui 55 [39] & B, Nafion
BP2 5% i B L fhr 4144 O B R0 B 38 9 X 3 HH I BH SRR SR A, e IR KPR, PIL PCL PEL SMA
TG HZHRIREE W BN BRI, Ji sl AR A S R IE KL, Ho
APOA4 FI CIDEC 224Vt 9B, 1 B ml s i TP MR i T8 ORI S s S iR Mg P Aa s . #4377 22
FLRIFER I, B PFAS ML EM A 1 S HEEZVIM S, Huang 55[401% 8L, F-53B. PFOS. OBS.
PFHXS F1 PFBS £ A Bt i1 AL )ik 4 e AR IR FEAIS, Horh F-53B #ll OBS R I B = &AW 1 4y
T g R R R AR S LS A B AR R IR RS A R B E S A, HEKINRE S S
SR ZS AL RV R, U0 AR 145 S AL S FRE 4K PRAS 18 1 78 1 (10 B Bl

4.3. BiERY . REFERESYN
PRt RGN RSG5k, FlE R Gus% R 4t tho2 51X PFAS | B ZH/E AL 5. Gui F5[41] 3L, Nafion
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» AR

BP2 25 il [RICEE & M I infAii R AL 2, 1RSI E, HIEEIRE FH . RN A A 2
5 [FEE NO K RFE, IL-6 FIRMER FFh&, GRS E O R, IO 0 75 % IR
Pseudomonas otitidis &4, R AT i@ I8 g 0 . B SR RN 28 R s 2L RO I iE R S .

Yao % [42]tb4: PFOA. PFOS ML #/0¥ HFPO-DA £l PFECHS & &3, VUFh PFAS 1% S 41k
LRI e DhREZR L, Horht HFPO-DA 53 (i £ 2298 T PFOA. 258 J5 4l 8+ *MAE 1. NO
FT PERL AT P T, TP B BEEPE N %, St BoR TLR. NLR A1 RLR 15 5@ M4 B0E, 4>
TXFEEHE— DS PFAS fEf% 5 TLR2. NOD2 Fl RIG-I 25 Gk G e 2 AR5 4, U 1% PFAS Al iE i 4G
RAE(E SIBERAE SRR RS2, BAC PFAS iE A 5o 9] 224 77 4 . Liu S5 [43]0F 7T &K B, PFBS
FI FBSA FRBREY I & 5 f5 5 rT i /N AR G, AR IR ERIRFE R TR A B B R I B P R8s sk
HAAEBFEbR TR I, HECA B EZESLEER 2. ROS AL 3ZFH LA DNA SHilHiHIA X, K
W7 5 IR 2 PR SRS BADE R ARG, LA EE PFAS TR A 15 Ye T BEXTK A& RGUERE F2 =4
FREEEA o

Ak, et se st — D iaoR 7 B4R PRFAS IS5 H) - 2N K & . Rericha 258 [44]%) 15 A PFAS JT 2 RNA-
seq AT R I, 2 B A W55 0 A s B AR R T R AN AR S Rk B A OGE R, HEA AL E BEATY PFAS
A AR AL R4 s Nafion BP2 S84k A IBE A 4 I 57 far 389 001, JFL 2 SR ey 12 A1 328 7 19 5 . Mahoney 5[45]
b PFOS. PFECHS #il FBSA [ s H BN 5 &I, PFOS Bk ik m, HERYS PFOS 3L
N EFFIBEFMBFIEEE, UHSIR PFAS BRI, HTTRELRE L5 PFAS [H1350 7 B MEARFAE -
MUSIETH I SCHR LU o, BAX PRASs HARTE s &ML B B MR R, TR /EIR B 1450 PFASs LR
B IR G A I B B (RIS, DRI UAREE A R AN Rk N g T SR 28 B AN B8 H R
SR AR > X B A TR B OCIRIESE, (2 A& - o TG I - RBEEE - M
FELE)R” R BRI A e 8 . AR P45 G ik R G B B DUAN RO IR B0 UE G A, S — R bR R . 1
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