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influence of oxidants, ferric chloride (FeCl,), sodium 2% £
persulfate (PS) (Na,S,04), and hydrogen peroxide 30
(H,O,), on the ultrasonic degradation of PFAS, 8 - 820.
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Figure 4: Defluorination efficiencies of Na,S,0g4, H,0,, and FeCl; on PFOA (A), and of
Na,S,0g4 and H,0, on PFOA and PFOS (B). Data is the average of two replica tests
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of the formation and collapse of bubbles by ultrasound. N + Na,S,04 = control > H,0,
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CONCLUSION

TOP assay o “ * Not all oxidants contribute equally under ultrasonic conditions
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