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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to investigate the characteristics of leachate generation for
phosphogypsum recycling. Lysimeter was prepared and the timing, quantity and quality of leachate
were analyzed according to the mixing ratio of soil and phosphogypsum. As a result, the leachate was
expected to occur about 162 days later. The leachate was discharged at the latest because the water
storage capacity of general soil was larger than that of phosphogypsum. Due to the pH buffering
ability of soil, the pH was lower as the mixing ratio of phosphogypsum increased. Leachate water
quality decreased exponentially with time. Therefore, it was concluded that the phosphogypsum can
be recycled if it is properly mixed with the soil.
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