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SYNOPSIS :

The role of cover soil in the landfill for reducing the accumulation of leachate is investigated using
a laboratory infiltration test. The equipment consists of upper rainfall producing part and lower
inclined cover soil chamber. The runoff and infiltration ratio of the rainfall can be measured from
the test by changing the density, thickness, and gradient of cover soil. The results of the test
shows that the infiltration rate becomes smaller as the density of cover soil increases. The increase
of the gradient of cover soil increases the rate of runoff, however, the infiltration rate is not
changed significantly. The thickness of the cover soil did not influence both runoff and infiltation
rates of the cover soil
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