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Abstract : Contaminants such as organic matters, nutrients and toxic chemicals in rivers and lakes with a weak flow rate are first
removed from the water and accumulated in the sediments. Subsequently, they are released into the water column again, posing
direct/indirect adverse effects on the water quality and aquatic ecosystems. In particular, phosphorus is known to accelerate the
eutrophication phenomenon when it is released into the water column via physical disturbance and biological/chemical actions as
one of important materials that determine the primary production of aquatic ecosystems and an element that is stored mainly in the
sediments in the process of material circulation in the body of water. In this study, the effect on reducing phosphorus release in
sediments was analyzed by applying different capping materials to lake water, where the effect of aquatic microorganisms is taken
into account, and to distilled water, where the effect of microorganisms is excluded. The experimental results showed that capping
with chemical materials such as Fe-gypsum and SiO.-gypsum further reduced the phosphorus release by at least 40% compared
to the control case. Composite materials like granule gypsum+Sand showed over 50% phosphorus release reduction effect. Therefore,
it is determined that capping with chemical materials such as granule-gypsum and eco-friendly materials such as sand is effective
in reducing phosphorus release. The changes in phosphorus properties in the sediments before and after capping treatment showed
that gypsum input helped to change the phosphorus that is present in lake sediments into apatite-P, a stable form that makes phosphorus
release difficult. Based on the above results, it is expected that the application of capping technology will contribute to improving
the efficiency of reducing phosphorus release that occurs in river and lake sediments.
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Fig. 1. Capping materials.

(b) Loess

Table 1. Geochemical properties of sediment

m

Items Geochemistry properties
Temp. (C) 1838
Do (mg/L) 6.3
Surface water (ma/L) '

pH 69

PO,% (mg/L) 05

PO,* (mg/L) 3.0

Pore water o

S04~ (mg/L) 40

Mz (phi) 79

LOI (%) 9.0

Corg (%) 26

Al (%) 75

. Fe (%) 45

Sediment

Cr (ug/g) 106.0

Cu (ug/9) 480
Zn (ug/9) 1640

Cd (ng/9) 0.75

Pb (ug/g) 380
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Fig. 2. Schematic diagram of experimental setup for phosphorus
release experiments,

Table 2. Operating parameters for phosphorus release experi-

ments
ltems Conditions
Colume size (cm) Diameter 14, Higth 60
Sediment depth (cm) 20
Water depth (cm) 60
Solid-Liquid Ratio 1:3
Volume (L) 92
Cross Section (cm?) 153

Sand, Loess, Fe-gypsum,

Capping material SiO.-gypsum, granule-gypsum

Capping material depth (cm) Sand, loess : 5, Gypsum : 80 g

~
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Table 3. The change in Temp., DO, pH, Conductivity of water column (distiled water)

Time Temp (C) DO (mg/L) pH Conductivity (us/cm)
(dayy C s L FG SG gG+§ C & L FG SG gG+s C s L FG SG gG+S C S L FG SG gG+S
1 193 194 197 1983 194 193 54 62 61 58 65 59 64 60 59 61 57 58 5 2 9 53 111 4
2 197 199 197 199 199 199 58 59 61 52 56 52 68 60 59 60 70 56 6 4 9 55 114 6
3 198 199 197 199 199 198 56 55 61 51 655 51 61 56 59 59 70 56 7 4 9 57 114 7
4 189 189 189 189 189 189 54 55 60 52 53 55 61 57 59 59 68 56 7 5 9 57 110 8
5 189 189 189 189 189 189 52 55 60 52 51 55 60 57 59 59 68 56 8 5 9 5 112 9
6 163 164 164 164 164 163 48 55 60 53 51 59 64 59 60 60 65 57 9 6 10 5 109 10
7 181 183 196 183 186 182 44 56 50 52 46 56 62 59 59 60 64 57 11 9 12 61 118 11
8 184 187 189 186 189 186 43 52 45 48 43 53 62 59 59 59 64 57 13 10 14 62 126 13
9 185 188 189 187 189 186 43 50 45 52 45 58 62 60 60 59 63 57 14 12 15 64 127 14
10 185 188 187 186 188 185 38 46 41 50 42 57 63 60 64 61 64 58 14 15 19 93 131 18
11 176 176 176 176 177 175 38 46 41 51 43 57 63 60 63 60 63 57 15 15 19 95 131 22
12 165 165 165 160 166 160 38 46 41 51 43 57 63 61 62 60 63 57 18 15 19 90 130 24
13 155 158 158 156 159 155 39 46 41 53 47 60 64 62 61 60 64 58 21 15 19 80 130 27
14 167 170 173 169 173 169 39 41 40 52 47 57 65 61 61 60 64 58 19 18 20 73 143 21
15 170 170 170 170 170 170 385 40 37 52 44 55 65 61 61 60 64 58 20 19 21 75 148 25
16 180 180 180 180 180 180 32 38 383 51 43 54 65 61 61 60 64 58 21 20 22 76 158 27
17 191 194 194 191 195 190 28 36 30 50 43 54 66 62 61 61 64 58 23 20 24 78 162 31
18 191 194 194 191 195 190 28 36 28 50 43 54 66 62 61 61 64 58 22 21 24 79 165 32
19 191 194 194 191 195 190 28 36 27 50 43 54 66 62 61 61 64 58 23 22 25 8 170 35
20 191 194 194 191 195 190 28 36 25 50 43 54 66 62 61 61 64 58 256 21 25 85 175 36
21 177 181 181 178 182 178 26 34 24 49 45 54 66 62 61 61 63 58 27 22 26 87 178 40
22 180 180 180 180 180 180 25 33 23 48 44 53 66 62 61 61 63 58 28 23 27 90 185 42
23 180 180 180 180 180 180 24 32 22 47 43 52 66 62 61 61 63 58 30 23 28 95 190 44
24 193 196 197 194 198 195 21 31 18 46 41 51 67 63 62 61 64 59 33 24 31 99 201 46
25 193 196 197 194 198 195 21 31 16 46 40 51 67 63 62 61 64 59 34 25 31 99 205 48
26 193 196 197 194 198 195 21 30 15 46 40 51 67 63 62 61 64 59 35 25 32 100 210 &0
27 193 196 197 194 198 195 21 30 14 46 39 51 67 63 62 61 64 59 37 25 32 101 220 &1
28 198 199 200 196 199 198 21 28 13 45 39 49 67 63 62 61 64 59 38 26 33 103 229 53
29 198 199 200 196 199 198 21 27 12 45 38 48 67 63 62 61 64 59 40 28 35 110 240 60
30 199 201 201 197 201 196 20 27 10 44 36 48 68 63 60 62 64 59 44 30 38 119 250 65
Min 155 158 158 1566 1569 155 20 27 10 44 36 48 60 56 59 59 57 56 5 2 9 53 109 4
Max 199 201 201 199 201 199 58 62 61 58 65 60 68 63 64 62 70 59 44 30 38 119 250 65
Avg, 185 187 187 185 187 185 35 42 35 50 45 54 65 61 61 60 64 58 22 17 22 81 160 29

C / Control, S/ Sand, L / Loess, FG / Fe+gypsum, SG / SiO2+gypsum, gG+S / granule-gypsum+Sand
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Fig. 3. The change in Temp., DO, pH, Conductivity of water column (distiled water),
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gttt CappingA|e] £J§ DO
9 2F 84%, sand 56%, Fe-gypsum
7+ O eyt oo

A= 27] 5.9 mg/L
= AL ¢+ U
6.5 4 Hel2 fA8ke

24 A;, S102-gypsum 46%= A
HtS}o] granule-gypsum+Sand 2| £
oAl 4.8 mg/LE °F 19%u}l =75

pH®] ¥3l= control®] 7S H
S cappingA|E o]&3F &, 3E, Fe-gypsum, SiO,-
gypsum, granule gypsum+Sand+= 7—}7—} Bt 6.0 X5+
t}. Conductivity+= 30 A3} & control> 44 pS/cm, X
=2 30 uS/cm, FEZ A 38 uS/cm=z Wil ﬁﬁHEﬂ—
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2 93e g 2k

L
—
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1

A
I

0.13 mg/L7} 825 AL & 4= rkFig. 4(a)). =l 7

9 0.12 mg/LZ control¥} F-AH &5+ Foz "}E]";l’
t}. £3], capping & 10Uol|4] 13 Alo]o] PO, 9] Hw=7}
0.11 mg/L7MA] Z71EE= AL o 4 qlth o]= CHy gas v
3} EAI0) POO] B §28 AT ARE.
o] BForr ZHGH capplngO] A4S
t}. Fe-gypsum, SiO-gypsum 73-$-= °F 40%9] PO £22
A7E 4= 9= Aoz eyt 3¢l granule gypsumt
sand9] A= 50% o|Are] x|tk EJ-]-# Hol= Aoz
Elytt) o]= AFsIA|Ql granule gypsum =3} 2= 3 cm
o] BEo| o9& ¢uo] o]Foj& PO ATl &2 How
Atz = ok
Fig. 4(b)=
SO,”

=< 5cm

o}_/,\_ol

AZtel w2 S04 & W3S vehd Aol
o A4S ¢35 AZ3E Fe-gypsum, SiO, gypsum-

Table 42} Fig. 4= capping©] 2|3t PO 9} SO &&= ¥ 309 ©]%F 390, 415 mg/L= UREA Q] granule gypsum X.C}h
st2 ebdl Zlolth POSS] 49 control® 309 B9k o WA gHEIL A AL T & Ak 4 B 1
Table 4. Variation of PO,> and SO,* concentration on incubation time with various capping materials (distilled water)

Time Phosphate (mg/L) Sulfate (mg/L)

(day) C S L FG SG gG+S C S L FG SG gG+S
0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
1 0,07 0.04 0.06 0.03 0.05 0.03 00 0.0 00 287 533 02
2 0.03 0.04 0.06 0.05 0.04 0.03 0.0 0.0 0.0 340 594 0.0
3 0.03 0.03 0.06 0.04 0.04 0.03 0.0 0.0 00 37.7 740 0.0
4 0.03 0.04 0.07 0.04 0.04 0.03 00 0.0 00 458 891 03
5 0.03 0.04 0.07 0.04 0.04 0.03 0.0 0.0 00 529 1012 04
6 0.08 0.05 0.07 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.0 0.0 00 644 1420 05
7 0,07 0.05 0.09 0.03 0.05 0.03 00 0.0 14 1013 160.0 6.1
8 0.06 0.04 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.03 0.0 0.0 14 11568 160.3 92
9 0.06 0.03 0.07 0.05 0.07 0.04 0.0 0.0 04 118.0 181.0 121
10 0.06 0.1 0.06 0.03 0.05 0.04 00 0.0 00 1375 182.0 197
11 0.06 0.1 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.05 0.0 0.0 02 150.8 2015 256
12 0.08 0.1 0.08 0.07 0.06 0.05 0.0 0.0 02 1704 2115 358
13 0.10 0.1 012 0.10 0.07 0.05 00 0.0 02 1950 2395 373
14 013 0.06 0.04 0.05 0.03 0.03 0.0 0.0 02 199.0 2315 37.7
15 013 0.06 0.05 0.05 0.03 0.04 0.0 0.0 08 2201 2451 370
16 013 0.06 0.04 0.06 0.03 0.04 00 0.0 18 2345 2614 370
17 0.09 0.06 0.03 0.06 0.04 0.05 0.0 0.0 23 2540 2840 340
18 0.09 0.06 0.03 0.05 0.03 0.05 0.0 0.0 20 260.0 290.0 400
19 0.09 0.06 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.05 00 0.0 21 2700 3100 450
20 0.09 0.06 0.03 0.05 0.04 0.05 0.0 0.0 22 279.0 320.0 50,0
21 0.10 0.06 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.05 0.0 0.0 18 288.0 3410 578
22 0.10 0.06 0.04 0.03 0.08 0.05 00 0.0 20 290.0 350.0 58.0
23 0.10 0.06 0.05 0.05 0.07 0.05 0.0 0.0 25 300.0 360.0 590
24 0,11 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.06 0.06 0.0 0.0 33 320.0 3740 62.4
25 0,11 0.08 0.06 0.07 0.06 0.05 00 0.0 35 350.0 380.0 75.0
26 0,11 0.09 0.06 0.07 0.07 0.06 0.0 0.0 40 380.0 390.0 850
27 0,11 0.09 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.05 05 0.0 45 3950 410.0 950
28 0,11 0.10 0.08 0.07 0,07 0.06 06 0.0 50 4010 4340 1015
29 012 0.1 0.08 0.07 0.07 0.05 0.6 0.0 50 4010 4200 105.0
30 0.13 0.12 0.09 0.07 0.07 0.05 0.6 0.1 43 3910 4150 116.0
Min 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 0,00 00 00 00 00 00 00

Max 0.13 012 012 0.10 0.08 0.06 06 0.1 50 4010 4340 116.0

Avg. 0.08 007 0.06 0.05 0.05 0.04 01 00 16 2092 247 4 401

C /Control, S/ Sand, L / Loess, FG / Fe+Gypsum, SG / SiO-+Gypsum, gG+S / granule-Gypsum+Sand
CHStEtAZEE|A| | M36A HM115[ 2014 114
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Fig. 4. Variation of PO,* and SO concentration on incubation time with various capping materials (distilled water),
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Table 5. The change in Temp., DO, pH, Conductivity of water column (lake water)

Time Temp. (C) DO (mg/L) pH Conductivity (uS/cm)

(day) C S L FG SG gG+S C S L FG SG gG+S C S L FG SG gG+S C S L FG SG gG+S
1 193 193 198 194 199 199 48 55 59 52 50 58 70 73 73 74 73 72 215 214 230 296 318 280
2 200 201 203 203 203 202 48 52 58 52 46 576 70 72 73 73 74 73 227 228 234 297 320 281
3 201 202 203 203 202 202 49 53 55 52 55 551 70 71 72 72 73 72 228 229 236 298 318 281
4 196 198 199 199 197 199 46 50 52 50 50 547 70 71 72 72 73 72 222 221 232 291 312 275
5 176 179 178 178 177 176 45 49 49 48 46 536 71 71 72 71 72 72 216 216 226 284 306 267
6 166 166 166 166 165 163 44 46 47 45 43 506 71 71 72 70 72 71 212 214 219 277 300 261
7 177 179 181 182 182 177 35 42 43 40 38 48 71 71 72 71 72 71 218 218 228 293 310 271
8 181 184 187 188 188 183 34 38 42 38 39 447 7071 72 70 72 71 221 221 232 299 315 277
9 182 184 186 186 185 182 30 35 41 39 35 422 69 70 72 70 70 71 222 221 233 309 344 277
10 183 185 187 188 187 183 31 36 40 37 34 398 70 71 72 70 71 71 222 222 235 301 326 279
1 175 177 177 178 177 175 32 37 41 37 35 406 70 71 72 69 70 71 216 218 231 319 334 274
12 165 168 168 169 168 166 33 38 42 38 37 414 71 71 72 69 70 71 212 214 227 331 343 270
13 157 160 162 162 162 158 34 40 43 38 38 423 71 71 72 68 69 71 209 210 222 343 352 266
14 161 165 167 166 165 162 27 39 41 40 39 427 70 71 72 68 71 71 212 213 227 308 309 272
15 170 172 173 173173 171 26 38 40 37 37 412 70 71 72 69 71 71 216 217 232 311 327 279
16 178 179 180 180 179 176 24 36 39 35 35 428 70 71 72 70 70 71 220 221 237 315 348 286
17 184 187 190 191 190 187 23 35 38 34 34 417 70 71 72 70 69 70 224 225 241 318 371 294
21 171 173 176 175173 172 18 36 39 388 37 415 69 71 72 70 71 71 217 218 235 305 326 289
24 214 222 219 207 196 197 16 37 41 38 37 412 7071 72 70 71 72 241 245 261 357 365 327
28 220 226 222 208 199 201 20 39 43 42 39 434 69 70 72 71 71 70 240 251 259 428 372 329
31 221 228 225 212 199 204 25 39 45 44 41 459 70 71 73 71 72 71 243 254 270 450 391 365
35 189 191 193 1983 190 189 21 39 41 39 35 411 71 72 73 71 69 70 228 236 254 503 443 365
38 208 213 215 214213 209 18 36 36 32 31 425 72 73 73 71 71 70 238 249 268 532 436 387
42 213 215 218 218 218 214 06 24 24 31 32 414 70 70 72 70 68 70 248 262 281 571 599 419
45 211 215 217 218 217 214 05 21 24 31 32 402 7070 71 70 71 71 250 260 283 558 528 423
49 213 216 217 217 216 213 05 20 23 30 33 413 71 70 72 70 72 71 249 263 282 575 496 428
Min, 157 160 162 162 162 158 05 20 23 30 31 40 69 70 71 68 68 70 209 210 219 277 300 261
Max, 221 228 225 212 218 214 49 55 59 52 65 59 72 73 73 74 74 73 250 263 283 575 599 428
Avg. 188 191 192 191 189 187 28 39 42 40 39 45 7071 72 70 71 71 226 229 243 364 366 309

C /Control, S/ Sand, L / Loess, FG / Fe+Gypsum, SG / SiO-+Gypsum, gG+S / granule-Gypsum+Sand
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Fig. 5. The change in Temp., DO, pH, Conductivity of water column (lake water).
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Table 6. Variation of PO, and SO,* concentration on incubation time with various capping materials (lake water)

Time Phosphate (mg/L) Sulfate (mg/L)
(day) o] S L FG SG gG+S o] S L FG SG gG+S
0 032 032 032 032 032 032 30.1 30,1 301 30,1 30.1 30.1
1 027 0.33 0.36 025 0.30 0.31 332 347 36.6 60.1 726 60.1
2 0.24 033 0.41 0.24 0.39 032 310 322 351 677 990 652
3 0.21 0.30 0.38 0.24 0.39 0.30 320 341 363 67.0 1146 715
4 0.20 0.31 0.38 022 0.36 027 312 342 367 837 140.8 718
5 0.18 032 037 022 033 0.24 308 337 36.4 972 165,1 721
6 0.16 0.31 0.37 0.21 032 022 303 330 367 1138 186.3 723
7 0.15 0.24 037 0.24 0.30 021 320 330 374 1810 2188 865
8 0.11 0.23 0.34 0.21 027 0.19 329 347 371 1855 2323 105.3
9 008 025 033 018 021 0.20 329 342 356 1892 2328 768
10 005 0.26 032 0.14 0.15 0.21 329 329 358 1910 2330 756
11 008 022 0.30 0.14 0.15 0.21 316 326 358 1990 2470 714
12 0.11 0.18 0.31 013 015 022 302 324 357 2080 2610 672
13 0.13 0.14 0.33 012 0.15 022 290 322 357 2150 2770 636
14 0.13 0.15 0.31 0.1 013 0.20 296 314 359 2165 2790 621
15 0.14 0.13 0.30 0.10 0.1 0.21 29 4 304 359 2415 3050 675
16 0.15 0.12 0.32 0.1 0.10 0.20 291 295 36.0 2702 3380 706
17 0.16 0.1 0.31 013 012 0.20 289 283 36.0 2050 3650 75.0
21 0.15 0.1 0.29 0.1 012 0.14 285 316 37.1 3163 4075 770
24 017 0.15 032 0.14 0.10 012 304 334 387 3150 4280 790
28 0.19 0.16 0.33 013 013 0.1 314 331 355 3240 4350 1355
31 0.21 0.18 035 015 015 012 306 331 382 3390 4560 1335
35 0.19 0.16 0.33 0.1 0.10 0.13 309 335 380 3500 4680 135.8
38 0.19 017 032 0.10 0.09 0.10 291 337 385 3685 4826 149.0
42 0.21 0.15 0.31 0.10 0.10 008 281 332 379 4085 5190 1465
45 0.20 0.18 0.34 012 0.10 008 292 340 38.4 4420 5700 1575
49 022 0.20 0.33 0.1 0.10 0,09 308 330 376 4630 6470 166.0
Min 0.05 0.1 0.29 0.1 0.09 0.08 281 283 30,1 30.1 30,1 30.1
Max 0.32 0.33 0.41 0.32 0.39 0.32 332 347 387 463 647 166
Avg 0.16 0.20 033 0.15 0.18 0.18 305 326 366 2528 3341 9558

G/ Control, S/ Sand, L / Loess, FG / Fe+Gypsum, SG / SiO»+Gypsum, gG+S / granule-Gypsum+Sand
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Fig. 6. Variation of PO,* and SO4* concentration on incubation time with various capping materials (lake water).
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