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Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. Phosphogypsum is an almost unused by-product of phosphate fertilizer production, 

which includes several valuable components so the use of phosphogypsum as a secondary 
raw material is in high demand in many countries 
of the world.The technologies of phosphogypsum utilization entail transforming it into 
construction materials and products, and several variants of technological operations 
sequence are applied. In the world, the construction sector accounts for over 40% of 
phosphogypsum usage. Phosphogypsum preparation for the production of gypsum binders 
can be divided into methods: washing of phosphogypsum with water; and washing in 
combination with neutralization and deposition of impurities in water 
The references not inserted into the text, the title is wrong, there are some abbreviations in 
the text not explained, and the writing of introduction is very bad. While the manuscript 
discusses the treatment of an important waste which solve the environmental problem.    
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