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Abstract

Gypsum is a non-metallic mineral sulphate in natural form of salt. Its structure consists of calcium
ion (Ca2+), sulphate ion (SO42-) and molecules of water (H20). Its formula is CaS04+2H20, found in
nature and synthesis in various processes including gypsum as a by-product of scrubbing sulfur from
combustion gases at coal-fired power plants, called Flue Gas Desulfurization Gypsum or FGD Gypsum. It
can be used in agriculture, as well as other types of gypsum, as a conditioner to improve soil physical
properties, and water infiltration and storage; to reduce compaction in soil, nutrient movement to surface
water (run off), and erosion. Moreover, it also helps to balance the sodium content of saline soils; to decrease
aluminum toxicity in acid soil. In addition, calcium and sulfur in FGD Gypsum are also essential nutrients
for plant growth and yield. Currently, there are some concerns about heavy metal contamination of FGD
Gypsum derived from synthetic process. However, some researchers reported that using appropriate rate

of FGD gypsum would not cause on environmental impacts. Therefore, gypsum, a manufactured by-product
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of the coal-fired combustion process in power plants, is an alternative way to help farmers solve the problem

of land degradation, improves soil structure, and increase agricultural profit effectively and sustainably.

Keywords: FGD gypsum, soil amendment, calcium, sulfur, soil degradation
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Flue Gas Desulfurization Gypsum (FGD Gypsum)
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nszuaumsindaiihadamleslaeenlad (S0 ) dwiugranssunisrdnnszualnihandiuiiuantug
ﬂmﬁmummmLWﬂﬂm@ﬂﬂ%mmiﬂumﬂuﬂmq ‘EmwmsnemLW@ﬂm@@ﬂismmmmﬂgmmfﬂ@ﬂmmunaw
Wudamn (SO4 )mnuu%mﬂgmmnu CaCO, nanendug s (Figure 1) Aeauns

SO2 + CaCO3 _— CaSO3 Ve HzO + CO2 + O2 e CaSO4-2 HZO (Gypsum)

mmﬂmmmmuummmmq flue gas desulfurization gypsum 138 FGD Gypsum (Figure 2) "N‘MMEI
fa nnsutlsannzesinadameslnaanlas (SO)) VLﬂLﬂumwﬂ@”n@memsn@LW@iwmmmmmqmwwﬂﬂ
Sndmsieninl s lemndlF e m‘l,umvmuﬂml,ﬂﬁﬂ@ walunsznunsuLL T nuaz L LT
mmmemmummﬂ‘ﬁmmmmmvmmnmmmim Tnenseuaunisuuiidlenayldiuu (CaCO, ) V3R1/ua11
Wit dqumvmumumume’lmﬂumqwumqmu (Chen and Dick, 2011)
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Figure 1 Schematic of the scrubbing process to produce FGD gypsum (Dontsova et al., 2005)

ANHMUSUAZAMANLAYRY FGD Gypsum WA fUdnATlussTNTR

Tutas 10ﬂ‘ﬁlNﬁum’]ﬁﬂ’]iﬁmﬂ’]ﬁmﬂmzLL@x@m@N’ﬂaV}’NLL?ﬁ‘VlEI’] ANANTANINNENIN UATANANLTR
MAARTZIIN9 FGD Gypsum wasElFud Lﬁm'%ummﬁmﬁimﬁmmiﬁéﬂmﬁﬂummmﬂﬁﬁqm\m (Dontsova
et al., 2005; Graf, 2010; Mitchell, 2010; Kost et al., 2014) WU CaSO -2H O wazAIaRnd (Quartz, SiOz)
Lﬂumﬂﬂsm@uwumumqmemmmmenummmum dauuslalaluyt [CaMg(CO )]
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Wi TudaulseneuinUennE L FuannessuT A e Fageedtlssnenmnsusuaznnsiniia
Fsnafuilvinls FoD Gypsum daulunjfaunadnuaziafasndndilduannassuaii Inauinndn 95 % aaq
muﬂmfaumﬂiu FGD Gypsum Haunadanndn 150 luaau (Table 1) dufuesAlsznaunianiizas FGD
Gypsum uumu@ﬂﬂmummeﬂsvmmmmwu Aansuilegy muiﬂmrmmmum“lfﬁ‘lumwmum@mim@m
Anadamasingen’las (Chen and Dick, 2011) zﬂquiumwmﬁ FGD Gypsum Nm*mm@wﬁ‘ﬂm CaSO 2H O
mmnmw 95 Llafidus LL@vmmwﬂmwwﬂuﬁﬁmm (Dontsova et al., 2005; Chen et al. 2008; Marchls
et al., 2016) mmumwmmummm@@quwu‘luﬂﬂenummwumimme\ﬂu Table 2

Figure 2 Flue gas desulfurization gypsum.

Table 1 Some mineralogical and physical properties of FGD gypsum and natural gypsum.

Property FGD gypsum Natural gypsum
Minerals present Gypsum, Quartz Gypsum, Quartz, Dolomite
Water content (%) 55 0.38
CaSO,2H O (%) 99.6 87.1
Particle size
> 250 Microns (%) 0.14 100
150 - 250 Microns (%) S 0
105 - 150 Microns (%) 33 0
74 - 105 Microns (%) 33 0
< 74 Microns (%) 31 0

Sources: Dontsova et al. (2005); Chen and Dick (2011)

m’mLi’uﬁumaaﬁmaﬁmsﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁlu FGD Gypsum

FGD Gypsum muiumm”lmmnm‘ymummuuLﬂﬂﬂﬂwuﬂu (CaCo,) mLﬂuﬁTfmmﬁuﬁ'w
damasinaanlbd (80,) Lmeﬂgmm@@nmmu T aanTAlunnsazanennl§n anvedsanunsainaet
mmmmmum@;mwﬁumq TelinaseszAuanNidniuresessiieuasazateiusmnnanisgaldsinems
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2833 NATRNGLE (Korcak, 1998) AN Table 2 wud FGD Gypsum H¥eaiazuadansuaatiauuwasiinyivag)
Lﬂummﬂrﬂfaﬂuﬁmmwm Samngiazinan sz e luguntsinems LW@ﬂiUﬂNzﬁuummqmﬂmw
mmmmm wmmm@mmummmmmﬂumu (Shainberg et al., 1989) u@nmnumwuﬂ?mmmmmmm
@uj ‘mmmumeumuummammmuimu,@ NANARTBINTENALE DanddnasnudTunurealaneviin
VU #1939 (As), Az (Pb), wAALlen (Cd) uaz tlsan(Hg) mumiwvauqﬂvﬂu@ﬂu FGD Gypsum usif
g g ldesgtaands Lummnmmmmummi@muunmnmfﬂumummmﬁmmmﬂmﬂuma
tFuilg9mu (EPRI, 2011)

Table 2 Chemical properties of FGD gypsum from different sources and natural gypsum.

Element (unit) FGD FGD FGD FGD Natural
gypsum' . gypsum’ gypsum® gypsum’ gypsum’
Calcium (Ca), (%) 24.3 23.0 18.2 33.4* 24.7
Sulfur (S), (%) 18.5 18.7 14.9 19.8* 20.7
Nitrogen (N), (%) <0.10 - <0.10 - 0.13
Phosphorus(P), (mg kg™) <0.10 L <1 3 <100
Potassium (K), (mg kg™ <74 - 183 400* 500
Magnesium (Mg), (mg kg™ 200 300 120 312* 1300
Boron (B), (mg kg™ 13 55.1 7 - 168
Iron (Fe), (mg kg™ 150 45 636 I 1,500
Manganese (Mn), (mg kg™) 0.6 <2.60 3 = 31
Copper (Cu), (mg kg™ < 0.40 <42 < 0.40 1427 <0.80
Molybdenum (Mo), (mg kg™) 3.2 <65 1 - 0.80
Nickel (Ni), (mg kg™ <3 <44 1.90 0.54" 2.30
zZinc (Zn), (mg kg™) 1.20 <21 18 0.34" 6.10
Elements of environmental concern
Arsenic (As), (mg kg™) <11 0.56 <1.2 2.74" < 2.60
Barium (Ba), (mg kg™) 5.50 - 299 2.20" -
Cadmium (Cd), (mg kg™) <1.00 <39 <0.04 0.01" 0.30
Chromium (Cr), (mg kg™) <1.00 <37 < 15.6" 4.80
Lead (Pb), (mg kg™ <5.00 <26 - 1.13" 1.20
Mercury (Hg), (mg kg™) - - 2.70 - 0.02
Selenium (Se), (mg kg™) <25 0.90 - 0.13" <1.20
Source of FGD-Gypsum Moscow, Ohio, Cincinnati,  Birmingham, Mae Moh
USA Ohio, USA  Alabama, USA Lampang, TH

Sources: 'Dontsova et al. (2005); Chen and Dick (2011), °Chen et al. (2005), *Mitchell (2010),
*"Chindaprasirt et al. (2011); "Ufjn10 uazAnE (2560), "Mupambwa et al. (2015)
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HAU89 FGD Gypsum Aagxtiauaznsidasunlasasiy
1. HAAAFNLTANNNLNINIDIAY

nMsuduNLIe9AY (soil compaction) autnNIsuiNFaLAZNNTUANITUUSTASHINENAY (surface
crusting) ﬁLﬁm@’mﬂ@@vﬂﬁi’Nj danansznusanisasyiulnvesiauaialsznig iy n1avanaeduan nng
nsusizenevesszuusn msldszlemanniih enne 51m@ WM INT luAY sanDenaNasTaINT n1sld FGD
Gypsum anansndiuzsuazufladlomidamsananald desann FGD Gypsum fiszqlniinfidaatiestu
N19NTLANLAIIBIDUNIALTARAY wenaniluradesiiiuesdilsznenmdsaes FGD Gypsum Hleazanarinay
wansluupamenlanau (Ca*) ﬁuﬁwmmmﬂiﬁwmﬁﬁulﬁmmnm:ﬂ@juﬁmﬂmﬁmﬁuﬁL@ﬁmimmwwz
atieBeluAwTeazAen (Marchis et al., 2016) AaaliAufinssvLnetnuaztamannelea WMNNZNITIaTEY
FUTRU0IRTLAZNTUNINIZ AN IBITZULIZIN uenmnﬁﬂ“\aLﬁufa”mmﬂ'm,wn%uﬁwL%gjaqau Faflulszlamd
ﬁi@mﬂﬁmmumeﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂwﬁqm@rz]u ﬁﬂ%@ﬁqmmmﬂ?mmm@@;agLaﬂm’iﬁumﬂm@gﬂmﬁwLmzma‘
WINaLansoe (Chang et al., 1989; Donstsova et al., 2005; Norton, 2008; Marchis et al., 2016)
2. NARABANLANIANUASANNAANANLSOITDIAY

ilesannassuanAves FGD Gypsum Fldunannnnswntiudass e Aresnsfusanilad nas
ﬁm:m'ffi\‘iLﬁuiﬂﬁmaﬁwﬁmmﬁuhmiﬁuLﬁﬁﬂuﬂmauﬁﬁMWqﬁﬁuLmﬁﬁn@qﬁu (Baligar et al., 2011) E‘ﬂeﬁmﬁ
autTRlunstasansziuasansieeslnfunlasen (Na') Tuaudy ‘Emmawwamqmmumu‘&mﬂ finsen
ammiﬁmﬁﬂuﬁmﬂLﬁ@au"l,mumuzgq (A1 exchangeable sodium percentage > §a218% 15) mmm@mmum@
NN9IAsTYLALIADINTBLININNN n@1ﬂ°nm@ﬂﬁu‘ﬁ%ﬁqﬂumiﬁmu@M@\im@‘imﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁ@:mﬂfﬂgiu
asazangunAnl ueaelaseu (Ca%) AuAnEIann FGD Gypsum axdnlumiminfes oo
(Na") ﬁgﬂ@mﬁmﬂﬁﬁfm@ﬂmﬁﬁﬁu ililmaeugnazaanunudosndiueyyatamn (SO.7) Fauiulonsy
AUTWANEILNAN FGD Gypsum nagiuinaslinandama (Na sO) AIANNIT

2Na --- Clay | + 03804 (FGDGypsum) ——> Ca- Clay + NaZSO4

indalniendamin (Na SO, mimmnﬂgmmu fanuansalunsazaneinlda i liln Ay leaey
(Na") fiumnsi mmwmvmﬂafaﬂiﬂmnmuﬂmwimrzlwifamwlmmiﬂLwamqm@@‘ﬂ&ﬁmausﬁmﬂmanmnwuw
g liiAuiinnadusdaeinde A udioeas UnAnsiiis FGD Gypsum wiedtlduassuaiasluuauns
azlallfdanensziu pH 1e9auligeal WisageIuRasdntdaevindumnifauiuylu (Fisher, 2011) aeingls
Annddunaasiszinnanunsadasanpanuiduiwresegluundes luaunsals (Chen and Dick,
2011: Marchis et al., 2016) Iasuaadanlaaas (Ca®) mﬂaﬂﬁﬁummumiﬂ"l,@mmmuﬂ@mu (A Niga
ﬂmfamnmsumfaumﬂmumum’lmam@@ﬂmm’lmﬁmymmmu mnuu@y@uuuiﬂmumiﬂmmmﬂ‘usn@LWM
laaau ( (S0%) ) M liananuiiuisaasas gl lunuacls

Chen et al. (2005) 3129131514 FGD Gypsum tluansilfuilgsmiu ldinesusazyin1ifisunnmes

= o o X | a Y o v A - X o
srguAamaNLasdae fNNTWluge 0-80 wuRMATULAL SedenalilTunesunnid NN udoY
(Figure 3) Daudidnazfunniifenatlussdilsznounes FGD GypsumlutBunuaninu inlidndouang

= a A a dl a a a = ldl = dl

waaLTeN uazunntifenluasazanshuanad iasanuuntiieunieluusaumilangnlantnawaaidasniug
AN FGD Gypsum 1iulee Asunsiinglduvze FGD Gypsum asldluanuasfasinisiansainnadinnn
fazld wazanliRveAutieioey
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3. NARARNUANINTINTNUIDIAY

nanTANE AR TUANTAN TN WA nansznuannnisld FGD Gypsum lildfumauanlannniin
uwfiazilanuAgudnsisin FGD Gypsum adhliuanadanaluniensuasnisdonson siinauuaranaizes

a A o a P ' 1% = v 1

AUNIEIU19THA  H51897U9n191E FGD Gypsum HuudldunazaniFuieaiaa Salimonella spp.
wag Escherichia coli aauviatinalaafiiasnyiiulnagluunasin (Jenkins et al.,2014) SuitiadunaInnIsly
\Wenaniayadndngnazdadlunitngnaed (Guan and Holley, 2003) ustednalsinudeanumgiuuas
HANNINARBIAINANATaarfiainsAnEnAuad IdazBa afa
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Figure 3 Calcium, sulfur and magnesium movement into soil profiles is enhanced by the addition of FGD

gypsum. (Chen et al., 2005)

4. waUR3 FGD Gypsum lusnuay 9

4.1 NA2RY FGD Gypsum AANISTEANNINAEUAZNS IUALN LU AY

luuinansldiloind Joyadad sidetlaviingre luBinmfigaiundafifsazanmsatinluld
Uslamlifansianinls Azdana iR BN uues e msazaeeg luasazatganuBa N GRIPaHY
L%’u%’umuLﬁummm@mmimma mlﬁmmﬂmﬂﬂmmﬂmmﬁﬁéﬁﬂ@fm fuansznuseduandon o
lannzatiaiaaams (P (PO ) Lmumimmummmmem@ mmﬂmngmimmmﬂfm ﬁimmmu
(eutrophication) ‘EmwmlfaaLWm"mﬂ‘mmmmLL@vwmummuTmmqmmLm WAZI AU U gry
meqmummmmmqmium @ummmmuqimmmmmmmwaﬂm FGD Gypsum AiiLiuniaes Caso,
lulsunaugeardiaannisazanaaasneanada (P TmmQ,Lﬂ@ﬂuslmﬂumiﬂim@um@W\Immmmmuﬂmmﬂ
%'wifm@mmm:@wmfmw’amWa%@mz_g’{iwﬁqauLm:m‘Lmmu (Stout et al., 1999) Torbert uar Watts (2014)
Anwnaa89n19ld FGD Gypsum sianisgoydasnsmaanaiaainnisluatituuiontinmnu luausoulunsg
faurunsldijayadng wudinnsld FGD Gypsum ludnsniseann 1500 Alaniusialsaunsnanaauidudu
ﬂmwxlfamWa%@ﬁlgnﬂjmaﬂ@zmﬂmnuﬁwﬁuﬁﬁﬁ@m: 61 [WUAEAFUALNNIMARE9Y8Y Endale et al. (2014)
finnstsvifiulsr@vaninaeantsld FGD Gypsum ?'quﬁ”um?sl,%ﬂﬂm"lﬁﬁ”lﬁmmnfammuﬂﬁuﬁmﬁﬂlu
neuliiresszinAanigaiing Aen1sannisgryidatFunniuenule ( NH,’ ), lmsn (NO,) uazvinavieda
(P) Tudiu Immnmeunumuwmmmmu@ WANSTMNLURAY (crusting) TeiAausuussAaNniANIaTzdng
Wananevessuetigs (Langdale et al., 1985) Endale et al. (2014) wud1n1sld FGD Gypsum luéns1 1,440
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Alansuselssaniulayalidnm 2000 Alanfusiels lifiewusazfinaauanansnsesnsiurindngionu
Wit ﬁqmmm@mmiqmLZﬂm@mmmﬁnmmm:mﬂmnaquﬁﬁumzﬂ'meﬁﬂé’%né’w Inaa1unTnan
negayidasananalin 30 iwesidusd

4.2 HaUBY FGD Gypsum saAnNitlufisuaslaneminlumu

faugid1nsruaunng FGD Gypsum ‘ﬁlvl,rﬁfmmﬂ‘Ei\mu@mmuﬂﬁum?mam"LWﬁwmndmﬁuaﬂvluﬁ@”
10 pure calcium sulfate dehydrate (CaSO -2H O) mma@m 95 LLrﬂﬂmLflwnm'mmm@ﬂi“’ﬂnummi@ﬁ”uuﬂ
mm%“mmmimmﬂumumvwmmmmm FGD Gypsum adld 1aeunisimsziiiunnaeslans
niinlu FGD Gypsum ‘Vﬂ,mmmniaqiﬂﬁqmwu@ﬂiummﬂuwﬂwummﬂmwﬁmmﬁ@me WU
WBIATUY (As), WARLNEIN (Cd), JGEEI (Cr) mq (Pb) 1san (Hg), meuﬂu (Se) um@ (Ni) L@faﬂufaﬂu
avAlsznauA Lmeu“lummfmwﬂmmwﬂ@umwmmﬁmmﬁm Nmmmqwummmum‘wmw\mﬁmm
TavzwinuesagandnAtunsguetjtingianiies (Dontsova et al., 2005 ; Chenet al., 2005) mmmﬂmqgﬂ
nuualag RCRA (resource conservation and recovery act) (Table 3) Lﬁfa”l.nimumf':ﬁmm’mlﬁ'mﬁuma
12an (Hg) filsaluanfu FGD Gypsum TnssuAUnInn I daRstameslaaen oA Gansaanumnudud
fuuilsaglutag 0.01-1.4 Haaninsenianin (Chen et al., 2014; EPRI, 2011) %qqaﬂdﬁﬂﬁuﬁlwuiﬁmu
seanmnAuarElFuR N sinemavialifs 1000 wih Asianu s fanfunastin o4 s lumdlunnainsms
FeananeliiAnnnmmnA ez neesTavgiinlumu Briggs et al. (2014) e Ane1mFunuansidiudu
a3d7an (Hg) fulamlaosnann FGD Gypsum %'agﬂmﬁmmnimiﬂﬁwdmﬁuanmﬁ3 wois Aususnun g
duansuiurlanulunisinems wudiaududuresdsanlu FGD Gypsum agliteq 0.079 - 0.391 Hadniu
sianlann Tneninduduananaundusuaunidlunmeaeaiuszazion 1 3 nudsangnianidesesn
s lugnsazaneAusndia i duaedisanti FGD Gypsum hinanmaaa g EuFs ey
484 Chen WaTATLY (2014) WudAiiiald FGD Gypsum Tudmensaust 300-3000 Alansuse’ld Azt Funninanuy
drdursailseniignuastlaetasgansazane muiiatuieadniies Wedlaufunss:®a7ldl4 FGD Gypsum
wazbifpuuansneiluneaindeineuiunisldaU s uusiazen Eﬂ%\immL%uﬁumﬂqﬂiﬂwiﬁ@;al,ﬁu
ﬂdﬁmmmgmﬁ RCRA v dennmualidndnaauidaduaelsenlugnsazans anlinamiv 2.3 faaniu
Flanlaniu (NINALANNANY, 2547) aghalsfmulunsiasihlduildnannlsdwinguivanlufann
unassineun deslonllunsinums pasdeddetnsrzinesds MeldlhRnswiiduwrefouasiuauiisn
qqﬁuﬂdﬁ'mmgmﬁwumif’i

N9l FGD Gypsum lunnsuanig
Tuszuunanemefidsiudaulun/ldfmei i 1 luneUfgiuiefuandammainens
anndu FGD Gypsum ﬁié’mnimmuqmmwmaummam”LWﬁﬁmﬂmuﬁuaﬂ”Luﬁ g M uuvasans
BN Lﬁmmﬂlﬁﬁmumﬁw((}a) %aﬁuwmwﬁﬁﬁmﬁi@mm%qLsn@ﬁLLmem%wu@wmﬁLmzﬁ’mzﬁu
(S) Aifldantaalunnsaielsfiuiidunsdlsynetmesia AufitBunnTeAadauLaziuedullifemwa
:dqmmiﬁﬁmziﬂma‘m‘?mLﬁuimmzﬁﬂﬂzﬁ'mmamﬁmm (Chen and Dick, 2011) 411333 8Iaz Wm0 (2546)
nstindhananwisdssmalne I8AnsuaneIns1d FGD Gypsum slananasuaznun ntesdulumaunsg
mﬂ@ﬂ‘l,ummmmmmmuwmwmﬂmﬂﬂ&ﬁumﬂmqlmmmqmnmmﬂwum@mmm ADINTNTBIAHN 8N
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o
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Table 3 The total heavy metal concentration in FGD gypsum samples and the maximum allowable limits

of heavy metals in soils .

FGD FGD FGD FGD ANNIATF

Element (Unit) . ) . . -5

gypsum gypsum gypsum gypsum TR

Arsenic (As), (mg kg™ <11 0.56 <1.2 2.74 <3.90

Cadmium (Cd), (mg kg™) <1.0 <39 <0.04 0.01 <37

Chromium (Cr), (mg kg™) <1.0 <37 4.90 15.6 <300

Lead (Pb), (mg kg™ <50 <26 - 1.13 <400

Mercury (Hg), (mg kg™) - 5 2.70 - <23

Selenium (Se), (mg kg™) <25 0.90 - 0.13 < 390
Source of FGD-Gypsum Moscow, Cincinnati, Birmingham, Mae Moh

Ohio, USA = Ohio, USA  Alabama, USA  Lampang, TH -

Sources: 'Dontsova et al. (2005); Chen and Dick (2011), *Chen et al. (2005), *Mitchell (2010),
‘a1l uazmue (2560), *nIAILANNATE (2547)

Punshon et al. (2001) #annsAnE1iaeNI9tAN FGD Gypsum Audanagas 4 19a loun 41qlna,
fnnne, Bne wazdawies ieAnEERITMstenuazBNInAsnnarasits wudt luszezuanaesnisUgnitala
nunansenulafednsinimean winudnfinasturasiaealiliseuesiinr 4 sinludile i 10 du
wWunaniaInngiFEN FGD Gypsum

Chen et af. (2001) T#An®1n31E FGD Gypsum mmnmsﬂaﬂmWﬂWquvmLvmm Tnenfnaaly
TuAunse Liﬁ?ﬂummunmmmmuwmﬁm@mu FGD Gypsum adllufugangieazdqelsidamassuasdari
WTlARARTNTY 5 1 8 WinanuddUluseesi9an 2 T anuadt 1% Chen et al. (2005) AsldaesAnsiien
funsl4 FGD Gypsum fuftaaiiaau tnsidendantnailuftmageu widnasld FGD Gypsum 11&591?’1171'@\1
%ﬁﬂﬁmmammm%m‘ﬂwm@;q%uﬁw Treiiiial FGD Gypsum adli/lugne 1500 daudsaiaines waz 3,000
Uauddaiaines azinlinauanvednalnafaaudenas 1.9 ua2 8.8 AudEy (Figure 4) UaNANTENT]
FIENIUIINNIEN FGD Gypsum 19231100 800-1200 ﬂ‘ll@ﬂ'mmfa”l.mﬂumumqmmmm@mjamwmLmﬂum
aasairaiinuasAniinga ﬂNVN’&\‘iL@TNNZ\]NZ\]MLLZ\]”ﬁMﬂ’W\P}J@\‘iN@NZ\]WH@\W“’L“IJ@LV]ﬁLL@“’ﬂ"lQTWﬂWJ’]WﬂﬂﬂQEI
(Baligar et al., 2011)
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Figure 4 Corn grain yield as affected by application of FGD gypsum (Chen et al., 2005)
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Q

filfunldannnisnndninadaesineanlds (FGD Gypsum) Srudlunanass laannlselnfngnudin
anlwif awnsnianlfiiuansdfuladulunaneasiieanilyuianudesmssaesdu i zaniunig
waztlgnivald nsldludmafimnizan aziianasedwsuiasaauifnanIen NLas AR IR Andise
WnFanuseuaaftuuazimsdudulusmanmssesid Atysianisiasy v lnuas linananiea wanann
Hflvtnaluisesaasnisayindaunasin ann1sgeudeninauainnisseazane uiagnelsfisnunistn FGD
Gypsum sz lemifunisinemnsdanamasiinisnsaageunisunsnszanaaadlavenminienauuasuaald
d ez o BL B0y 3 o A LA .
walFuwdladnazinBdduninata il lusaeimanzanas bina liinetligmaiuuiluntauas
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