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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 (S042-) and molecules of water (H20). Its formula is CaSO4+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.
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Flue Gas Desulfurization Gypsum (FGD Gypsum)
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SO2 + CaCO3 —_— CaSO3 Nz H2O + CO2 + O2 e CaSO4-2 HZO (Gypsum)

ma‘ﬂﬂf’nmnmuummmq flue gas desulfurization gypsum 38 FGD Gypsum (Figure 2) "N‘MMEI
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Sndmsienin s TemilF ey m‘l,umumummﬂiiﬂ@ waflunsrununisuun Tenuazuy el
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Figure 1 Schematic of the scrubbing process to produce FGD gypsum (Dontsova et al., 2005)

ANHUSUAZAMANLAYRY FGD Gypsum Uag fUdnATlussTNTR

Tutas 1Oﬂ‘ﬁ'r:humﬁmaﬁﬂmﬁﬂwm:Lmz@mmuﬁﬁmqu,ﬁwm ANANTANINNENIN UATANANLTR
MARTZIIN9 FGD Gypsum wasElFud Lﬁm'%um’mﬁﬁmﬁﬁ‘lﬁmﬁﬁ’mwmﬁéﬂmﬁﬂmmmmﬁ]ﬁqm\m (Dontsova
et al., 2005; Graf, 2010; Mitchell, 2010; Kost et al., 2014) WU CaSO -2H O wazAIaRnd (Quartz, SiOz)
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wudflugontlszneuinuienzBUFiannassuTAieawinti dsesdilsyneumiausuaznisine
Fisnafilvinls FoD Gypsum daulunfaunadnuaziafasndndilduannassuaii Inauinndn 95 % aeq
muﬂmfaumﬂiu FGD Gypsum Raunadnndn 150 luaau (Table 1) dufuesAlsznaunaniizas FGD
Gypsum uumu@ﬂﬂmumLLawﬂ@vmmmmwu Aansuilegy muiﬂmmmmum“l*ﬁ'lumwmumimim@m
Anadamasingen’las (Chen and Dick, 2011) mu@mmwm’] FGD Gypsum Nm*mm@*/m‘ﬂm CaSO 2H O
291NN91 95 tlafiFust LL@wmmmﬂeﬂwwﬂuﬁﬁmm (Dontsova et al., 2005; Chen et al. 2008; I\/Iarchls
et al., 2016) mmumwmmummm@@quwﬂuﬂﬂanwmmwmimme“lu 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 (%) 3.2 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’mLil’uil'ummﬁmmmsﬁﬁﬁﬁmiﬂlu FGD Gypsum

FGD Gypsum muiummimmnm‘ymummuuLflﬂﬂ'w“lwuﬂu (Caco,) mLﬂuﬁTfmmﬁuﬁ'w
damasinannlbs (80,) Lmeﬂgmm@@nmmu T aanTAlunnsazanennl§n anvedsanunsaiaaet
mmmmmumgﬂmumumq TeliuaseszAuannidniuresessiieuasazateiusmnnanisgaldsineims
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2033 NNTRNGLE (Korcak, 1998) AN Table 2 wud FGD Gypsum H¥aaiazuadansuaatiauwasinnyiuag)
Lﬂummﬂavﬂfaﬂuﬁmmwm Samngiazinan sz e lugnuntsinsems LWfaﬂauﬂNzwummqmamw
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@uj ‘v]mmaumeuumuummammmuimLL@ NANARTBINTENALE DanddnasnudTunurealaneviin
VU #1939 (As), Az (Pb), wAALle (Cd) uaz tlsan(Hg) mumiwveujﬂﬂju@ﬂu FGD Gypsum usif
g g ldesetaands Lummﬂmmmmummiwwunmmmfﬂumummmﬁqummﬂmﬂuma
1Fuilg9mu (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 - <1 - <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 - 1,500
Manganese (Mn), (mg kg™) 0.6 <2.60 3 - 31
Copper (Cu), (mg kg™ < 0.40 <42 <0.40 1.127 <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 <12 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); "Ufjn10u uazmne (2560), "Mupambwa et al. (2015)
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Gypsum anansndiuzsuazufladlomidamaananald esann FGD Gypsum fiszqlniinfidaatiestu
N19NTLANLAITBIDUNIALTARAY wenanBuAaFeNT e sdlszneumdsres FGD Gypsum leazanatinay
wansaifluupaiiasleasu (Ca®) dudiunumadas liaynn ﬂﬁulﬁmmﬂm:ﬂ@juﬁmﬂmﬁmﬁuﬁ wWeslneanny
atieBdluAuTeazAen (Marchis et al., 2016) daaliAufinssrLnetnuaztamannelea WMNNZNITIaTEY
AU IR INTLAZNNTUNTNIZANEIBITZLILIN u@nmnﬁﬂ"@Lﬁufa”mmmﬂmsﬂ?ﬁuﬁwLiﬁgjﬂqﬁu Fauflutles T
ﬁi@ﬂmﬁmmumeﬁﬂﬁ’fﬁuhmqq@ﬂu %ﬂﬁqﬁq‘ﬁqmamﬂ?mﬁMﬂw@mLawﬁﬂammmigﬂmﬁwmem?
WINaeansae (Chang et al., 1989; Donstsova et al., 2005; Norton, 2008; Marchis et al., 2016)
2. NARBANLANIANLAZANNAANANYTIUDIAY

ilaannsssuTNFives FGD Gypsum FFunannnsnduiuisssuanpvesanuiusaanla ns
ﬁnwﬁaLﬁuiﬂﬁmaﬁwﬁmﬂuhmiﬁuLﬂéﬂummauﬁﬁmﬂaﬁﬂuLmﬁﬁu@qﬁu (Baligar et al., 2011) a‘ﬂsfmﬁ
auiAlunnstaeansziuanuasarednAeslanen (Na') Tuhuds Tmmawwamqmmumui&mn finsen
@mmiﬁnLmﬂummmﬂ@ﬂﬂmumuzgq (A1 exchangeable sodium percentage > faeae 15) mmmmzmm
nN9IAsTYLALIATDINTBLNININ n@iﬂmmaﬂﬁmﬁ%mﬂumiﬂ?”um@mmm@%nLﬁwiﬂﬁmmmgiu
asazanguniinl ueaenlassu (Ca™) AuAndann FGD Gypsum azidnlummlnfes oo
(Na") ﬁgﬂ@mﬁmﬁﬁqmﬂmﬂﬁﬁu vinlilnAeugnazeanuudmndiueyyatamn (SO,7) faiulonsy
AUTWANEINNAN FGD Gypsum nanaiuinaalinaudamn (Na sO) AIANNNT

2Na ---{Clay |+ CaSO, (FGDGypsum) ——> Ca-- Clay [+ Na SO,

indalniAentamn (Na SO, wimmnﬂgmmu fanuanunsalunisazaneinlda i litnAaleaey
(Na") fiumnsi mﬂj”@vmm@ﬂiﬂmnmuimmimﬁNuus@mmhmﬂﬂLWfamqm@faismmﬂmmvxlm@faﬂmnwuw
dannliiAuiinnadusdaeinae mAautiosas UnAnsiiin FGD Gypsum vieditdusssuaniasluuaunss
azlilfdasansziu pH 2e9RuligIy WiagawNadntaawintiumnifauiuyu (Fisher, 2011) atingls
Anudduivaasissinnanunsadisanaanuiiuiwuesegidundag luaunsals (Chen and Dick,
2011: Marchis et al., 2016) Iatuaadanlaaas (Ca®) mﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁummumiﬂ"l,ammuuu"lm@u (AP Mg
ﬂmfamnmmqeummmumuﬂfﬂwammnmmhawmmﬂmu mnuu@v@wmi@@@umiﬂmumﬂusmLWm
laaau ( (S0%) ) M lananuiiuisaasas gl lunuagls

Chen et al. (2005) 312931514 FGD Gypsum tluansilfuilgssiu ldinesusazyinlifisunnmes

= o o X | a Y o v A - X o
srguAamaNLasd Ao fNNTWluTe 0-80 wuRMATUAL SedenaliTunesunnid NN udon
(Figure 3) Daudidnazdunniifenaslussdilsznounes FGD GypsumlutBunuaninu inlidndouang

= a A a dl a a a = |td| = dl

waaLTeN uazunntienluasazansfuanad iasanuuntiieunieluusaumiangnlantnawaaidasniug
q1n FGD Gypsum 1iulee Asdunsiinglduvze FGD Gypsum asldluAnuasfasinisiansainnadinnn
fazld wazanliRveAutieioe
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3. HAARANLUAYNSTININUDIAY
X2 Adl o aa = t-dIQl 2 M Yo o

HaNIANEALALANTEN 9T IR NansznuaInnsld FGD Gypsum laildFumnnuaulasniin

uwliazilanuAgudnsisin FGD Gypsum adhliuanadanalunienssuasniedonsan st uuaranaizes
a A o a P ' 1% = v 1

AUNIEIU19THA  H51897U9n191E FGD Gypsum HuudldunazaniFuieaida Saimonella spp.
wag Escherichia coli aauviatinalaafiiasnyiiulnagluunasin (Jenkins et al.,2014) SuitiadunaInnIsly
\Wenanlayadndngnazdadlunitnginand (Guan and Holley, 2003) ustednalsinudeanumgiuuas
HANNINAAEIAINA9fNazFiasiinsAnEAuad ItaziBa nsiall
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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. wAURI FGD Gypsum lusuau

4.1 HaU89 FGD Gypsum AANTSELANNINALLALAS AL UUUEAY

lufiuindinsWilond deyadnd sidatlaviingine lulunmfigaiundnifsazanmsatinluld
Uslamlifanaasniuls qzaana Wi Bunuresnemsazanzeg luaisazataiuluBannmnn GRIPaHY
L“i’u%’umul,ﬁummmﬂmmimzﬁ’wﬁ Az Lﬁmmmvmiﬂmvmﬂuuﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁrﬂ@m fuansenusiedsuandan e
lannzatiaiaiaan (P (PO 3') Lmumim@ﬂumm\mmeuw mmﬂmngma‘mmmmq ﬁimmmu
(eutrophication) TME‘WW@@LWIFI@“’TJEISLM@WWE’]EILL@"W“]]‘IJ“L&W]LWLIIE]@EIN?Q@L‘a“'J waziinauatinauILY 4oy
mmmmummmmmmlum @umufmm@uj”l.ummsamwmwmvlm FGD Gypsum AiiLiunniaes CaSO,
lulsunnugeardiaannisazanaaaaneanada (P TmmQ,Lﬂ@ﬂuslw,ﬂumiﬂim@m\lmW\Immmmauﬂmmﬂ
%'\rn'f;fmmmmzmm@wl@zﬁWa%@mzﬁﬁwﬁaaumeuﬂmmu (Stout et al., 1999) Torbert uar Watts (2014)
Anwnaa89n19ld FGD Gypsum sanisgoydasnsmaanaiaainnisluatituuiontingau luausoulung
faurunsldijayadng wudinnsld FGD Gypsum ludnsniseann 1500 Alaniusialsaunsnanaauidudu
°ﬂfa\w\1@mxla%“m‘ﬁ'gnm:fafaﬂ@m’mmnuﬁwﬁﬂﬁﬁq?@ﬂ@: 61 [WUAEAFUALNNIMARE9Y8Y Endale et al. (2014)
finnstsvifiulsr@vaninaeantsld FGD Gypsum a*qm"‘um@’lfﬁﬂﬂmvlﬁ?ﬂé’mmnﬂmmﬁmmﬁmﬂﬂh
m@u‘lmmﬁummmﬁmmm pan19annIsgayAL N MuaN TN (NH ), lmn (NO, Y uazneanasa
(P) luin TnemageuiuAufiinisudfuazuanszumanuiia (crusting) mmmmmmmmmmﬂ'ﬁmmq
Wananevessuesgs (Langdale et al., 1985) Endale et al. (2014) wud1n1sld FGD Gypsum luéns1 1,440
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Alansuselisaniulayalidnm 2000 Alanfusiels liflewusazfinaauanansnsesnsiurindngionu
Wit ﬁqmmmamma@m&lLﬁﬂm@mmimnmmm:mmmﬁquﬁﬁumzﬂ'meﬁﬂé’%né’qm IAeANNI0AR
negayidasananalin 30 iwesidusd

4.2 aUBY FGD Gypsum saAnNitluisuaslanesminlumu

faugid1nsLuaunng FGD Gypsum ﬁlvlﬁmmnimqmammummmimﬁm"LWmenmuﬁuaﬂVLuﬁ@”
10 pure calcium sulfate dehydrate (CaSO -2H O) mma@m 95 LLrﬂﬂmLﬂummmmm@ﬂi“’ﬂnummi@ﬁ”ﬂuﬂ
mm@%mmmmﬂmﬂummmvwmmummu FGD Gypsum adld 1aeunisimsziiiunnaeslans
wiinlu FGD Gypsum ‘wimmmni@qiﬂﬁqmum@nhmmauwnwummﬂivmmmﬁ@me WU
DAY (As), wAALHEH (Cd), Tasides (Cn), Az (Pb), 1lsan (Hg), Lﬁmmuﬂu (Se). um@ (Ni) Aauag Ty
avAlsznauAIL LLM@Q%IMQJM?Q@WUIM%@UVIﬂ‘ﬂu‘ﬂ’mﬁﬁﬂ’mmﬁm%’m mwmmawu‘wmmumwmwmmﬂ?mm
TanzuwrinusagandnAtnnsguegtinadniies (Dontsova et al., 2005 ; Chen et al., 2005) mmmﬂmqgﬂ
nualag RCRA (resource conservation and recovery act) (Table 3) Lﬁ@iﬂmuuqﬁﬁ‘mmmlﬁ'mﬁuma
19an (Hg) filzaluandu FGD Gypsum lNIeLauUN1INITNNARfEda waslpean s Fansaanumnududu
fuutlsaglutag 0.01-1.4 Haaninsenianiu (Chen et al, 2014; EPRI, 2011) %qqaﬂdﬁﬂsﬁuﬁwuié’mu
asanmnAuar sl unnsinemavialif 1000 Wi Afiasuiaaifianfunistin U4 s emdlunnainsns
FeananeliiAnnirndereanzunneeslaveuinlumu Briggs et al. (2014) laAne1vnFunuaansidiudu
1astlsan (Hg) fulalansnann FGD Gypsum %qgﬂmﬁmmnimiﬂﬁﬁdmﬁuanhﬁ3 wiig Ansusnun 1
uansuiurlanulunisinems nudiavudnduresdsenlu FGD Gypsum aglutae 0.079 - 0.391 Ha@niu
sanlanin Tnenirfcdusnanaundusuauildlunmeaeaiuszazioan 1 3 nwudlsangnianidetesn
unlugnsazaedumndnaudinduaeslsenlu FGD Gypsum Finamaaestanun ARy
984 Chen WATADLY (2014) Wudnidiald FGD Gypsum Tudmendaust 300-3000 Alansusels aziiiFunninanuy
drdursailseniignuasidesasgansazanemuiiantuieadniien Weleuiunssdailald FGD Gypsum
walaifipuunnsinaiulunesdndlediuiuns U luusasnm Snenanaduduaelsenligain
ﬂdwmmmﬁmﬁl RCRA fmun derinvual¥dnaannadinduaetsenluansazanamulinsiu 2.3 Tadnsu
panlaniu (nInAUANNARNY, 2547) aeielafmulunsiastingduilgunanntseliindnudiuanlufann
uassnun delsnflumainens pasdiasletinszinse e el fRnsaiidufusefuacAuauiisn
@;mﬁundqﬁmmﬂmﬁmumﬁ

N9l FGD Gypsum lun1suanng
Tuszuunanemefidsiudaulun/ldfmeti i 1 uneUfigiuiefiuandamemainens
anNdu FGD Gypsum ﬁié’mnimmuammmﬁummam”LWWﬁmﬂmuﬁuaﬂ”Luﬁ g M uunasann
avnsit esanniianuaaidn(Ca) dsfiumumdndyienisaisasuazinneasregad uaziouziu
(8) Piddautasluniaairelafiuf uesileznevaesiia AuitisunmesuaaGouuasiuziuldfiaome
:dqmmiﬁﬁmﬂziﬂﬂﬂa‘l,@?mLEUTMLL@:ﬁﬂiﬂdm@mamﬁﬂm@q (Chen and Dick, 2011) #113n33Iaz W (2546)
nsninshendnuiatlszmelng 1AAnsna2e9n91d FGD Gypsum fenandnuazanin nzesdnlumunse
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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 TRy

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™) - - 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),
‘1At uazAue (2560), "NINAILANNATE (2547)

Punshon et al. (2001) #n1sAnEiAeINIAN FGD Gypsum Audanagas 4 5ia lown 41qlna,
finnaa, e waziamies ieAnegnsnistenuaziinnadontaesits wudi lussezusnaeanislgnivals)
nunansenulafednsInizen usinwdnfinmefistugesdaunaluludeuresiion 4 sialudilawi 10 su
unaunaINnaAN FGD Gypsum

Chen et al. (2001) 1#@n®1n131d FGD Gypsum mmumaﬂmmmmmvmme Tneinaaly
luAunsm Lﬂ??ﬂumﬂmmmmmmwmmmmu FGD Gypsum adlilufusenannaztanlinmaesuasdan
PnTnanAmfsdu 5 T 8 winmudauluszazinan 2T anuailéi Chen et al. (2005) AdldaesAnmies
funsl4 FGD Gypsum fuitmaiiadu Insidendnatnaflufmmagen wudnnisld FGD Gypsum ‘lué’mmﬁ@;q
%ﬁﬂﬁm@mﬁmmmfﬁm‘ﬂwm@;ﬁuﬁw Tnefifia FGD Gypsum avl/lugne 1500 daudmaiaines waz 3,000
Uauddaioines azinlinauantasdnainaiuaudenas 1.9 uaz 8.8 AudEL (Figure 4) UaNANTENT]
189 IN9AN FGD Gypsum 151104 800-1200 AlanfusieliadluAuinnasuaaiaazdadialii
dasailnuasindnat ﬁ‘fJ:LI‘VN'éi\‘IL@?NN@N@MLL@“’ﬁMﬂ’]W“IJﬂ\‘IN@NZ\IMT@\?N”L%@LVlﬁLL@“’m’]QIWﬁM’J’]uﬂﬂmQH
(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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gudunlfannnisnndninadamasineanlas (FGD Gypsum) duidunanaasldannlselniindiudiu
anlud anunsathandiduans futlgdulunsinsssieanilymanuideninsuaesiulivuizaniunig
wnztlgniiald nsliludmafimnnzan aziianasetwsudasagauifinanian nLaziaisesmy anise
WnEanusguaafuuaziuziuduiussaimssesidAtysianisiasyinvlauay linanania wanann
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dl U 1 1 o a o o 1 o dl [ Y a o
walfudladnazidddusenaalllfludnmnumunzanalinalfinadywmunn lunemas

LANA15D19DY

ﬂmm‘uauuﬂﬁﬂ.%ﬂ. ﬁ'ﬂuyammgﬁu@mn’]wammzﬁﬁ. Lmdﬂf’iuﬁ: http://www.pcd.go.th/info_serv/service.html,
17 LWEgu 2560.
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