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A bstract | W epresent here am ethodology, using holographic interferom etry, enabling tom easure
the pure surface reaction rate constant ofthe dissolution ofa m neral in water, unam biguously free
from the In uence ofm ass transport. W e use that technique to access to this value for gypsum
and we dem onstrate that it was never m easured before but could be deduced a posteriori from
the literature results if hydrodynam ics is taken into account w ith accuracy. It is found to be
much sn aller than expected. Thism ethod enables to provide reliable rate constants for the test of
dissolution m odels and the interpretation of n situ m easurem ents, and gives clues to explain the
nconsistency betw een dissolution rates of calcite and aragonite, for instance, In the literature.

1 INTRODUCTION

Am ong heterogeneous reactions, dissolution of m inerals in water is encountered in a w ide spectrum of

elds, from geochem istry to m aterials science, soil science, environm ental science or oceanography. It
plys a kading role, for instance, in the weathering of rocks as much as in the durability of m neral
m aterials, In soils am endm ent, in pollutant soreading, or In sedim ent-water interaction. In all these
situations, quantitative kinetic m odels are required to describe the involved phenom ena.

M ore recently, this phenom enon has been recognized as being a keypoint in the m odelisation of
the atm ospheric Pco, variation. Indeed, am ong the m echanism s controlling the pH of the ocean, and
n uencing in tum the atm osphericP ¢ , , dissolution drivestw o m a pr steps: the w eathering ofterrestrial
carbonates and the deep-sea sedin ent-w ater interaction an_m,mz) . T herefore kinetic
models of Pco, change require reliable in situ and laboratory dissolution rates lHjJes_and_Em_emd,

[1997).

But the establishm ent of reliable rate law s faces severaldi culties. First, m ultiple lengthscales, and
accordingly tim escales, are involved during the dissolution processofam ineral, from the individualatom ic
detachm ent to the change of shape ofthe solid. Secondly, the num ber ofparam eters in uencing the global
dissolution kinetics is particularly large: surface topology, am ount and nature of surface defects, adsorbed
species, reactive surface area, pressure, tem perature, com position ofthe solution, hydrodynam ic behavior
of the liquid, pH, ...So a com prehensive dissolution m odel is still lacking and experin ental resuls of
dissolution rates show inconsistencies m_ej:_aj, |&O_O_7|) .

To obtain rate law s of the dissolution ofm inerals in water, two m ethodologies are em ployed. In buk
experin ents, the concentration of chem ical species in stirred w ater, w here a sam ple dissolves, ism easured
and the dissolution rate deduced from the tin e evolution of this concentration. In local experim ents
by Atom ic Force M icroscopy (A FM ) or Vertical Scanning Interferom etry (V SI), the evolution of the
surface topology at the m olecular scale is ollowed during dissolution and the kinetics possibly deduced
from atom ic step velocity or surface-nom alretreat m easurem ent l\_] inson and Luﬂ'gguio_o_ﬂ) . Agreem ent
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between buk and local techniques rem ains scarce (cf. |A rvidson ej;aﬂ tZ_O_O_Ei) for the case of calcite,
ﬁujggﬂ_aj tZ_O_O_j) for dolom ite , ) for albite and|Jordan et a l M) for m agnesite) .

In both experim entsthe solvent is ow Ing past them neralsurface, In a lam harorturulent regin e. A
m ass transport boundary layer develops in the vicinity ofthe solid, in which the liquid velocity grow s from
zero at the Interface (the no-slip condition), to tsbulk value. In this context, dissolution proceeds through
three steps (cf. Fig.[). First the ions are unbound from the solid and solvated. Follow ing a transition
state theory the kinetics ofthe m atter rem ovalfrom the surface obeysapowerlaw Rgiss = Ks (1 G=Csar)" /
where R g4iss Is the dissolution rate, kg the surface reaction rate constant, ¢; the concentration of the
dissolved species at the surface, cgr their solubility and n a constant @, @) . Then the ions
m igrate through the di usional boundary layer O BL). The concentration is generally considered as
linear in this layer and Fick’s law writesRg4; = kie(cs ¢), whereRy; isthe di usion rate, ke = D= a
transport rate constant, D the di usion coe cient ofthe dissolved com ponents, theDBL thickness and
¢ the concentration in the buk liquid @,) . Finally the ions are advected by the ow toward
the concentration m easurem ent device. T he kinetics of the phenom enon is driven by the slowest step,
so m Inerals are classi ed according to their transport-controlled (eg. rock sal), when R 43 R gisss
or reaction-controlled (eg. quartz), when Rgi R gissy Character. Carbonate and sulfate m inerals
are considered to belong to a m ixed kinetics class w here both the transport and reaction ow rates are
com parable [Jeschke et all,2001; R ickard and Sberg,[1983).

W hen m asstransport is identi ed asthe lin iing step, the pure dissolution coe cient k g is lnaccessble
and only ke = D = isobtained in bulk experim ents. T hough this transport coe cient hasbeen m easured
In num erous dissolution studies and is som etin es relevant for the understanding of dissolution scenarii in
the eld orin Industrialsituations, i doesnot concem, from a conceptualpoint ofview , the nature ofthe
m neral and the physicochem istry of its surface: the boundary layer depth  is a pure hydrodynam ical
quantity and the di usion coe cient value of the common ions isalwaysD 10 ° m? s?! . Form ixed
kinetics studies, also largely comm on, w ith the help ofthe above law s, an em pirical surface rate constant
k can be obtained "function ofboth surface reaction and m ass transport" Llesgh]ge&tjﬂ,bmﬂ), which is
di erent from kg, whereas only this coe cient contains the cheam istry of waterm ineral interactions and
varies by orders of m agnitude from m inerals to others.

In this paper, (1) we recall that the kinetics of m atter rem oval during dissolution is characterized
by a pure surface reaction rate constant, independent of the concentration eld in the liquid and of the
transport kinetics from the surface to the bulk liquid, and (i) we clain that this pure dissolution rate
constant can be m easured unam biguously, even for transport-controlled and m ixed kinetics, provided
that the concentration eld above the surface is known. To ascertain this clain , we have followed the
subsequent procedure. F irst a working m ineral and a relevant experim ental technique have been selected
(Section [2). Then reliable m easurem ents of the pure surface reaction rate constant of this m ineral
have been performed in conditions where m ass transport is proven to have no in uence (Section [3).
Subsequently m ost of the experin ental dissolution rates available In the literature have been critically
collected (Section [d) . F inally the validity of these m easurem ents and of our results is discussed (Section
B

2 MATERIALAND METHOD

To be ablk to m easure the pure dissolution coe cient w ithout am biguiy, ie., w ithout needing hydrody—
nam icalassum ptions, weneed (i) to ocbserve dissolution in absence ofany convective ow and (ii) to access
to the concentration eld in the liquid soaking the solid. To achieve these two goals, we have carried out
holographic interferom etry m easurem ents of the dissolution of a gypsum single crystal in water at rest.
Holography proceeds In two steps. First the hologram of an ob fct is recorded by enlightening a
photographic plate w ith both the beam com ing from the ob fect and a known reference beam . W hereasa
classical photograph, w here the plate is only enlightened by the ob fct beam , exclisively contains infor—



m ations about the light am plitude, the Interference pattem of the ob fct and reference beam s contains
Infom ations about both the am plitude and the phase. T he phase itself is linked to the opticalpath, so
to the third din ension and to the refractive index of the ob fct. Secondly the hologram is enlightened
only by the reference beam . T his one is di racted by the recorded interference pattem, which gives birth
to a three-din ensional in age of the ob fct.

Here we use the potentiality ofholography to record phase ob fcts, ie., transparent ob gcts exhbiting
only variation of their index of refraction (a transparent liquid, in our case). W e record rst the three—
dim ensional state of the studied system In a hologram at tim e tp. Subsequently we enlighten both the
hologram w ith the reference beam | which creates a 3D in age of the ob fct at t0| and the ob fct.
T hereby we have a superposition of the ob fct at tin e t and of this obfct at tine ty. If a varation
has occurred between these two tim es, of concentration for instance, it is visualized through interference
fringes. H olographic interferom etry di erentiates from classicalinterferom etry in the fact that no extemal
reference is needed, the ob fct nterfering virtually w ith a m em ory of itself.

In the course of an experin ent, the hologram of a them ostated optical cell lled w ith pure water is
registered. T hen a thin m neral sam ple is introduced in the cellat a tin e considered asthe tim e origin ty .
Subsequently both the ob fct and the hologram are enlightened and their interference pattem is recorded
periodically as shown in Fig. [J. A s the m ineral dissolves the concentration of the dissolved species in
w ater evolves, so does the refractive index, and the resultant optical path length di erence between the
obfctattimetand tin ety (recorded in the hologram ) induce Interference fringes. From the topography
ofthese fringes, the tw o-din ensionalconcentration eld in the cellcan be deduced. P arallely second F ick’s
law has been resolved with a st order chem ical reaction at the solidliquid Interface n a sem +n nite
one-din ensional approxin ation and brings the concentration evolution c(z;t) with vertical din ension z
and tine t. Thebest t ofthe experim entalcurves deduced from holographic results w ith this analytical
expression brings the pure surface reaction rate constant kg . D etails on the experin ental setup, procedure
and data analysis have been given elsew here kC_Qbm_bﬁnlﬁnd_B_exﬁ [2_O_Oj

T o validate ourassertion on the hydrodynam icalbiaspresent in classicaldissolution m easurem ents, we
need am neralw ith the follow ing requirem ents. F irst its dissolution rate m ust give a discemable am ount
of dissolved m atter In laboratory tim es. Secondly, its kinetics m ust be either transport-controlled or
m ixed. Thirdly the chem ical reaction must be as sinple as possble, to ocus on the hydrodynam ical
and topological aspects of dissolution. W e have therefore discarded calcite, although m ost e ort on
m Ineraldissolution in water has concemed this m ineral, because the various steps of the reaction m ake
its kinetic Jaw com plex and strongly dependant on the pH and Pco, values during the experim ents.
Gypsum (CaSO 4, 2H,0 ) hasbeen chosen because i fil 1ls these three criterions and because num erous
literature results are available. B eside these m ethodological considerations, we m ust notice that gypsum
dissolution Hoerates Ca?* , a cation liableto x CO ,, and is consequently of in portance or the geological
sequestration of this greenhouse gas.

3 RESULTS

W e had m easured the dissolution coe cient of the cleavage plane of gypsum from the M azan quarry

(France), In the fram e ofa study presenting the possibility ofperform ingm neraldissolution m easurem ent
by holographic interferom etry ECQMMMQHM) . Thiswork was focussed on the experin ental
protocole and the claved M azan gypsum sam ple was studied as an exam ple. Our prin ary goal here
is the dem onstration of the experim ental bias introduced by the liquid ow in the classical dissolition
experin ents (oy solution chem istry or Iocalprobe). But one di culy to confront the literature m easure—
m ents and ours lies in the fact that the m Ineralgeom etricaland chem icalpropertiesdi er from one setup
to another. In global studies, sam ples are offen pow ders, som etin es com pacted, or polished crystals,
w hereas we use cleaved single crystals. So when only one identi ed interface dissolves In our case, disso—
ution In literature stem s from m uliple crystalline planes separated by steps and kinks. Furthem ore the




gypsum origin (so the Inpurities) di er between experin ents. T he only sam ple studied in our preceding
work is therefore not su cient to estim ate the dispersion induced by this variation of gypsum sam ples.
To capture the in uence ofthese di erences on ks we have com pared som e sam ples to our reference one,
ie., the (010) cleavage plane of gypsum from the M azan quarry at 2000 C ks= (4 1) 10° molm 2

st) kC_Qbm_b_anl_and_B_exﬁ [2_O_Oj) W e have carried out holographic Interferom etry experin ents of the
dJsso]utJon of gypsum s of tw o other quarries: Tarascon-surd riege in France ks = 4 10° molm 2 s?')
and M ostaganem I Algeria (ks = 7 10° molm ? s?!) and a synthetic comm ercial one from M aTeck
GmbH (ks = 3 10° molm 2 s'), to check the in uence of the origih. Then we have carried out
experin ents w ith the (120) plane ofM azan gypsum polished w ith silicon carbide paper of grit size down
tol5 m ks= 7 10° molm ? s?!), to evaluate the behavior of non-cleaved planes.

A 11 of these m easurem ents deserve their own study and they were perform ed here only to estin ate
the variability of kg In various experin ental conditions. But, as a rst approach, we can notice that
the dispersion am ong the kg of the (010) sam ples of various origins ks = 3to 7 10° molm 2 s') is
greater than the standard error deduced from seven m easurem ents on the (010) M azan sam pl in our
preceding work (kgs= 1 10° molm 2 s'). The choice of the quarry has therefore a non negligble
in uence on the dissolution rate constant. The (010) and (120) planes have di erent chem ical and
topological characters. The rst one show soriginally only waterm olecules and tends to be atom ically at
IE an and de,[ﬁlﬁ) w hereas the second one is rough and exhibits waterm olecules, cations and anions.
But despite these di erences, there is less than a factor of two between their dissolution coe cients.

W e are just searching for a kg range representative of the kg encountered in all the sam ples of the
lirerature (cf. Section[d) so no average value was com puted. Instead, ifk™ 2 and k™  are the m axin um
and m ;ninum values, the nom inalvalie of ks hasbeen chosen as &% 2* + kX #)=2= 5 10° molm 2
s! with an uncertainty of k2 K ™)=2=2 10° molm % s'.

4 LITERATURE ANALYSIS

D issolution rates of gypsum in water have been m easured for various purposes (karst form ation, soil
am endm ent, m arine biology, ...) and we have tried to gather and analyse these m easurem ents to obtain
a coherent view of the literature data. Fig. [3 collects the dissolution rates as a finction of calcium

concentration of m ost of the literature results. T hese include batch (dissolution In a reactor w ith stir—
rer), rotating disk, shaken tube, m ixed reactor (rotating disk + ow Ing liquid) and um e experin ents.
Unfortunately ow Ing cell results could not be exploited because dissolution occuring all along the cell,
a xed concentration could not be ascribed to the value of the dissolution rate at the output of the cell
MM_Q,M; K eren and O 'C anQﬂ‘,M) . Gypsum dissolution hasbeen also widely used In m a—
rine biology to estim ate biological ob cts Interaction w ith water. But as was extensively dem onstrated
by[P_er_er__aJl [Z_O_O_d) hydrodynam ic conditions are often badly or w rongly de ned In these studies and
dissolution rates cannot be ascribed to unam biguous concentration and D BL thickness valies.

In all these studies, the solvent is pure water and the working tem perature is either 20 or 25 C.
The pH and ionic strength values are alm ost never given. But degpite this Jack, the gypsum solubility
obtained in all these works is always Ceat 15 mmoll!, identical to the reference value deduced from
literature analysis by lc hristo ersen and Christo ersen)| hﬂ) orl&amwm&ﬂ hﬁﬁﬂ) . Thisproves
the proxin iy between the chem icalconditions ofthese experin ents, and givescon dence in the possibility
of com paring their dissolution rates.

At rst glance, all these m easurem ents do not provide a consistent description of the dissolution of
gysum in water (cf. Fig.[3). Up to now, attention has been paid before all to the exponent of the power
law ofR (¢) | considered as representative ofthe kjnetjcs| , the prefactorbeing ascribed to the speci cities
of each experin ent. But a correct consideration of the hydrodynam ical condition of each device should
bring a consistent and predictive know ledge of the dissolution process, w hatever the experin ental setup.
So, rstofall, we do not postulate that experin ents are either transport-controlled of reaction-controlled




and we m ake the assum ption that all of them are n uenced by both chem ical reaction and di usive
transport in a variable proportion. T he system s are always carefully m aintained in a quasisteady state,
w here the concentration is uniform in the whole bulk liquid and evolves slow ly. So keeping iIn m ind the
dissolution steps shown in Fig.[dl, we consider that m atter is conserved during m igration in the di usional
boundary layer. W e apply m ass conservation between the bottom and top of the DBL, equalizing the
dissolution ow rate s,Rgiss and di usion ow rate sR g; :
S Coska ) @
Csat
w ih s, the reacting surface area and s the outer surface area of the DBL (sin ilar to the so-called
geom etric surface area ofthe solid, cf. F ig. ). W ehave Hllow edLEsgbke&thl kZDQ]]) and considered that
n=1 In Rgiss. From this equation, we com pute the only unknown param eter, the surface concentration
Csy and we can w rite the experin entaldissolution rate R = Rgy; measured far from the solid after being
advected:

sD

1 1
R = c )
s 4 SCeat 4
srks D Csat srks D
The = 0 situation re ectsan hypotheticalabsence ofD BL w here the kinetics is directly driven by the
reaction, the transport tin e between the surface and the m easurem ent device becom ing negligble. W e
see that the pure surface reaction rate constant kg can be accessed via lim | ¢ 1=(@R=0@C) = SCsqat=(Scks).
For this purpose, we need an evaluation of c,t, and s=s.. T he solubility is known for long: cge = 15
mmoll? t&_aj;j.ngLAﬂgjnmd,[LM) . The di usionalboundary layer thickness w rapping the dissoling

solid for each device ism ore delicate to obtain T his quantity is clearly identi ed in rotating disk experi-

ments: = 161D'3 %1 172 yith  the kinem atic viscosity of the solution and ! the angular velocity
of the disk MM,M) . Forbatch experin ents, we have considered that at rst order the
liquid develops a layer as if ow Ing past a sem in nite plate: = (2 =0:244)1=3 =%y 172 p 193%1%2  ith

v the unperturbed liquid velocity and x the distance from the edge of the solid meﬂ,bﬂ_o_ﬂ) .We
have identi ed x w ith the longest size of the dissolving crystals and we have taken v= Vgirer where ,
strongly dependant on the geom etry, was chosen as 0.3. For shaken tubes experin ents, the sam e expres—-
sion wasused with v = Viype. FOr um e experin ents, this expression was also used w ith the dow nstream
velocity ofwater forv.
At this stage we have plotted in Fig. [4 the inverse of the slope of the experin entalR (c) curves in

Fig.ld for each experim ent against the DBL thickness . D espite the uncertainty in the determ mnation of

for each experin ental device, the resulting curve is linear, as predicted by Eq.[2. So each experin ent,
according to its geom etry and ow ing con guration, probes a particular value of the boundary layer
thickness|q. T hus the discrepancies betw een the dissolution rate constants in the literature stem m ainly
from the hydrodynam ic di erences between the experin ental setups.

5 DISCUSSION

Now that a consistency has been recovered between the literature results, is it possible to get from
these results a reliable pure surface raction rate constant, com parable to our holographic value? The
extrapolation in Fig. [4 of a linear curve tting all the literature data to = 0 gives sga.c=(s;ks). To
obtain kg from this value, the roughness factor = g=s is required, so we have to evaluate the m ean
reactive surface area s, of the crushed sam ples used in the literature experin ents.

T w o topologicalclasses ofob fctsare know n to have a strong iIn uence on s, : etch pitsand steps/kinks.
Forthe rst ones, webene t from a recent thorough investigation by A tom ic Force Spectroscopy of the

°W em ay just notice that the gap between |R ain rs @) m easurem ents and the tted law seem s to corrob-—

orate the doubt shed bylﬁﬂwm ) on this result in their C om m ent.




cleavage surface of gypsum during dissolution by w t2_O_O_7|) . Themah inference drawn from

these experin ents is the m inor role of etch pis, rem aining always shallow, in the process. The latter
is govemed by the fast dissolution of very unstable steps, whatever the solution undersaturation. This
feature tends to enhance the sin ilarity ofgypsum w ith otherm inerals, w here etch pits seem to contribute
to dissolution not via the increase of reactive surface area but as source ofm onolayer steps inducing overall
dissolution M,M;M@,M) . For the second ones, we have too few inform ations
at the m om ent about the behaviour of stepped and kinked faces of gypsum during dissolution to estin ate
their n uence. So taking into account the AFM study we consider that the whole surface | for exam ple
m easured by a BET adsorption experin ent| is reactive, ie., sy = sggr - O nly one paper gives both is
BET and geom etric surface area values Lksgh]geﬁi:jﬂ,[ZD_O_]]) . A s the roughness factor = s~=s should
be quite sim ilar for all crushed gypsum sam ples, we have used the value of = 1100=60 deduced from

this work for all literature experin ents. W e have thereby com puted ks = (@R =@c) - gcst= and found
ke= 7 10° molm ? s!, which is the pure dissolution rate constant. This value agrees fairly well
wih ourks= (6 2) 10° molm ? s! holgraphic valie. W e can say that this coe cient had never

been m easured but can be deduced from the literature m easurem ents a posteriori, and that it ismuch
lower than all the rate constants proposed by the authors from their R (c) curves.

Th a m ore graphical way, the resulting cs.c=( k) of our holographic valie has been added in Fig. [4
at = 0. Rem embering the experin ental variability of ks, the dispersion of the literature valies and
the In precision of the roughness factor , the agreem ent between the value of ks, extrapolated from the
literature results and the valie deduced from the holographic interferom etry m easurem ents is striking
and validates both our analysis of the solution chem istry experim ents and the accuracy ofks.

6 CONCLUSION

W e have show n that despite apparent discrepancies, the correct consideration of the hydrodynam ic condi-
tions of the globaldissolution experin ents in literature brings a consistent view ofthe dissolution kinetics
of gypsum in water and a pure surface reaction rate constant can be com puted from all these m easure—
m ents, much lower from what was expected. W e have parallely m easured by holographic interferom etry
this pure surface reaction coe cient in water at rest for various gypsum originsand surface m orphologies.
T hese two values agree well, thus validating a m ethod able to provide benchm ark values of dissolution
rate constants ofm inerals.

T his work has two m ethodological consequences. From a theoretical point of view , the holointerfero—
m etric toolm ay contrbute to the evaluation ofm odels. For Instance, it pem its to access directly to the
prefactorK in thekineticreaction law R = K exp [ G=@R T )]ofthe transition state theory or the disso—
Iution plateau A ofthem ore elaborated m odeloﬂl@aagaj.nd_LmIg_é kZDQ]]) ofthe dissolution ofm nerals,
these both tem s being m erely equalto ks. From an experin ental point of view , the underestin ation of
the transport contribution to the dissolution rate can help to explain the discrepancy betw een dissolution
ratesm easured by localand global setups, for instance the very low value ofthe dissolution rate of calcite
and dolom ite in waterm easured by nom al retreat of the surface via V ST, com pared to valies m easured

In buk solution chem istry experin ents M,M;M,M;M,ML
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Figure 2: Interferogram s of the dissolution of a M azan gypsum single crystal 20, 65, 105, 200 and 377
m In. after the start of the experim ent. The crystalis a thin grey line at the bottom ofthe optical cell.
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Figure 3: Dissolution rates R of gypsum in water as a function of calciim concentration c for var-
jous setups. The R () curves are drawn from stirred batch experin ents by Llesg_h]ge_ei_@]l tZDD_]J),
IChristo ersen and Christo ersen| [(1976), [Liu and Nancollas [(1971) and |Lebedev and Lekov (1990),
from rotating disk experin ents by \Jeschke etall [2001) and [Barton and W ildé (1971), from m ixed
ow /rotating disk reactor experin ent by |R aines and D ewers Q&ﬂ), from shaken tube experim ents by
Bolan et al M) (w ith pow der or com pressed pow der pellets) andbgb&amm tL%_ﬂ) and
um e experin ents by [0 pdyke et all (1987). ca is the solubility of the dissoed calcium jons in water.
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