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Summary

Using X-ray diffraction(XRD) and Mossbauer spectroscopy , the Fe-phase
transformations and magnetic properties have been studied for four samples,
which are collected from the Shinpyeongli, Kwangryeongli, Josooli, and Ildo
district in Cheju Island.

In order to monitor the Fe-phase transformations in the samples are annealed
in air atmosphere for 5 hours from 100C to 1200C with an interval of 100TC
and from 200C to 300C with an interval of 25C, keeping the heating rate of
200C/h.

No evidence of goethite( @ -FeOOH) and hematite( @ -FexO3) is observed in
XRD patterns for the four raw samples. For the annealed samples, peaks of
hematite appear from 800C in the three samples(Shinpyeongli, Kwangryeongli,
and Josooli), and from 600C in the Ildo district sample. For temperatures lower
than 800°C and 600, respectively, no evidence of hematite is observed by XRD
patterns, which is due to the nonuniform strains or stacking faults of hematite

1** in the goethite lattice.

lattice arising from the substituted A

As can be seen from the Mossbauer spectra obtained at room temperature and
20K, four samples contain small sized particles(lower than approximately 100A)
of goethite and substitutional iron( Fe’*and Fe®") in the clay mineral structure,
but the Ildo district sample contains small sized particles of hematite only. The
contents of substituted A1’* for Fe®* of geothite in the three samples range
from approximately 155 mol% to 16.3 mol%, while those in the Ildo district are
nearlv 215 mol%. Furthermore, the contents of substituted AI** for Fe®* of
hematite in the Ildo district sample is nearly 8.2 mol%.

For various temperatures ranging from 20K to room temperature, the

Mossbauer spectra of the three samples exhibit superparamagnetic relaxation



effect due to small sized particle of the goethite and/or isomorphous substitution

of AI'™ for Fe’" in the goethite structures. The Néel temperatures of goethite
in the Shinpveongli and Kwangrveongli samples are found to be approximately
250K, and 240K in the Josooli sample. The saturated magnetic fields of goethite
in the three samples are estimated at about 498 kOe.

For temperatures higher than the Néel temperature, the quadrupole splitting for
gocthite in the three samples are not greately influenced by A1P* substitution,
while for temperatures lower than that, the quadrupole splitting are greatly
influenced by Al'™ substitution. It is believed that the high decrease of the Néel
temperatures and magnetic hyvperfine fields of goethite result from the magnetic
dilution produced by substituting Al’" for Fe’ in the goethite lattice structures.

A transformation of goethite and fernhvdrnte to hematite i1s found 1o be
between 2507 and 275C in the Shinpveongli sample, between 225C and 250C
in the Kwangryveongli and Josooli samples, and  between 500C and 600C in the
[ldo district sample. When the four samples are annealed at 500C. the structural

Fe®~ of primarv minerals such as chlorite and/or augite and/or mica and/or
pyroxene is completely oxidized into Fe*™.

The dehvdration of the clav minerals is observed in the region between room
temperature and 300T or 400C, followed by dehvdroxvlation of the clav minerals
between 400°C and 700C or 800TC. For the annealing temperature from 700C or
RKO0C to 1100°C, the values of quadrupole splitting are suddenly decreased, which
Is associated with the disintegration of the clay mineral structures and with the
onset and spread of the vitrification process at the same time. For the annealing
temperatures higher than 1100C, the recrystallization in an iron -rich phase is

related to that of alluminosilicate matrix.
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Fig. 1. Origin of isomer shift
(a) Electric monopole shifts nuclear energy levels without lifting the
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(b) Mossbauer spectrum of isomer shift.
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SEsop it &% oEAS Yeld A ¥ltd dukd o2 \sssbauer spectrum Aol
Lhebt o FrMe] fA: ol A AW isomer shift 9 second order Doppler

shifte] Q) 6E . = 8E;s + 8Esop &% YEIYD o]& center shiftel 3Hch
4. Quadrupole splitting

isomer shiftd: =2olahiz Aol A F& e Hsprh #dstA v xd 7ol
obgEha sAstdh crefg 4R o Be TFe del QojA ¥ dahe o)
ol e yiolxlof Qlv] wjio el Al Bul E(quadrupole moment)9t H
24k 1% 7EFG ¢ electrie field gradient) @] A& 280 o3 37 Yebdd o
A0 e Zerh ek W p(r)RA REE vt shdsm ) elge] o
s Astel ot AV A potential S V(r)etx s, oSl o3 FH7| A
BB g ol 7l

E = [o()V(dr (21)
bogle sreji " AY]A potential V (£)S @) FA (r=0)olA Tavlor 342

SEE

(1) =V oV +d e
\u)—\mr+2(ahk ‘ Zg(ararj)rﬁj+ (22)

(o)

bR crela o2 DA hystel @AY

= V(0) f r)dr+2(g\r/‘_) fp(?)rid;

t IVNE 1 dE b e 2
221( , )) fp(r)r,r]dr+ (23)

btk o471 ry Ly, o 9 ox v,z F REY AR AEE vyt
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(234 ellM AA e dg Fdstz 13 o FH9 AslsHe YuzLor
Ao yA] walel= 98-S FA gon, 4 FL A electric quadrupole
moment ¢ H71F 71&7]9 AxAEE Yelln, AA & 9 quadrupole
moment ¢ A7 71&719 43 2A4E YepdY £33 32 dipole moment & 2

Al geng BA F2 AlMAL AlA gt A do g2t HFEEFE i=) @

=

I e R R L I S R o LERL
o A grd thA] TESIH
E-1 3 ( 32,.\1,/2) [o(t) £, d¥
= 3T 2V ) Jerint -
B s
o] ¥t} of7]A Poisson ¥A 4
)X (%) — —4 ze | W(0) (25)
S )49 de
E=- 2( gi‘i’g) [orr,? — £y af
+ LzelT O [ o(f)rdr 26)

7b 9k 9714 EA &2 isomer shift o dl@st A do] quadrupole moment

o W71 718719 4EAES Yetd

2 2 4
AN (Y =v,,, 2V =v,,, (V) —v, 2 g83x
ox oy 0z

X, v, 28 EHE IV | IV I <]V, | 0o HE5 dAsd &3 22

kll_



VetV +V,, =0 (27
Laplace WA Aol A-latnz #7144 7127 dieE va F ¢ "entoz g8
vk oA A Hd W71 712 7 electric field gradient - E. F
Wiz & eq=V,, o3, & duve W71F 712719 v AL S Uehde A
th % vl 7§84 (asymmerty parameter) 7 7} 1t}

Vie =V,
A (28)

of W 73z 0 ~ 1 o Rl FAIG A7 V=V =V, 7 ZHso

AN R A ol

9

E= g B3 Jeont- e

I

:%\ fp(?)<3zf— r2)dr (29)
houleh me o) A3 dag 19k A7 FAF mE ol g3

3m;°—I(I+1)
3I1°—I(I+1)

fp(?)(gzﬁ—r‘-’>dF=eQ (30)

o] ¥t} ¢§7]4 Qi= quadrupole moment & YERATE
ahebd ARG GEAE UAE G008 2946 dRlsel 28 & o

1 3m;*—1(I+1)
Eq = 3yVaueQ 1211 } (31)

bt ey Vo sV, =V, ASol: wgld uisds p7h 288
of AbE Stk A g oA

2 3m*—-I1(1+1)

1
— vl_ T 22" 2 }

© L HGutlich, 1975).
o]} o] A FHap HEAgol Fe sol 28 A9l Fig 29 #h

He



57F'e

Isomer Shift Quadrupole Splitting

(a)
S of
Z. 5
S |
=
Z, 1 2
<
o 4Eg
=~ |<——>|
0
VELOCITY(mm/sec)
(b)

Fig. 2. Quadrupole splitting for a nucleus with spin I = 3/2 in the exited state

( "Fe ) (a) 1 = 3/2 level is split into  two sublevels by electric
quadrupole interaction. (b) Mossbauer spectrum of quadrupole splitting.

-13_



TFe #le] wprh Abgjol A3 I=%i’“1 Q = 00lm2 Jux %99 zedol ¢

U A T = o2 Al YAk my = L, 25 3 el 4

el e 7HAU AAZE Fig 29 (@) 2o F /he 42 Zekzth Fig 29
(h1y= o] Zol thdk Mossbauer spectrum HERE el Zoju] o] uf AlFFap A

Grgol o)gh S E9le) olyAl olgAe] o)z

\f77 2 %
E, = 2+ -1)°

7b =11, o] 218 quadrupole splitting ©leh gHet

5. Magnetic hyperfine splitting

1) 27] o}l &=z} A+& 28 (Magnetic dipole interaction)
o uji obysl Abefe] electric dipole momentE zA| FEdet: H A
[ > 00 v oA Aefoll thalal magnetic dipole momentES 7FA 1 gloo], &
o] magnetic dipole moment 2 3= 9] Yo} EAste A71F H so) 43
8o ojzte] ol o L% E ¥-HAF)= Zeeman effectS G270t o] W 43
22 HamiltonianS th&3 7ol Fojth (Wertheim, 1971, Giitlich, 1975).
H,=—x-H=—gyunl -H (34)
7] g & | Landé #F Aol:, uyS M9 magnetonolth wetr o
~3lo] 19 oY Al [ImppE 34 A5 93t QI+ DAY FEA=
debAu, 7h BEde] oy A
E, = —gx#uxHm (m; =11-1,-- ,—1) (35)

7} gk o2l et 43S VFeo) dol mAol HE&A7IA HYE Fig. 3% 2tk
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3

t2

1

_ 3 +5

I= 2 oz

2

_3

2

\ 1

=L ! 2

= ! +_;

Isomer Magnetic Dipole
Shift Splitting
(a)
~ 0
AN
Z
S
n
w
e
b=
w2
Z
<
a o]
B~
0
VELOCITY(mm/sec)
(b)

Fig. 3. Magnetic hyperfine splitting for a nucleus with spin [=3/2 and 1=1/2
state {(a) the nuclear energy levels by magnetic hvperfine sphtting.

(b) Mossbauer spectrum of magnetic hyperfine splitting.
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c1eidl YFed) whet Aeiol S Abeje) AN S BT Sojug ZheE o w3
Aedsr Aol 93le] magnetic dipole transition (M1)3} electric quadrupole transition
(E219} Hol7h 7bgshd, “Fet: F2 7] olF 3 Aol Ml9 OEEE 7HABZ o
ol WElFAL dm =0, ©1 & UEde m BFEHTo] /e, Table 13 2
dpogrel Zbv] Feld ¥HEFANE = 6709 Holute] sbEE 1 Fig. 39 (b)9}

ol 6ol Ty EFHe] e Heh

rl

Table 1. Relative probability for a dipole 3/2, 1/2 transition.

(1) The Clebsch-Gordan coefficients (2) C* and @ are the angular
independent and dependent terms arbitrarily normalized (3) Relative
intensities observed at %" and 0° to the principle axis.

Magnetic spectra(MI) i
) m | C c* ) 6 =% |6=0
m; - m I (1) (2) (2) (3) (3)
Rji 20+ 172 . + 1 | 3 |1+ cos?d 3 )
1212 ol v 2 3 sin’f 4 0
- 1720 ~-172 A (XIVAEB 1 |1+ cos’d 1 2
- 302172 10=2 0 0 0 0 0
+ 3520172+ 2 0 0 0 0 0
+ 12 -1/2 010 V1/3 1 |1+ cos?d 1 2
10 —a/2 0| VB | 2| 2sin2e | 4 0
-3/ -1/2 -1 1 3 11+ cos’d 3 6
Quadrupole spectra C? e =9 |6 =0
(MI} Transitions (2) (2) (3) (3)
D12 s 1 2+ 3sin%| 5 2
- 3.2 i 2 1/2 1 131+ cos?6) 5 2
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Z} Hole AhA ZEE quadrupole splitting®™ -AFHAl Clebsch-Gordan Al -2}
£8-$-& vector coupling coefficientol]l &J8te] AR = Table 1& o] &3t 73
Table 29+ Zo] 6749 y-H Mol X E 78 F Ut

A Aol EAste A7FE 1 2do] YF oA st E Ho] oblel ¥
FHE v #AE 98 Aotk F, microscopic electronic currentd] 2jF R
2 o] %ulAl z7]%(magnetic hyperfine field)2 th&3 Zo] A7iA AEoz 3
A gl ci(Wertheim, 1971; Bhide, 1973).

Hy =ﬁurb+—ﬁdip+ﬁc (36)
o714 A
ﬁmb':_zﬂ}g(f) <%>L (37)

< H2e A =M F(orbital current)2 A A71FES YepATh 71 ugE Bohr
magneton, L & Azzte] AL Z$FF AdAo|n (> EF Moz R
A7zl B AgE vdehled, B2 A% oA (Tre Bl st
“quenching” 5|22 #A%3 & o] Fu}

EAY

> >

ﬁdi9=—2y5<3—‘%;ﬂ—%> (38)

= ol

Table 2. Direction-dependent probability term 8 (J,m).

] =1 J = 2
m = 0 1/2 sin%6 3/4 sin’d

m =t 1 1/4(1 + cos?@) 1/4( cos®d + cos?26)
m =12 1/4( cos?8 + sin?26/4)

_17_



> ol spint M o)l FAjste At spinhe) dEatge] Az Yehe
ol = dipole field) S YehHzd, o] o333 YT zto} Ao #AHA e
th.

L

Ho= - B2 4« S o -1 .00 (39)

> Fermi H% A& #8(contact interaction) 0. 24 & Wio Eastes & Az A
F 9inet clectron spin densitv) 2% €12 7]od2 Yel ™ polarized s- Ao 7
Foluh EaAfg, oji Ml 7o) AV BIE dxte FHY 2R WEIE
wAe] rE w ewo wel debx A g

) A7) ol EA B AV AETA BRG] FANE T3

Mossbauer 2718 @l QoM 247] olF=2 A3 =&3 d7] AlFIa 4%
gol Aol Esh: Aol Ay F9o #Hebdol o ol #dstA %3l
= YAA XA "ok F, A7) ol F
A gt A7) Al AL 825 7) direction dependent effectE 2t A
gl

“Feell ol¢h 2+ Aol slelAle A 1=32 92 22U =12 £
2 Ahek 2 0] FESR FElHY, ol FFHE Atoldl M= Fig. 49 2ol 8714
o} o)z} 7hgstth ZLefvt A7) olF =2t A5 AR vt W7] AtFEFR 45

Hgo] FEsl AL AF F eQV,,<H ? Afdde 7] AFFA 5

i
n
=3
s
I,
~
ot
8
i)
Y
1
o]
o
ol
4r
fl
1o
N
Eh)

rr
)

r|

27 ol gt At dazhgol i 14 HEoR AT F oy HAEduAe

61, (40)

mi 4 eQV, ( 3 cos *
4

E=—-gnuxHpn + (=D 5

of frhSahd 1983). 71 my = I, 1-1,-, =1 olt},
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3
+ —_—
_____ — 2
_ 3
e . + ;—
--- 1
. 3
~ 1.1 -5
112|3({4|5(6 112{3({4|5|6
-1 Y 1
¢ LA YVYY ¢ ¢ Y + -12—
Magnetic Dipole Magnetic Dipole &
Interaction Electric Quadrupole
Interaction
(a)
Fe 3 4 I._
E, 11 2 5 |

------ Magnetic Dipole Interaction only
—— Magnetic Dipole & Electric Quadrupole Interaction

(b)

Fig. 4. The nuclear energy levels and absorption peak positions by magnetic
dipole interaction and quadrupole interaction.
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oAl Aol o oz #9419 FE2 Fig 49 (@) 2ol =, Ml o]
of gk A&l 2 gm = 0, t1ol 93te] 67kx] Holghe] 7hestn Fig. 49} (b)et
T 670e) gEEFdel dehtA doh mEA 674K hsd y oA doldl

Mossbaver 34 & 5419 YA Table 33 #o}.

Table 3. The position of Mossbauer resonant absortion corresponding to

siX 7 ray transitions resulting of “Fe 14.4keV level | 3/2 Mp>
to ground level |1/2 M,>, where & is the isomer shift.

Number | Transition ( My—=M, ) Position of resonance absorption line

1 -3/2->-1/2 § + Eo" +1/2(3g + goluxH

-1/2—--1/2 § —Eg +1/2( g — go)uxH

3 ~1/2—--1/2 § —Eo —1/2( g +aluxH
! -1/2->+1/2 § —E)&+1/2( g +aluxH
5) | +1/(2—§F M3 1= Eooo=11#12{ g — go e H
6 +3/2—->+1/2 8 + Eo" —1/2(3g —go)exH

_20_



6. A== tetEg=el 28 7= A AV|H 4F

%+ Fig. 5% #Zo] F MY 71 72 v,
Si-Oz A%¥E AtEA Al-09 Ao @ T FAIT SiEE A7} 4
o] atiel 9t wifEE FERE olF AMHAE 3/Me ZA e} olatd
2 9749 488 #4319 Fig. 5@9 & AEA #E ojF 1, ZHAE

4N

Fig

5(b)3 o] AI'Y, Mn®*, Fe’" L Fe'', Ti'*, Mg?* 59 2~4719) Fol2 &
671l 0?7 E& OH™ 7} I @ Astelel ehsug #ea #e 4G A
") 38 Px Fol dE Sitte ¥ APTR EF A#HD FeltE ¥F
AgolEn], BEAL FE FE Fol dE AP Mg’", Fe?' T Fe'', Ti'",
Mn?t 59 2~47}9] Fo]o] u%d ol & WAL JHAx YoM 1E7E UN
7 A8 £ Qlong AA FES ufs BFT FRAS 2 JTHFE 3T, 199%6).

dutd o 2 MA(quartz) @ FM(feldsfar)> H=
=g X(chlorite) T 34 72¥2 I Ut

Mg BE Sid2 #7|sn ZAE rhombic & hexagonal F&ol™, AL
(Na, Ca)(Si, ADAIS:Ox 2 HE7I8T triclinic +2E ol&th 712 FE FE
(kaolinite) &= triclinic 7%& AIOH);Si;0s 2 YERHI & Z(mica)¥ monoclinic T+

22 (K,Na)[(Al,Fe’" ), (Mg, Fe?") X(Sisi Al,_,) O, (OH), 2 #7150,
=M Ee [(RP ,R¥™)s( Sig_x R,>")0yx OH,]1” [(R* ,R*") (OH) 1"

Z VYehH T monoclinic #ZE o2tk of71M R*T ¢} R*T & 7tz 27he} 37F ol
9 g& w3

o

¢
)l"



© © 0.9 O O © O =#O0H

1 ’

A O GJBrgA C

~oB oA @ 3guson

) ? ‘O ©® 0O o

o/bj\o/toj\o R
A gele

(c)

Fig. 5. Diagram of (a) the tetrahedral unit, (b) the octahedral unit and
(c) the structure of 1 : 1 layers.
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GtEBES T4 A EFES FARERER TEEY T AR EdE
hematite( @ ~Fex03)9} magnetite(FesOs) 18] 2 maghemite( ¥ -Fex03)7F A1, 4t
AP EAd = goethite( @ -FeOOH)®} akaganéite( 8 -FeOOH)$}  lepidocrocite
(y -FeOOH) z18]1 ferrihvdrite(FesHOg - 4H-0)7} 2 tHMurad®t Johnston,
1987). Rhombohedral #%& 7'+ hematitet ZH A ztg]9e] 2/39%HS HFste
ol A [001]%5& wet HFE S 2 NaAor FAHD, FeOs BHA

 Eolelet 37 HlE R 2ol g
A 71 A el = gt BEAE R Erele vIs 71AEE 42 0-0 A
27t & E0Elg 5 1AES 42 00 AzlEc ¥4 &7 W 2A A
a8, Fedabs THARGE A9 vFFdd o 7p7told] st A
T2 2H(sublattice) N Al R 12| & HAA 7Tk Hematite®] 72+ 23 Aae] ¢

=3
Zo Fe(I)7} 2%¥ Fe-OyFe @H(}TZ 74E AAd B

o

=

hiol

N

A

1 5

Fig. 6. Structure of hematite( « -Fe203): (a) the arrangements of octahedra
and central Fe®™ ions. (b) the close-packed array of oxvgens and

the arrangements of Fe’" ions in alternate pairs.
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B}

o]% Fe Oy Fe ©lol4 Fe()RaE A2 v 20g 7bdA] 254 Abolo] 7]
£ AT oY zn# 4EWge 232 wAdes wWAHT 12T hematite

r

¥ corudum( @ -ALO)T $8 FZo]7] W&o Fe’" & dA AP} oF 31 at.%7
7} 282l 4 vk £4 hematite®} bulk hematite®} Curie 259 Morin do|&%
1= zbzh ok 955K ¢t 260Kolth Curie &% o|Aroll A hematitet AAA3E 7HAIH,
Curie®- %9 Morin do] &% AfoloflA & dat Amo] (00D Aol whyadh
A% 7FAA 449 spin canting2 2 Q& 28 Wake] MG V&7 F5 WE

3} ob7h AAME olfo] obgh AR ZWES ZhATh Morin Hol &% o sholA =

2
a

hematite®] Fe'" 9] ~3& A 3ts] W gsted w3 a4dE 7HAy, SHA dAAE
ol trigonal [1111%&ta ok 7° vk 7] €%t Morin Aol oA & (111)WHel
o oy &3 A¢u oF 85° o FALU 23 HAY7I(spin flip) 7t YEREH. o] A
2 hematiteo]l @3t spin Hamiltonianol A 27152183 v] 5 kA gle] cH I
trigonal ¢Z & wet zH7 YAjshs AWg MEEy] diolt &7 St w
ob vl ate] Wyt Ro wel Zastel Morin Hol2 koM 238 A7
7b gerabA) elojuiv)e] 2@rA Ptk Morin Aol % o] ddl A= spin canting&
Hamiltonianol A el A 23 A3 &) A2 44 ¥t Hematited] Zv|A)
272k Ae-295K)N A 9 518 kOeE 7HA Ao Axr e Tt 271
& oF 542 kOeZ zt=th Hematite®) Morin dol 2k 94zt A7|7F 74T w
g 7hAste] o 200A ©l3dte] hematiteol] A= Morin #o]7} UEhHA] et oFgt
27H4 hematited! Z$E Curie £59 Morin o] &% Apololl A Zu4} 27]%
grol di&Hog ZF7tetn, 5o W xulAl 271 el ®iste 23 s = 5290
& Brillouin &5 ¥ud & g

FAHBE L FeOOH #8329 oxyhydroxides® 237 U ferrihydrite
2 333108, 38 fernhydrites 72 & 39 & /3t SFe0s - 9H000
Ahe gtz S shY aAtd Ao 4% 79 FeOOH §Aoldo]l st o,
FeOOHS| ZATZE FeOsd 729 FAI S92xs dwEd 44 sl

_|..
L~

f\d

_4
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A 4AEE BE Fu vl ZHA el $x 3

th EQoA 7H3 &3] BAHE A A FE S goethite( @ -FeOOH) o] o}
Goethitet= diaspore( @ -AIOOH)®t 538 T2 & 7M™ Fig. 79149 2ol uhg
g THFoEN @4 d4H [Fe(OOH)) ZHA 9 o]F A&z ARG
goethite 72X+ ABABAB-&TAZ [001]& wet ol AZFHI 0% OHY S
3 g 293 4tk Fe(lol &2 WA ze& AAsn F d2 wjdsd

ng

P
o Goethitedl A 244 ztgls 1Y At&olM ZHA Alel& FHate O3 22
Atee] ZHA) AtolE FfdhE On F7HA dEi7h Aok 0-0 Agle Op-Op Atol
ol A7t 7HE #ev, 0,-0p B¢ Zolt olF A& Mg i nodf7] o
ol #opzth a-AlOOHAA 4 ¥aE O1-On HWEAA °
of #Agd a2y goethiteol M= Fd kel dhddo] Aldo Ferl o ofstmz
FA HAEE 0;-0p #HHA o 7MhE A ARE F Ak Goethiter

(o
YE
2
e
2
o

diaspore( @ ~AIOOH)&t &8 T2 & 7F#|7] W&o hematitedll A9} 2o} Al(I)o] &

Fig. 7. Double chain unit of Fe(O, OH)s octahedra in the structure of
goethite (@ ~-FeOOH).



o] goethite 22 W9 Fe(lol&3 A Xg" + A+, goethited] A =4
of utebM Al A&FE Hd 33 at.%7tA o] &t} Hematite9t o] Néel 2% o}
BN oA A7 G L& dEAHL 28 s = 520 i Brillouin ¥#5E
4w

Ferrihydritet= short-range-order 43143 & 24 FesHOs - 4H:09% FexO3 - nH:0
o ¥4 728 ML e AR FAHD U2, BF FH & G458 4
st} o)s) A€t Ferrihydritee 722 22 hematite®t FAMst] BHA el
Afr3hE Fe(ID$k 0°7, OH™, H09 23 3%ol §7¥ & o]F3 ArHChukhrov
S 1973). Ferrhydrite= Fe : 02 Y]7} hematite®] Fe : O¢] uv]d] H]& 7] o
of ferrihydrite #ZWel 22 Fe z2]7} vlA €9 ®ebA ferrihydrite ¢ = 094
s UERHE 4709 AbAghe] gEE F717 Qlou hematitew 6709 AbA ol wb
% 77158 A ¢ = 1377 &E 7FAZE hematite®] 2 7XE A= AL
2 H#E 3 9tk Ferrihydrite?t hematite2 & A7 ¥ #o] 74531, goethite2
of Mgte falol AU A mechanismS FHA T o] FAA G (Murad®} Johnston,
1987).
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1. Alz A3 A M

=

2 A8 XM= Fig. 8ol A a2t 50 ~ 250mell HAF 53

C 29 AR 2L ARZ AFdAT BE AR A
AFE A9g Be 22D BAW 2Eel 9D W EYH GAFE GAS

ET{_
Aged HAE = ELeA 727 AT Aol AgE 2 A8 MFH A

2 ofzhe] i nx9 Aol dou FA Adio] R Qe HSIIE

MY 2R 3H 984 o Sahe Aol SAoln

A [¢]

Age B i
4 A AT %

o]

i

A-Dark brown soit

B-Very dsrk brown soil
O 4 a8km C-Black soil

D-Brown forest soil
@-~-Sampling site

Fig. 8 Sampling locations of clay in Cheju district.



g

Pt

HHG ZEL F7] FolAM F838] dRAA wal ApLold o 63 m AERE B
A3 oy X-A SEa XM 33 E48 A82 A8tk Mossbauer ¥4
17 Fedol 10 mg/en7t HE5 HIs T FA7IE 5000 psid ¢Hoz AA 20m
FA lmme] disk¥ o2 THE g FUL Al foil2 B3t ALgatgih

W & g So FhE o A HEE A A8 AgeE HEAA

o

]

~

w3t #E A EE combustion boatel ®o} siliconit®: ZEMEZ ALEF muffle
fumnace WellA &7] #9712 100TCIA 1200C7HA 100C A 22 200C/he 7}
HEZ HD oM SA F §AF tg Heo] =9d |71 furnace WHol
A oAkl Bz on, 53] 20T A HE 300C7HA2 2% oM e 25T 1A
o AAqestt olFA FHeld Ase dAMHol EA 7] Ysta] WA A
o4 Al ZobA Mossbauer 5 A2 AFESEEh o B ol thdk block diagram
% Fig. 9o Yehi

2. A ¥ & K

w2 At A ALE-3E X-ray diffractometer= PhilipsAte] PW - 37108 0|3, X-
rav fluorescence sequential spectrometert PhilipsAtel PW - 14808 o|9, =&
F-3 A= PhilipsAhe] SP - 8003 o] 11, Mossbauer spectrometer= AustinA}e] S

6008 o]t} Mossbauer spectrometert= #7983 S71E2d o224 Motorola
6300 HAFE 2 AoEn] ZAE dataS 2 personal #AFE 9 hard diskel HAF &
AL E 3ol Mossbauer spectrometer system2 Fig. 109 YetY Qo Az
2li: oo 2o

M7 Motorola 6800 #AFEAA U= 6 MHzY flyback mode® 713 A3 7}
spectrometerg 25 A17|H spectrometers Z3 ¥ Doppler X0 %= #7135 A

35 B W9l linear drive motor (E. M. T)E S71&x 8 FEA71A "ok



Raw Clay

Drying

Grinding

»{ X-ray Fluorescence Test

Selective dissolution Test

\ 4

Mossbauer Effect Test

Fig. 9. Block diagram of the experimental procedure for clay.
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1299 drive motor®] 3% o Rzl Q¥ “'Coly -ray source)lA #EEHE

y -ravy= Doppler &30l 93t +- E, 2 Doppler dlUAE <A €t} Doppler

AUAE A yorays F4AE EHS F A2V €28 B/ YR
Kr CO, &8 7148 o282tk ouf AZ7]olE 1800V RA%E HojFol
olestsl Adel WAH olUAE TIVT olesy A WA AsE

pre -amplifier(scp-400A)¢}+ linear amplifieroll ¢/&] ZFZ ¥ ¥ linear gate(LG-200A)
ol A 144 keVoll sj@ste 4alarvto]l & 5o Motorola 6800 ZFE ol F2 0t

B Ao A48 y-ray sourcex Du pontAl AMESZ 6 m F7A2 rhodiumol
clectrodepositA1 21 10 mCi “'Co ©1%

lincar drive motor] S7}&% &%l <& Doppler $%& He-Ne 7] #lo]A
% $YoR 3= Michelson HAIE ALEste] AdHe FHFFHY A3 oy
g Ao e 2389 g. o714 He-Ne 714 #olxE FHdo2 ALg =, ¢ o
Aol & we 5 oo ZeFoz 48 FHEE7](beam splitter)ol] o3 &
g]x)o] Z+zb 1A 7L (stationary mirror)®  y ray source’t FFE o] FAHE

(moving mirror) @ 183 F whalslo] gA] MRSV E T3l 45° ALl 2o

photo detector2 YAtgich ojm % We Bzl oty w7 HdT A~E A
o] #H4is o] photo-detector2 PAMEE Wl A7 Fr1H oz WA ©oh oA

& AAG AI7HEQ =AH & Motorola 6800 HFEA FHAIA Dopper 558 T
Al =,
72 A¥oE aluminumoZ A ZE Mossbaver 2HMEH FAH L deward) digital

temperature controller(APD-F)& A}&-31t).
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*Co source

Absorber

Fig 10. Block diagram of Mossbauer spectrometer system
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3. A g u i

Axeleta] @2 FEI} dA} 2E ASEY X-A FE 4P L target2 Cu
221833 Ni filter2 WM Kai( A =154064), Kool A =1.5443A)40] QA
staich X-M 3 "M SAA 4ol 3" AHRE 27 Y98 5 monochrometer&
Apabel A 208 15 ~ 45 WYolA scanning speed 1° /minE TR
oul 24 dAgHE HA{Fiz 20mA°lA L, 7Hy M 30kVol At

e BZel 8 24 XA ¥4 2YVE AL S 24 A
Ao #E ARE B0CE 7FEste] di-lithium tetraborate(LiBO) % 1 @ 58 &
& % Pt 3% Au crucibled] ®o} automatic bead machine2.2 12007 A
fusion* A glass beadZ A=stda, BAA F4 Zeg 47 A 24 dF<
747F J0kVSF 30mAZEh AAo] o] 8 FFEAL vjIZAAAFL(USGS)ANAM A
zsl ) ol TS 12709 4802 AlEEE MBH 244 T&EE3 12749
Aou o Amie 3t zAe WUt FAH Jornz 1O HAE &I

gal H#EEd ¥ FFAEE ol gatad 50T 30 ol 7tEsta] AlzE 157

Pl Aedel A AHF HEol giE Fe 3¢ AFst7] Slste] dithionite-citratest
ammonium oxalate® F% Sul2 Agste] AEFEFAZ FA st Dithionite-
citrateiz 2 ZE3= H(Feg) &7] FolM dzA171 2F 2 goll sodium dithionite 2
g3} sodium citrate 20 g& 7}sl FHFF 100 mE 7hsted 24A 7 ABAID % F
22100 mE vheta, 4500 rpm o2 108 ot 94 A g Hel € we
gl o A PAFEBERAZ FFstdh. Ammonium-oxalate® YEHE H(Feo)
o wy] FdA #BEAN #E 05 gol pH 35, 02M NHi-oxalate 50 mE 7}a}d]
obAlo A 4A17t AEAIZ] F 4500 rpm o2 10 B¢ 94 FYATIn Y =
PAZ RAIFsgct #E A5 FFE ferrhydrite

3%
-t

i
oo
2
o
=
R
,4
N
)
b
o
M
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Ferrihydrite 3% = Fel(%) X 17 (41)
Méssbauer spectrume £3€ W 7 -ray source$} detectorAtol2]l A2lE 120 m=
FABL UAIZE ol B THEFAEL 2Ast] 24 AFE %3 x 10° ~
4 x 10° 7HA HEZ 3000, Doppler ££E +10 m/s7t HEE ZHsA
A& Ay ME He gasE £3A7]E compressord] ZF3 Rzl gloz
s A gol ALHE VFS HA887] Y3819 compressore] ZFo] AHAHOR
A9 5= displex mounting flange ¥HE 1Y stainless steel2 I F A table
of 2R AIZ) & vacuum shroude AAIZ FAL FHE AF 4A table ¥HL
2 F%F %% 100 kgl YEY AN A7 AZAA compressord] VFS A F
FIHEE AT AL AP 00KAAMFE 20K7HA FRdAon 2t 34 2%
(300K, 250K, 225K, 200K, 175K, 150K, 125K, 100K, 80K, 50K, 20K)ol A} 24A1 3+ &
G T EFAL A 2 Asvt 4 3 x 10° AA HEE A old &
A 2%+ sample holderdl H2¥® heater2 W3lA|7|9  digital temperature
controller & o] 839 *1K2 2z ¥ oM zAHFH oM, Si diode2 258
A st



1. X-M &2 24

AFrzol 47 Aol A BFE B 24 S Yotry] A X-A FF
M715 Abgatgth Table 4= XRFE 228 470 A oA AHF 2FY 354
A4S dehd Aot 7+ Ay 259 Si0, dFE HA 5986wt%AMTEH H
6359wt% 2 e} @714 dFdo]l F RARN NI EY S0 FHF 2wtd ~
Bwt%oll vlal 2 FAS B, AbO; FHL 147Twt% M FEH 1852wt 2 &

Mglo] ks Eel ALOy 3 2670wt% ~ 34.09wt%ol vis) 2Al Yebstth(Shin
and Tavernier, 1988). o] A2 ZRE 24 o2l Tisk Mnd #FL 3] z2d
Wbl Siool &3 Al o] 22 47 A9 BE A8 BT Bol §FH USE
ob 4 9irh CaO Brakol 05wt olshel Aoz Hol 47F AHe & AlgE HY
318 #Fow RFEE 5 lrh(Maniatis et al, 1981). FHIEZFEo] Fol FHE

Hokol A AAE HF A AFFo|E hematite®} goethitest £ AHstE A ¥ ol
ol F&Ho] S Aog 425 o}, Table 401 Uehd vis}h 2ol Feds B
o] Bale] Ao FE AgIM 6UWI%E M R, 19 7] A FH A8
o A= 769wt% ~ 803wt% & H|=stith 53| Shin¥ Tavernier(1988)% Song ¥t
Yoo(191)7F AFE A8 Eol thet A7ol A 83 FeOz &3l vls) & A7l

AR E 47 NG BEY FeOs 3ol vl 2t Si0r S o8, AkOs

Hr:

gl WAl BT ol ANSZREY 4} Ay 2F NBSS FHIE
8ol ol w4E BEFN AAY Aol opde WA 2 FA s
q ppdesw 44y Aoz AT



Table 4. Chemical compositions of clay in four districts by XRF.
* FeeOs © Total Fe ** L.O.I : Loss on Ignition

Unit : wt%
Sampling location
Shinpyeongli Josooli Kwangryeongli | Ildo district

Si0: 63.59 61.67 59.86 61.73
AlQO3 16.81 14.77 18.52 16.30
Fe:03 8.03 7.69 6.34 8.03
TiO- 1.24 1.24 1.38 1.35
MnO 0.01 0.09 0.01 0.13
CaO 0.28 0.4 0.31 0.46
MgO 0.76 0.99 0.87 1.37
K0 161 1.86 1.47 2.12
Na-O 0.75 0.96 0.66 1.60
P-2Os 0.04 0.11 0.09 0.10
LOI” 7.11 10.16 10.53 6.89
Total 100.03 100.08 100.04 100.08
2. MEX =& diHol 2/t MetE MF M

Fig. 8o EAI 47 Aol X sfFH e A& Alge dHe A48d 25 &=
& A8 93t dithionite-citrate®} ammonium-oxalates % £UujE A} &3}
o YAEFEFAZ 4P Z¥E  Table 594 YerHAT 2H(pH 30 £ 35)
ol 02M oxalate &% Al(Fe)-#7]5%A, allophane® imogolite ¥% opet
ferrihydrite®t 22 short-range-order #E3 &3jA1Z 4 AR gibbsite, goethite,
hematite, 28 7F4d FEFEL £3)A]71x] £l 181 dithionite-citrate &Y
& Fe- 771524, ferrihydrite, Y& 27|17} 2 goethite®} hematite®} 72 ZA 2
AbghA ) allophane #AHEZ A & allophaned UHE &A1 K (Parfitt $ 1988a;
Parfitt & 1988b).
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Table 3. Selected dissolution analysis of clay in four districts.
* Fe, @ Total Fe measured by XRF. Fe, : The amount of Fe extracted with
acid ammonium oxalate treatment. Feq @ The amount of Fe extracted

with dithionite citrate treatment.

Sampling location
B Shinp_\»'eongli{ Josooli 1 Kwangryveongli Hldo district
- g/ kg - g/ kg

Fe 16 | 55 5.1 15.1

Fos 33| %2 289 31.0
Fe.  Fes 005 022 018 | 0.49

Feo Feo | 337 19.7 238 159
Fe, 803 769 6.34 8.03
Ferrihvdrite 272 | 93 8.67 2567

Oxalate §Ho 2 #%&H7 A(Fe) T2 16 gkg ~ 151 gkgl 2 231, (40)
Mg M Alake ferrihvdrite@ e Algel Ade) #E A RAM 272 ghkgo s
Jpa vrokar, wEele 2] Ao #E AFoMis 51 gkg ~ 55 g/kgoE Y]
srabgl oy ol Ao #HEF AlmdAMir 151 ghe= 7HE =k 40 AHe #
& Aol 5% ferrihvdrite 832 Song ¥ Yoo(1991) 7} AlF L A EE Ay
o0&l =R ferrihvdrite 3% 87 g'kg ~ 123 g/kgoll vls o A YEREH
dithionite citrate $8 02 AEFH H(Feq) T¥ 252 g/kg ~ B3 gk 2 #F
Nz Aol wHAIgle]l Ao A FHES BAAR, Song¥ Yoo(1991)e] A
Axpebiz L oApoli Bk

S12] 2 oxalate 2N Fe- $71 2349} ferrihvdriteE £8iA1Z £ oy 4
A2 s RS LalA)Z & glon dithionite N2 Fe- 7715849 ferrihydrite
- oRE AR A AEAA] RF S 4 g7 Wi AbsiEel AW Axy

A gEshis AE2AM Fe, / Feq 7F o] 853 th(Aniku$t Singer, 1990;
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Wang & 1989). 33 EQ]l A9+ Fe, / Feq 7} EFAHoZ Fon, AAdur}
QY EYUTE Fe, / Feg 71 2A vehddh 47 Ao & A 5N Fe, /
Feq 7} 005 ~ 0492 YAl debdAnl 53] d&x A7E A3 37 199 2F
ME7F Feo / Fes f4°] 006 ~ 0222 24 Yeld Aoz Mol A4ddizt o8¢
EYdS ¢ F AU Songd Yoo(lP) e AFE 343 Ee B & CZA Fe,
/ Feqa 7} 1.0 7h7te] == E<o] Bopx B3 vl oy B Qo] A1 83 2
F AR Y AVt 2dE Edol7] dFe EA Fdth & #E FHE
A A7)7F AL goethitet hematite®} 22 A3t o] gk g o)u|dl:= Fey - Fe,
& 0 NG AE AlRM 159 g/kg ~ 337 gkeo 2 wA etk o] Ax
2 Hol 47 Ade] #FH Ao HZAAA fermhydrite®ths 42 27|71 #e

443 4skdol wol FHHo AT ¥ & Atk

AFEe) 47) Aol A FE FHE AHAES SAAstz, F7) 2Y
71 olEs EAesd e W FH HEZED AsHFE HJHolE FH5}Y)
Asted X-A 3d ~Aed S FASIHG 478 29 F
T 2028 0 ~ 707 MM zASATE 2671 457 ~ 80" Alel9] WM A
SOl ol PP Eo] FFE& o FAL, goethitett hematitest 22 AHs}H 3
2o o 73 ™A 717} olgifith. webA goethitelh hematite} 22
MtEREEol 2E W Sods o XA A 9 ol5g HEFY & U=
2e -5l F2 2 427 Apole] 26 A ANA UEIYER 209 A WY
15° ~ 45" 7HAZ 319 4" X-A JHANEL JCPDS(Joint Commitee on

Power Diffractions) card®} ¥l 38} Hanawalti o2 7A3E2L selstdd

S“Iol
>
H
2
2
e
tin)
oxl
-
N

o
)
I
o

¢

aj
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1) A2 (Raw clay)

PR Aol A AH g 2#F Alsel dia] F2olA FHI X A 3H AxnEedS
Fig. 11, 12, 13, 14el Yepilch 26 7F 209° |, 267", 36.7° , 40.3° , 426 ° ¥-toj
ovbebubi:s e 3] glo]a e SiOel 93 slo]a2E Jeh I, 267 2367
20~ 297 3057, 3247 oA iE NaAlSiOof 213 glo] =7} Falo] yElyto

w,o2e7F 198, 349, 445 E oM S mica, kaolinite, chlorite, olivine 522

Fvli At gERE QRaEel olw sol2vl ehdet o2y 47} A
el W& A 08 NaAlSiOSH Re F4Y Dol FHRE o US
G oot 49l e awel rue AEREH YNLBE BhHol UL Bl
Foelth Celg ARE RS Fz gAnEREOl Bl BE ARlA 44
¥[%17) ufitel]l 2E& Aliiol hematite, goethite, fernhydrite®t 2+S AbgtH 350
Gk ol s Aon ooy, XRF ¥4 Aol mpRsbAR Figo 11, 12

el vhebdt XRD Z=#Egloli: o] & #58& AT & v Fals X-4 313
glofz17F vt okt Hematiteol tidh XRD AHEQE 34 gloja9) 247}
83307 oF 377 ol 1009k (11008 gk fol=ek 26 7k 24257 9F 41.02° of
ook (113wl gk o7t #EFHAeh 18]l goethitex 26 7F 21.25°
2141 L 33307 &F 3667 oA (110), (130) z2}3l (H11)WHell didt sjo]=7t YEeRyt
AL 287 41227 9 36067 oA (14009F (040)Hell thgh o] =7F BE AL o]
el gocthitet hematiteoll thgt Foj27F =24 vepd AL ko W& A
224 goethite®t hematitess @A ke oF 7% 9 10% ol gL uelrt X-41 314
A Egl h&ol hgEttiKodama 5 1977). divkEtd olE9] Azl WA Al 9
sk Feol &8 x| gho] 2AstH e A E parameter5g W3AA Ho]A9 A5
obtk ol Al Lk dx w3t AP F5 AlFde dFE A U2 FEE9
olz1o} 91k HHAA Holz FHo] HWoiA7] wFe] X-H HHR Aol oy}
(Cullity, 1978, Brown, 1980). Z2Ad A 2tstd o] S %3l Feq - Fe, #hel 470
7199 Aliell A 159 g/kg ~ 337 g/kg o2 FAEol 4 37|71 LS goethiteg}
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Q:quartz
Cr.cristobalite
M:mullite
H:hematite
F:Feldspar
CM:clay mineral
| _
o ?r aM i é D
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4 \ | Cr M ‘.//Cr M \
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%5 ' 20 25 ' 3 ' 3 ' 40 45
26 degree

Fig. 11. X-ray diffraction spectra of raw clay and annealing clay at various

temperatures in Shinpveongli district.

,39,



Q:quartz
Cr:cristobalite
M:mullite
H:hematite
F:Feldspar
CM:clay mineral
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Fig. 12. X-rav diffraction spectra of raw clay and annealing clay at various

temperatures in Kwangrveongli district.
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Q:quartz

Cr:cristobalite
M:mullite
H:hematite
F:Feldspar
k CM:clay mineral
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Fig. 13. X-ray diffraction spectra of raw clay and annealing clay at various

temperatures in Josooli district.



Q:quartz
Cr:cristobalite
M:mullite
H:hematite
F:Feldspar
CM:clay mineral

INTENSITY ( Arbitrary Unit )

26 degree

Fig. 14. X ray diffraction spectra of raw clay and annealing clay at various

temperatures 1n [ido district.



[=10

hematite} 22 4tshd FEo] ool ol AASHAA, Fig. 11, 12, 13, 149 3}
chol YEbH XRD ~HE-A ojE9] Fleo]a g #3317 el A 2HE 4
st3 #Zo) AzppFe] Alel&d 2 EEEo| Feol| 2 v x&Fo] 7} go]
z10) 29 7F k7 ol F o] Si0h9h NaAlSi0x2] 723 33 Folaet HAA HAM
o] WolHv] Eor Az

shab g5l oa) Y xde stz Eels v A A ferrihydrite &0l &
o2 B yEdoHParfittet Childs, 1988a; Parfitt 5 1988b: Childs & 1991. Song
3} Yoo, 1991). Ferrihydritet> WA dolojA 7k & XRD 2 EZ o] YA
ori1 W7FA(d-spacing) ol 25A, 22A, 1.97A, 1.71A, 1.50A X broadd 3%
ool Yehyiz 7ol 54, o] FAME 19749 34 Folavt diE A
o] Aol tHChukhrov % 1976). AAZ EY Al&ol ferrthvdrite?t /5o Ad et
orwvh =2 o XRDE A2 4 oglon, vidd XA FdE add
4 9+ ferrihvdrite %S o 50 g'kg~100 g/kg ol o= X EAHChilds &
1991). Table 5l YEbY Fe, &% Song# Yoo(1991)2] A7 AAZFH 474 A F
o] #%& Agol E0f A&o] Y v AAA ferrihvdrited] o X-d 33 29
=2 47 Ag AgolA EF veptA] @it ol 2FE 478 A9 #HEF Alg

a9 v Z2AA ferrihvdrite e oF 50 g/kg~100 g/kg ©l8tY ZHoz Azhsich

il

2) €xels #&(Annealed clay)

Fig. 11, 12. 13, 145 ¥7] 247114 100CAMFE 1200C 72 HEAH e 470
A del #AEol B3t XRD AHEYo|th 300T7HA dAMedd ARES EAH2s}A
45 A9 v%d XRD Afezd o yelhga, oF 800TC oldellx EAe

> o) NaAlSiO«9t FEFES A4 T2 Ad Zxe7t 24 ¥add. 474 A
o Fo A Si0E 1200C7HA e 8l 1, NaAlSiOse @A 255 H3Ho
21000C 74 F7hA R et Ad ZE7E Zastorh 1H00TCAAMFEE dol4
7} 9bA 3] Apgbaoh 1000C 9 1100TA A EA2l8t5E Wl orthorhombicla=7.546 A,

&2
o
AN
ok

}:‘(’x‘;
ﬂm

198
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b=76%A, c=283A)T%9 mullite(AlsSi:O13) “del 267F 165 , 259" , 309" ,
334° . 353, 408" oA JEbgon 1200TolAM Aol didel gldch 1200Tel
N A28l g S WE tetragonal (a=4973A, ¢=6.924A) T2 cristobalite(SiO2)7}
207F 218 , 309 , 359 , 365 oA F=HAG 267 198", 349", 45
A UEbde mica, kaolinite, chlorite, olivine 522 FAHHE T4E FEZE R
olzb o) ojg M oA WOT/AR A ZE7F A FaA k7t 1000T
ol iz HEEA Fokh

ol Ao #HF AZoM ExE 600C2 P o 267F 333, B8 %
2137 oA (104), (11008 (012)89) hematite 4ol Wet7] Alztstglx, 1 9f 374
Ao #E Aol g0TAMEEH vehd dak Add 2E7E HojA 1000T
Aboll 3 207} 3337, 3587, 2437 oA (104)HE (110)| 283 (012)Hl o
2i7b 2 33 ozt veigyg 53], 1200ColA dAestde W JE oA
o] 297} 333" ol A hematite 4 (104)H9] o129 mullite 4 (22008 ¢} Fol=A7}
ZFdso) JehdD, 358 olAE hematite 4 (110)He] Fo]A 8t cristobalite %
0009 e] Fojazt AAA 4HE Yebdth Barb 5(1990)3 Knese 5(1994)& €
%3k iron oxvhvdroxide o -FeOOH$ B-FeOOHZ ¥7] FolAd @ EA7I™
300C ~400C Abolol A hematite® Ardolgtha 3t 31, Stacey$t Banerjee(1974)
A% 717k0] o8 A&EE %ol ¥ol F#¥ maghemite (7 -Fex05)& & 30T

2

o] Aol A hematite2 ArHol= 4wk Nat, AP 9 Mg?* 7 &% maghemitet ©
NG o 58 A% st stk 47 Ade] 2E AgE F7] 247
AN dxelsdeols 27T hematited] 3 WAl d® AT FFAME 60
0ColXRE, AFes Fede] a2lm 258 NG BFAXE 80TAMFH
b Nao &a5Ad APY7E X188 goethite?t A2 8 hematite®
o7} ol oA HA AA AzoMe AASF OH o MY S} goethite

Az ol Askd APTE <lsl WA hematite 2% Az BT YE strainolu
Wz Ao o3 3y Fo|ae] & F/AHY dEoletn HzE.

1
-

Y,
rlo
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4. Missbauer 23 EA

AFEe 54 470 A9lM AHe Z& A g5l st Mossbauer E 7ol o
al UYEhY o2 M3} SEML 45 BAE7] 98t Lorentzian A8

S AEHEn, AAASES olgstel AFHZ A9 2AEYS BFYT o)
A OALT,ViE | AA B9 BEAY 93, 4% 9 9xoln Ne 9 F4
de) 52 27 dehdth o 4oz ol4AA oF, A7 AFIA o5, x
o4 A714e FE & ek

o

2% (Raw clay)ol o3 Mossbauer A EZ 2 A

AFreel 54 30 AGHe, 5, Zea)dlM A ZEA thal 300K
FH 20K7HA] el ZEolA Mossbauer 2HER S o, 1 FolA diF
A A5 Fig. 15 16, 179 27 Yebdideh & AFelAM A3 2&F A8
e 300K olstellA Adol dApe] uetutz gotomz 300K 20Kl 4wk
Mossbauer ~HEB S el Fig. 189 YWYEMAY. Table 6, 7, 82 370 x4 9]
AEE dis) 2] 2kl 3 Mossbauer 2HEPOZHE T3 Mossbauer
parameter #ES WERH Aol 470 A Algel s 300K 20KANA &
Mossbaver 2HE RS F43te T3] A= Table 99 YeEth Lo @&
Mossbauer 2~HER & B AAA ferrihydritedt A9 HEZZ9 723 Fe'to

quadrupole splitting®ll 711 & o] ZA4DI1¢} chlorite, augite, mica®t 22 La3F2 9

2

0,

f‘«{u:

rlo

723 Fe®* 9 quadrupole splittingol 71913t o]F4 D2 % goethite®] magnetic
hyperfine splitting®] 93 &5 S128 FAHJLTG E3], 45 2T A8 A
+ goethite®} hematite®] magnetic hyperfine splittingol 71%18t= §54 S13} S2
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Fig. 15. Mossbauer spectra of raw clay in Shinpyeongli district at various

temperatures.
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Fig. 16. Mossbauer spectra of raw clay in Kwangryeongli district at various

temperatures.
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Fig. 17. Mossbauer spectra of raw clay in Josooh district at various

temperatures.
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Fig. 18. Mossbauer spectra of raw clay sample in Ildo district at 300K and 20K.

7t FRH debgdoh 30 AHY A8 ZFAM 27t Fhgtel wet goethite
o] magnetic hyperfine splittingel 71Q% &34 Slo] &3t Y& HJ %
quadrupole splitting®l 9% o]FH oz W3ls o] 71&9 ferrihydrite®} #AE HE
F2el F2H Feltol 7]10% o|FA Dlol FHHUC oldf 37/ AHe Ago
858 goethite®) magnetic hyperfine splitting®l 2% §%4 S12& 225K~250K A}
ol9] &% A4 quadrupole splittings] 3 o]FXH Dio2 ¢ds] WAL

E%dA Fel*ol 2@ olFM L ferrihydrite, lepidocrocite( y -FeOOH), /374
goethite(4 2+ 2717} wi$ &AAY Z2 Alo] X#E goethite) == halloysites}t 2
e A9 HEFE Wl 723 Fe** 7l g o Yehd & A3, Fe?'ol] 7A@
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Table 6. Mossbauer parameters of raw clay in Shinpveongli district at

various temperatures.

Temperature!! Hhs I S. Q. S. r R. A
i t Components :

K | kOe mn/s /s ms's %

Fe’* DI 0.319 0570 0628 2234

0| Fe't 2 1171 2786 0.494 3.9

Goethite | 492,075 0.605 0.162 0597 7367

| Fe'* DI | 0317 | 0577 | 0604 | 2431

01 Fe' D2 1.168 2917 0.251 1.78

Goethite | 481006 0.564 -0.020 0.794 7371

Fe’" DI 0.309 0570 0.608 23.84

&0 Fe’™ D2 - 1156 2813 0.361 3.07

Goethite 47848 0.544 -0.042 1,010 73.09

| Fe'* DI | 0.302 0554 0623 | 2402

100 | Fel” D2 1.146 2838 0.398 298

| Goethite | 456.362 0.529 -0.046 1.148 73.00

Fe'* DI | 0.291 0553 0619 | 2457

125 Fel* D2 1.129 2826 0.262 2.18

Goethite | 448092 0.526 -0.040 1342 7325

Fe'* DI 0.284 05%6 0.606 24.56

150 Fel* Do 1.109 2,814 0413 394

Gocthite | 419.383 0.520 -0.037 1542 7150

Fe’* DI 0.269 0.545 0598 30.36

175 Fel* D2 1.09% 2777 0.459 3.46

Goethite | 388073 0.484 -0.032 1.455 66.18

Fe'* DI 0.259 0571 0573 34.72

200 Fe®* D2 1.083 2.802 0.234 218

Goethite | 338.761 0.462 -0.045 1368 63.10

- Fe'* DI 0.226 0572 0.356 94.69

B Fe* D2 1.061 2,787 0.326 531

250 Fe’' DI 0.215 0574 0.445 94.01

B Fe’* D2 1.023 2732 0.283 5.99

, Fe’* DI 0.165 0543 0.384 95.80

0 Fe’* D2 0.965 2,660 0.228 420




Table 7. Mossbauer parameters of raw clay in Kwangryeongli district at

various temperatures.

Temperature Hhs I S Q S r R. A.
Components

K kOe /s mm/s mn/s %
Fe’* DI 0.356 0539 0.608 52.72
20 Fel* D2 1.205 2.900 0.324 3.48
Goethite | 491543 0592 0.003 0611 43.80
Fe®" DI 0.354 0.568 0.645 40.71
30 Fe’t D2 1.192 2730 0.355 2.49
Goethite | 481.480 0571 -0.042 0.831 56.80
Fe’* DI 0.340 0558 0.699 4363
80 Fel* D2 1.190 2.706 0.205 1.98
Goethite | 467657 0.5%6 -0.0%6 1115 54.39
Fe’* DI 0.338 0.562 0.668 M.15
100 Felt D2 1.165 2777 0.283 167
Goethite | 454.091 0532 -0.057 1.255 53.89
Fel* D1 0.327 0549 0610 46.14
125 Fe®* D2 1.153 2638 0.231 1.36
Goethite | 433501 0.508 -0.087 1.310 52.50
Fe** DI 0.317 0545 0.699 49.90
150 Fe®" D2 1.126 2615 0.241 1.87
Goethite | 417531 0.484 -0.111 1515 18.23
Fe’* DI 0.308 0.541 0.598 64.24
175 Fe’" D2 1.109 2.598 0216 1.55
Goethite | 393.059 0.467 -0.207 0.587 34.21
Fe®* DI 0.301 0519 0.639 68.80
200 Fe’" D2 1.106 2311 0.182 1.66
Goethite | 359.204 0.389 -0.219 1.898 29.54
250 Fe®" DI 0.264 0572 0.460 98.08
Fe’® D2 1.107 2375 0.194 1.92
200 Fe’" DI 0.192 0571 0.392 98.10
Fe’" D2 0.906 2.264 0.170 1.90
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Table 8. Mossbauer parameters of raw clay in Josooli district at various

temperatures.

Temperature | _ Hu LS. Q. S. r R. A.
Components

K kOe mn/s nn/s mn/s %
Fe’* DI 0.334 0635 0673 32.87
20 Fel* D2 1.155 2936 0.395 448
Goethite | 491.379 0615 0.165 0672 62.65
Fe®* DI 0.354 0.628 0615 3767
30 Fe’* D2 1.151 2.903 0.283 458
Goethite | 489.151 0.5% -0.024 0.816 51.75
Fe’" DI 0.339 0619 0645 3R.75
80 Fe’* D2 1.146 2877 0.330 5.13
Goethite | 478.786 0589 -0.053 1.002 56.12
Fe'* DI 0335 0615 0.606 46.75
100 Felt D2 1.143 2.844 0.099 158
Goethite | 465.797 0.554 -0.019 0.961 51.67
Fel* DI 0.326 0.609 0.676 4564
125 Fel* D2 1132 2819 0.195 2.86
Goethite | 439.172 0537 -0.065 1.206 51.50
Fe’* DI 0.319 0.600 0613 43.33
150 Fe’t D2 1.121 2817 0.246 6.91
Goethite | 425781 0515 -0.088 1.209 49.76
Fe’* DI 0.306 0.596 0.595 4855
175 Fel* D2 1.116 2.786 0.093 2.08
Goethite | 365636 0.49%6 -0.059 2.306 49.37
Fe’* DI 0.278 0588 0.569 78.11
200 Fel* D2 1.09% 2.773 0.216 6.32
Goethite | 342,069 0.472 0587 1.918 1557
250 Fe®* DI 0253 0577 0529 91.66
B Fel* D2 1.070 2732 0.268 8.34
) Fe’* DI 0211 0578 0.440 91.74
300 Felt D2 1.068 2678 0.271 8.26

_52_




Table 9. Mossbauer parameters of raw clay in four districts at 300K and 20K.

Horn- | Temp- Fe®" doublet| Fe®" doublet Goethite Hematite
Sample
zon jeratre| ¢ 1QS IRA.|CS.|QS.|RA[QS.| Hy |RA.|[QS.| Hx |RA
K |em/s m/s | % |mn/s |mm/s | % |mm/s | kOe | % |mm/'s | kOe | %
Shinpy - 300 10.165(0.543 95.8010.965 {2.660 | 4.20
- B
eongli 20 |0.319]0570(22.34|1.171 |2.786 | 3.9910.162 {492.080 |73.67
Kwang- 300 10.19210571{98.10(0.906(2.264| 1.90
|A-Bs
ryeongli 20 {0.39610.559(52.721.2052.900 | 3.4810.008 [491.543 |43.80
300 10.211/0578(91.74]1.068 (2678 | 826
Josooli |[A-B:
20 (0.35410.635(32.87(1.120(2.936 | 4.48|0.165 |491.379162.65
Iido 300 10.24910689(96.19(1.011 |2654| 3.81
. |cOoB
district 20 (0.33910.75240.06 [1.1533]2.858 | 4.7410.059 1487.051 [51.14|0.169 [532.683 | 4.06

o]F A& amphibole®} pyroxene® #-2 YAFEZHEH Yeld F Uttn &%

(Parfitt 5 1988b; Childs & 1991). Zeiy X-A 3J& 23 Eo A ferrihydritest
lepidocrocite ¥ goethitedl] &3 3| sHola= B 4 19124} Table 4% Table 5
of etd X-M g3 AR ded 22 Aol Yepgo] 47 AH9 A
solle ¥ ZAHA ferrihydrite 3 goethite?t 22 A AstHo| g{Ho] QlFol
BFE AT o] AR2RE 300K MM A AHER] O FAlFol] AXg o]FM DI
2 Y ZAA ferrihydrite} 244 goethite ¥ FAHE YERFEY T2 Fe¥'2
AJs) Jepd Roz Az AAZ 44 AFe] FEFAA oxalate §X0E IE
¥ Fe, o] vf$ 7] w2 823 ferrihydrite?t Mossbauer A E 2 2] o]

F4 Dl 4 7lelst o se Ros Yz,
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(1) Center shift
374 Ao ZE AgolM Fel* s T/ FA4E HEZEH F'E AT o
a3E 28T goethited] &% @& center shift gto] ¥W3tE Fig. 19, 20, 21l
Pzh ebdodch %7 Skl wet $H 3259 center shift ol FAFS
HEon Fe'' g 7% FAY FEFEH Fel' 2 T IAFEA ASe
Fig. 199} 20014 X vwie} o] 257p F7hgel et 20KAAM 58 S0K7HA &
) el ZAE 0KAAMREE 200KA el o] 2= WA & center shift gtol
4 Fe AYAHE Jehln Y olME 227t F7hetel wet center shift
grol 7HAsty: A& (20029 YERH second order Doppler shiftel &j% F3 o F
o2 g & ok 53), Fig. 21914 BE vpe} o] goethitee &% F7kel o
{ center shift gto] £& A BHolx Aok
y Mol FaAlA sEglol F42 wole dAAMe Aol AXHAM EFAUA
b A sz F5Ee y A9 duAs SETE FhekA €d. ajid
SE: £%9 gFolnz y-H sourcet FFAH7E FYF 2xst AS A

Az AAEe} o} 7y EHE VehhA AT, SEA} Ag ASAE B

N

2
rir

tlo

L
rlo
k1

_Eo dU\y\ —Eo
2Mc2(dr)_ 2Mc2CL (43)

o] 1Al ®th (43)21% Doppler =22 HEAIhHE o9 &% isomer shift

1o
o
okt

dé _ _ _1

dT = 7 2Mc L (44)
2 Yepd & 2th(Josephson, 1960). 4714 M & A E39 #AFol1, c& B
%olnl C & ZAae) Buldoltt medME Cpel 3R (RE BH 7[A4ZF)o] o

g d8/dTE —3R/2Mc %, —0000731 mn/s - Ko @& uehliofop gt
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Fig.19. Center shift of Fe®* - bearing clay minerals at various temperatures.
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Fig. 2125%8 73 gz 299 #HEFo FFE goethited d6/dT @
-0.000752 mn/s - K, ##el A9 #E goethite®! d6/dT F< —0.000742 mn/
s+ K, 259 A ZE goethite®] do/dT &2 —0000743 m/s - KE zE R
o2 veigh webrd 2E AHH Ao ©dhE d6/dT @ Aol A9 Yz o
S vay £ YAE Kol Uk, o] &gkl ] F L e U R
2 2& Agd gh5o AT goethite’t &5 E3-o] ol EF §#7 dlolA §
AE EFE0l7] BEA Reg Yzt

300K A & Mossbauer ~HEH o2 RE o]F M D13} D29 center shift &
& Table 994 Bl wie} o] AHel 2He A&E 0165 m/s9 0965 mn/sE,
FEe] A9 AEE 0192 m/st 0906 mn/sE, 25 2D AgE 0211 m/s
9 1.068 m/s&, 12l Y& AT AJ&E 0249 mn/s¢t 1011 m/sE 7HAE Ro
2 Uiy ZEF 3 A9 & 5E3 ¥3E gle Ao2 3o o] center
shift ZHE2 Fe®* 9} Fe?* 9] center shift gt9] H9 ol Y&L ¢ 4+ Aot =3
20KAX #H3 2HEYoZHE 7 Fe'' 9} Fe’* ol th¥ center shift E& Al
Fe] A9 AlgE 0319 on/s 1171 m/s2, FHel Ad9 A gE 0359 m/set
1205 mn/s2, 258 AF9 AgE 0354 mn/s9+ 1.155 m/sE, 223 45 279
M8 0339 mn/set 1153 mn/s2 vhEbU 300Ke] @ 2HEPOZRE oA
center shift gkoll wla] ZA vepgoh AHge] Qo] = sHHF Agd A
center shift o} I 9 37} AHAN WA AF5Y center shift goll wlsf 2HA
Uebd RS ZAzte] 43 E7e HE0Z Q3 ZFo FHH YE Ho] fa
Eo] A3tde WEE1 Q] dFolgtn AyZH)

(2) Quadrupole splitting

3N Aol AHPF FEAN F2H Fe'* S 78 F4E HEZEH Fe??
g 73 2335 9 goethited] 3t &xo] @& quadrupole splittinggtel ¥ 3}
€ Fig. 22, 23, 249 Zt7t JebAT. Fig. 22914 B wiel go] 370 X d9 A8
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M Fe** 2 a3 tAY HERE9 quadrupole splitting 2 370 X HolA 2%
A sty e AES Ued Jdou #FH A g 2 gl oet
Aol A% WA Re& Ao Yyt Fe*'s &3 UAFES quadrupole
splitting &< Fig. 23014 & uiel Zo] Az 257} F718dl ot Zaste
73S wolm gtk watA o) g dAHe (33)4e] Uehd quadrupole splitting
Eq=eV,.Q/2 A4 At 1714 71€7] V,,7h =7 F7Hgl wet Fas)
go] Yebti= Aot Hd @71 7127 V,, & “Fe FHHL WEm e
o] g-o 7hAAE A8 7}H 2t 7] (valence contribution)® “Fe & o]9]e] 2%
oL & % HAYNE 71&7] tensord! AR 7] F(lattice contribution)d] #FOE
AdoAA=d|, Fe’'l 2% %7 S7hgel wet Hd 4713 718717 3HAas
Yo meog 74 E quadrupole splitting @tel Z7tstAl ©th(Eibschitz 5
1966). |9} & A7t 294 (Huffman 5 1971)3 #AF% &7 <4 (Hong, 1986)0
X Fe " & 43 olivine, pyroxene, ilmenite 2o W3 quadrupole splitting %t
ol ALor AFF FUdve AMdRE F LA Aok 53], Fig24olAd &
A5%0] goethiteo] ™3t quadrupole splitting &t< 50 Kol 41 %€ magnetic hyperfine
splitting®l 71218+ & F A o] guadrupole splitting®ll &g olFx Mo g Wilsl= 200K
Atele] 2% AoA AP A H AEZF Algve —0.046 mn/s~—0.020 mn/s, B
2]l 2199 Alg& —0087 m/s~—0219 m/s 28l ZFE AFY A5 —0088
mm/s~—0019 mn/sZ A YA} FEXE YEINA T, goethited] superparamagnetic
relaxation @40l FHEA UeElYE 200KAMFE 300K7HA 2 &% gFalAE 3
N 2199 Al EFlA quadrupole splitting gtel 0.54 mn/s~0.588 mn/s Atelel &
Ashe AoZ Yepytth 50Kl A 200K Alele] &% ¥ oA goethiteo] o
quadrupole splitting #t°] (—)o2 Yely A7|F 71279 FHo] #A7|FHd &
stol 23 ko] [001]0 W dsl=g WMRAEE 1 5S¢ F Ad 2
U & goethite?) A$-+ 300Ko1A —0.26 mn/se quadrupole splitting @S %
v 2R Aol 400K A Néel =8 JehlB, Néel &5 o]l A = oF 05 mn/s

ol

ot

N

1

rir
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9 quadrupole splitting &< YElE A4S drhMurad®t Johnston, 1987;
Bowen & 1994). Fe7t Fe’* AelQl A$-ol= 3d° Aelol o)A 7tda 7 e
Ho d71% 71&7)e 98 7148 5= ¢l3 92 Fe o] & 99 ¢ o]eg, E
3], A4 ol 2oy e WY Al o] &Ed] 93 Az VRl Hu A7F 7)&
7ol d&E v]AA Pch(Travis, 1971 Goodman, 1981). @b} 50Kl A2 E 300K
7HA1 9 2 FAAM 30 AHe A5 &HH goethite®] quadrupole splitting %t
o] &+ goethite®] quadrupole spliting ZETH ZA JYebd AL w4y A7}
goethite A2 729 Fe’*s} 8 A@=o} Fe'to A7) RulES ¢ % Alo] 27}
& M AAY £ AU FettRY ol Aol AM Az FEo] FUsHA
o] Foj A A 7] WEoz Mz}

18] 3 goethite®] superparamagnetic relaxation® 4ol 2934 Jehy= 2
o4l A quadrupole splitting@tol &Zof uie} FaistA] Walx] $& 2L goethite
AR Fe 9kek O Azi7be] A A7 €8 982 Ao vz SPAY ©
© A gee Wzl Koz $43y] WPoR A28tk Komatsush Soga,
1980). 2# =8 Néel 2% ool M= 370 Qe Aol &4¥ goethiteo] w3t
quadrupole splittinggkol &% F7ie] wet A BEZ Yehd 2oz Hol AP
o A FFE 719 A FASS ¢ 5 AT, Néel 2% olstol = quadrupole
splitting #to] 2ol we} Walgh Aoz wol wixtyd APt e 28 g wo)

o O A~
By A5E & F Aok

4>

Fe’*oll 71914 o]%4 D19 quadrupole splitting #-& 300Kol A 0689 m/sS 2
= d: AT ZE AEE A 3 D9 ARENAM 0543 mn/sol A EE
0578 mn/s Atololl EMak= Aoz Yeld Ag A3 Add e wast A ¢
+& ¢ + AUtk ol ¥ quadrupole splitting & “Fe & FwW #7|& 71L7]9]
HAEE HeEhHER &) F9o X A} o] Bio] A dgS vy =
o oo] AFMEZRE 4] AAY Agol 59 ferrhydrite®t ZAFRHA goethite ¥

te HERES B2 240l A9 $IFS ¢ 4 A Al 24 2en

o)‘_

4
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YE AT AlgelA vehd Fe?"ol o3 o]F4 D29 quadrupole splitting ZHe
300K A 2650 mn/s~2.678 mn/s Abolol EAstm, Fede] Ao AR 2264
m/se} S YeEhdATh melM Fe ol 93 o]F4 D29 quadrupole splitting 3t
7 center shift gtoll <AStA AFelet 2ol A& AFAM HHF FE AR
ol = chlorite, augite, mica®t 2 Aa3Bo] giHo] Y= Aoz veygn 3
Fel A9 Afol= augite, mica, pyroxene® 2 UxFEo] d4Eo 9= A
o2 FAHUY, o Zie olf YAREEd da) HuE g3 B gxstdch

(Mossbauer Handbook, 1983).

(3) Magnetic hyperfine field®} 2}7] Mol %

3 Aol A e A& AR goethiteo] oHF magnetic hyperfine field Zr&
Fig. 25, 26, 270 Jebdl vis} o] AH A Ao BAlglol BF %7} F7lgol u
2t fastth7l Mossbauer 2#HEdio] $43 A4S Uehlle &% dddA 323
7r2% 3 quadrupole splittingel 1@ o]FAog Wate 2TolAM o] HAUL
5ol Agedek B Age] Algel FFHE goethited 7%= 200K F2oA 7
A8 Faste] o 250K F2A ol HAR, 248 AH ZE9 goethited] H ¢
170K oM F78] #Aad F 225K ~ 250K Alolold deog dojHct
Table 904 B AW wiet o] 20Kl 3 Mossbauer AHEH o 2 HE 73l
%% Slol 3 magnetic hyperfine field(Hy) gt AH2l 2 de] ZE Al g oA
492.080 kOe, B#E 2] A9 AlsolA 491543 kOe, ZF8] A He] AlgA 49]1.379
kOe, dx 279 AgolA 487.051 kOeZ AAHAT, §F 4 S20 & magnetic
hyvperfine fieldgt2 Y% 2|72} A& M7t 532603 kOeE A AHE) 2t}

Takada 5(1964)2 goethite, akaganéite, lepidocrocitedll &3+ Mossbaver &3
TE25H goethitew 300 Kol A 360+15 kOet 110 Kol Al 520+ 15 kOe® magnetic
hyperfine field& 7}A™, akaganéite= 110 Kol 490+15 kOe® magnetic
hyperfine fieldE 7+ 2%} 300Kl A= dAHd o2 #3853 lepidocrocites 110K

ol
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Fig. 25. Temperature dependence of magnetic hyperfine fields of goethite for
raw clay in Shinpyeongli district.



400

300

200

100

MAGNETIC HYPERFINE FIELD ( kOe )

0 p g JEJU NATIONAL UNIVERSTTY LIBRARY |, )
0 50 100 150 200 250 300

TEMPERATURE ( K)

Fig. 26. Temperature dependence of magnetic hyperfine fields of goethite for
raw clay in Kwangryeongli district.
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Fig. 27. Temperature dependence of magnetic hyperfine fields of goethite for

raw clay in Josooli district.
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¢} 300Kl Al B%5 magnetic hyperfine splitting®] 7121% &% o] Yeh}x] o=t}
2 3t T3 Dezsi 5(1967)2 akaganéite?} 300 KollA] Néel 25 & Yy
42K A 490 kOe2 magnetic hyperfine field® uJeldtiz B asigo zen
Johnson(1969)2 lepidocrocite”t 77Kl Néel =5 Yehl® 42KolA 460 kOed
magnetic hyperfine field& Zt=d 3 dt¥ . #F ol Amarasiriwardena 5(1988)2
4 goethite® 7FA1 18KAIA #H 3 Mossbauer 2HEZ o2 HE 305 kOed
magnetic hvperfine field &S 2. walx 20Kl A 3 & Mossbauer 23 E 7o
el &34 Slo) dis) Table 92 magnetic hyperfine field 45 < 3£ 79 43}
BB Lo sl 8.1 ¥ magnetic hyperfine field gt3 vl23 A3 YA 2717} &
< goethited] 7IR1g 2oz LAY a8jn dE A7 ZEF AT Y
Bl &5 M S2%= magnetic hyperfine field g2 2 %€ 180A ol&e AV|E z:=
b 3%-& hematited] 7103 Aoz AU Kindig T 1966). 470 A H ¢
#E Aao 7% goethited magnetic hyperfine field &2 A goethited
magnetic hyperfine field 505 kOeol H]3} °F 13 kOe~18 kOe & ZtA Yepyich
ole]3t AL EUdd FHE goethiteth hematite®] magnetic hyperfine field kel
vAMo g +£4 goethiteh hematite®] magnetic hyperfine field gt&.ct zHA Vel
bz 2 A3 Graham $(1989)3 Vanderberghe %5(1992)% Wang 5(1992)9] 2
ot AAstn At oYW Edo F/H goethite®] magnetic hyperfine field
zrol &4 goethitett $H4 goethite®] magnetic hyperfine field g8t ZHAl Jeby
= A& goethite Azhle} Fe'* (o] 2 #7 051A)3% A’ (o] 2 W7 064A)S 27
gk whabA ofol &9 RiE Aoz Qla HAF WY 7] A FI7F magnetic
hyperfine splittingell 98-g v|H7) W&oz AT ¢+ Adk(Janote} Gibert, 1970;
Nalovic % 1975). ol2ig AtA & AlS A#AIA 43 goethite?t hematiteol A ¥
24 AT A #Etg FrHA 7l whet ©] 59 magnetic hyperfine field o] 4%
Ao 7tAadthe Mossbauer % A8 A M T AFEH A Golden T
1979: Fvsh®} Clark,1982a,b: Amarasiriwardena 5 1986, 1988, Mitra, 1991).
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E¥o ¥ hematite®t goethite®} 22 A3t HFEL Azl oo Fedt 7} wh
A4 APTH ABHYE ¢-(Fer ALIO: & @ (Fel LAWOOHY 242 71 4+ 9
&0l 92 Mossbauer &3 AP 9] A UtHKodama 5 1977; Bigham %
1978, Golden 5 1979; Fabris 5 1985 Fontes 5 1991; Wang % 1992). 714 x
T Feol23 A&d Alo] 29 md%olth Feol2d x3E 4 e Alol9 Hu
&2 goethite®} hematitesl M ZHz} 33 mol%(Murad®t Schwertmann, 1983)¢} 31
mi%(De Grave 5 1982)7tx1¢ Ao g H xSt

478 Aol AHF FE Lo FHE goethite®} hematite®] ZAA}boll A Fet 3}
Aghe WA AP @& Amarasiriwardena  5(1986, 1988)7 Murad$}
Schwertmann(1983)e] A A1 g A28 Agste] AAbstAt

Hematite : Hay = 5354(kOe) - 33 x (FH &% 16 * 2K)
(45)

Goethite : Haw = 505.1(kOe) - 4 x (FH 2% 16 + 2K)

(45)2] 0. 2 2 E] goethite] @ -(Fe; \ALJOOH]OI A Fe’*s} g wiabygd AP+ &

F2 A9y A9 & AFRAAE oF 155 m%(x=0.135), FHe] Kde A F)
Me o 161 m%(x=0161), =52 AHe] AlgollAe oF 163 md%(x= 0.163)2 o
F& w& Hollen, dx AT M8 B¢ oF 215 m%(x= 0.215)2 v F
2 NEFE HAY. 4= A7 A8 7€ hematite] @ -(Fey «Al)20s]90 41
Al 282 oF 82 w%(x=0082)2 2A vebdy] WEo] AH=s vind s

FHdE ¢ F At 28y @5)AE 27] 918l Amarasiriwardena 5 (1986, 1988)
7 Murad$} Schwertmann(1983)7} A43 &% 16+2KET 2 A3 24 2%
20K7} okt 7] wWiEol 47) AFe] AF Al FEHOZ FHF goethited}t ¥
= A79 AT € hematitedl A vt APPY A#Fe AAZ o] gEo
Hlaf 7k vre o2 AzbEd

A& FHE goethited] 7] Ho]2E iy %o wWE Myssbauer spectrum@

2 %3 magnetic hyperfine field ¢ ¥ FHFFHAY 2 g&Hozry &
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T At Fig. 25, 26, 27014 vebd A2 RE Age FHe 99 #H A&
of ¥ goethite®] Néel &5+ 250K F2o, 252 99 A5 Eof Qe
gocthite®] Néel 2% & 225K ~ 250K Alelo] &3tz UA&S ¢ + Uth

Fig. 25, 26, 272 2% W& goethite?] magnetic hyperfine field gt9 W3 E
23 s=5/29] Brillouin®+ & AH&3at] a7l AREZA 37 A9 Al
%l goethite®] magnetic hyperfine field gte] 0 kOeZ 7}g]71& #7] Aol & Al
Helel FEe] A9 AgoMe o 250KE, 252 AEY AlgdM e 9 240K
Z el o] A= Fig. 15 16, 179 YElY %o w2 Mossbaver 2HE
o] LYo rRE 42 A HuE F A
agAt AAJE7t =& &5 goethite® oF 400K Neéel 2EE 7 d=d)
(Murad®} Johnston, 1987) wtafix 370 XJHe] AJgo] 7% goethite®] Néel &%
7} ok 240K ~ 250K Atel2 yveElyA 2 zpol= a8 oF 143K ~ 1533KE Bo|x
otk Goethite 2z el AIPT9} 28wzl o]25o] Fe'*al 58 A#=HAS
iz AT 7} Felt o) o] 233 2t83to Fe-O-Fe 2ltt=g AAH dojus Az

supertransfer7] 1 & wralstma® AT — 0?27 — Fedt 23 A3 3go] Felt -

UG Bolw USE ¥

flo

4

9

0"~ Fe'' zwd ¥z gol v ZolA magnetic dilution @te] vebd F
glou, =& goethite A2k o] Fe’t F9jo Aot o g2 APT7F £23
A B o 8 AP zeRs + Q2 ER Jocal inhomogeneity =
bt 4 ook #hAd AIPY 7 X 8" goethiteol 41 magnetic hyperfine field®) 7
o} Néel 29 2otz #AHE magnetic dilutionS & & JeElddy B usE Yok
(Geller § 1962, Coey®t Sawatzky, 1971a; Murad, 1982, Kim & 1994). 13|22
ANFw 34 Ao #E AFo FHE goethited] Néel 57 &5 goethited]
Nécl =80 27 Yol 2L goethite A2k e} Fe'*sh 88 °F 155 ml%
~163 ml%2) whAA ATl 71 Aoz A £ Aok ol B Alo] A
ghel §4 goethite[ @ -(Fe; (ALJOOHIOIA Al A2 x7t S7FE4E Néel 257h

srolZltt e B % Fleisch (198009 A#ete & 438 Bolx Ut
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T3 Fig. 25, 26, 279 YEbH ko] wWE goethiteq] magnetic hyperfine field
g} WMstE A% s=529 Brillouin $42 A A 374 A9 gl i
¥ goethite®] 3} 2717 e 0 Kol A oF 498 kOeZ Yebdth 94t A2 RH
dojzl 23} 2714 g FAl &5 goethited] T3 21713 506 kOeol Hl3 2 8 kOe
~9 kOerE A Jebted, ozl dA ukabd APPT e X@oz 8 goethite
A2t} A magnetic dilution @/¢e] HAR7] WEoZ At Ale] Azd A
goethiteel A1 AT 9} A8 wi%3 E3k A7 ghol 052 kOed] ¥l &2 FHrgrhe
Fysho} Clark(1982a)9] Z#E EW2 3t 370 299 Algel K€ goethited]
3 A47)% S Ae A 49794 kOe, 49763 kOe, 49752 kOeZ 27} vhehyt
t} o] FZEL Fig. 25 26, 2791 YERA magnetic hyperfine field gt¢ &%
oz8E A HEEE Brllouin &2 q4std d& Ay £ o
Byt

Fig. 28, 29, 302 370 A dallA AT FF S0 e ¥HA4G A
goethite®] #AF 2% o] th3t $H4F magnetic hyperfine fieldS YERH 7ot} glo

o
I
ox

X
i

1**o] xgg

2 FAE HEo°] Mosshauer @ gtolar Moz FAE g2 spingtol s=529)

Brillouin °]& S4&& Wetled, 48 oa ¥ A vind £2 4x8

ke

rir

Sth ol AAZRE 37 AQe) FEHe &HE Al'To) ARH goethite W] Fe

high spin 2EhSl +37} 21 & & Yok

(4) Superparamagnetic relaxation effect
Abstdel Hd grain A7|7F 100A~300A Alololn EY @73 og s A3t
o A AAL7 ¥E Afole X-A 3 24 J)ee 43t Ho B o
) BE AFgsted ZHHoA Rarie Aol o7 dF(Bigham 5 1979
Murad$} Johnston, 1987)& %8 dFHULB, £3] Kindig $(1966)3 Van Der
Krann® Van Loef(1967) 18] Shinjo(1966)= #H¥ grain 2717} 100A ©}3}9)

1

[

“

ox

small particle2! 2F3}E o)A superparamagnetic relaxation #4to] Jebde #els}
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Hy (T) / Hy (0)

T/ Ty

Fig. 28. Reduced magnetic hyperfine field versus reduced temperature of
goethite for raw clay in Shinpyeongli district.
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His(T) / Hye(0)
N o

0.0

T/ Ty

Fig. 29. Reduced magnetic hyperfine field versus reduced temperature of

goethite for raw clay in Kwangryeongli district.
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Fig. 30. Reduced magnetic hyperfine field versus reduced temperature of

goethite for raw clay in Josooli district.
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ek WA 277 A ARAL A7) ASE BHsEd 33 AT Ak

superparamagnetic relaxation A]7H& EVT >1% 3%
B
% _1
T = M, 7 KV ‘ exp( LY (46)
K 7, ( kBT) P kBT)

2 FolAtHMerup 5 1976; Merup 5 1992). o714 M, = sublattice zt3}e] 3
Yoo A7I3AY] & kgt Boltzmann 4oli, Kt @9 AT vlF4d oy
Aol V& AHoln, TE &xoth

Z 46)A Ao g3} 2 FAH

=
)

T =7, exp( I}SBYI“ ) (47)

o] etk &g, 1983). A71M 7= 107 s9 2AFE 7R S8 7 EA
B} 28w superparamagnetic relaxation &4to] WERATE

‘Fe Mossbauer A3 ZAel X §FHE 2= Ar|Hog FHd 2HEYL
210" s o o BEHE Mossbauer oA ZH A 7Ho] 1 ’
9} 10°% s o A17+E (DAl Y8t superparamagnetic 7 F

-

il

.
;zg A
57

< A% zde
2.3 kgT
V<—5 (48)

2 A g Als A A=t A superparamagnetic relaxation @4to] UElE 4+ 9

T A AEL o 0A Bx7F IohQiu § 1983). 22l Fig. 11, 12, 13, 149
Bl X-A 3" AHAE A goethite®] o7t YA FkE ¥t ope}

20Koll Al & Mossbauer ~HE= ] YEld goethite ¥ A8 magnetic hyperfine
splitting 2.2 U3 §F A Slo] 2x7} F7tgel met FHAAM 300KA M= ol F
A Dloez @3te AL B9t ageg g AEe FE Az FiE )

g Ho

goethite ¥ 27} superparamagnetic relaxation 42 UEld Ho 2 Hol goethite
Azate] A7)E oF 100A o3t € Aoz FAHAL
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Mossbaver 2HE& 9] FHEFHEA L Algd FFEo Jv Fed ¥ FAZ
AtHHafner,1975). wtebd FHEFHUAE viws BE FFo FHHo U A
o] &g & F Aok M MG FE ASo dF FHEFAHu = AA
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AARE 7L Ao dAG ¥EE b #HE AHY AsdME 150K #2

/] Fe'"oll 93t 01547} goethitee] & &FHo) FHEFHE A7} 499% : 48.
207 WS Bin, 258 A9 AgdME 15K F2olA 7 AR T
FrA A7} 456% ¢ 51o% R wAES VERATh %7 Fhedl wet 374 A

Aol Alzmoll FFE goethite®] FEEFHA o] Faste @42 THETFHEH] H

Aol BF o vAdds AMEERH 488 5 U9 F f& expl-

e Zvld W & Az s (x2ol Frkste] 7} Fadtn
=7b bl gt gasA g a8y Felt & R 7

N9 HERERY FHESUAN} s} Zo4l gl ZraTsl A7) Hole

rg }z
X

rlo

rlo

T RIdA A3 F1s AL o] & WA superparamagnetic relaxation
o] UEeb} goethite®] magnetic hyperfine splittingol &3t £ZF o] quadrupole
splittingoll 93 o]FM o2 FHHY WFEoz & F o
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Fig. 31. Relative resonant absorption area ratio of raw clay in Shinpyeongli

district at various temperatures.
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Fig. 32. Relative resonant absorption area ratio of raw clay in Kwangryeongl

district at various temperatures.
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Fig. 33. Relative resonant absorption area ratio of raw clay in Josooli

district at various temperatures.
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Fig. 31, 32, 3324 K&l v} Zo] g0 FFHFo]l HoAARN &9 F5H

a2

o]
A8 7438 A4S superparamagnetic relaxation®] A1 ZHS 7hel 719, 37 A
of Alsol Mz v e L gl dehn gl ofeld 7] Holgk F
stof Al S ¥QlE BE fatol gAs] ¥IstE 2 4 duAd g AY A
o} W3} uj&(Preston 5 1962; Bhide®t Shenoy, 1966)2.2 A& +% JA T, ¢
2 2717b A £E AP R 22 ukaly BEEe X#e 2 d# goethited] ¢
3t didory MYy g ot

Table 90l tebd vhs} o] 300Kl & Mossbaver 2HE o] ME Fe’ ol
71918k o] 54 D1z} Fe ol 2@ olF A D29 ¥H&FTHAH7F 91.74% ~98.10%
th 826%~1.90%2 Yeb 47) 219e] Ago] #F¥ Fex ferrihydritest Z4AH3
gocthite 3 TFAE HEZZ T23H Fel'o] ¥ EYUS & F U3, augite,
chlorite, mica, pvroxened 72& UxFEY o] JdHoZ djuts] ¥5E& ¢

2 ik crely 20Kl A #H 8 Mossbauer A E A M= ferrihydrite®} FAHE A

Eagel 72A Fe'tol o@ FUEFEIuL Fe Ad AF AR
272%2 7V o dehou, Age Aol ArelNE 231%2 7HE 2A 1
it AAdEel TRA wislol Qe Fertol o% FUEFELuE A 34

8o M 231 474% Ateldl EAjsted A& AFH Aol wWE Wit FHEA e
2 egkeh 478 A de] Age ¥EHoZ FRKE goethited FHEF

Adel Ade #E A ad M7t 7367%2 7HY =A Jdeigey, 33 A9 A
soll M 4380% 2 7HE 9 A Jeldd of AFZRE 24 goethites A ¥
Ade] #E Agd 7tg Bol FiHH AL S & F AUtk 53, dE A7 2
% A 89 A9+E goethitedt hematite?] FHEFHAHB 7} ZHzt 51.14% < 4.06% =

thebU} goethite7} hematiteoll Bl3) o %ol &F5Ho AFE ¢ F Uth
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2) 9328 A& th3t Mossbauer ANE B EA

47 Aol A AHF FFl Y FH FESY FHol FHE FALsl7] 95
o ol AlgE HZ/ZAA 100TCA 1200C7HA 0TS 100C HFoz2 §7]
A7l SAIZE FF A d F 300K} 20K A 3 Mossbauer AHEH S
At

dAeist ) A9 Alg F WEHoes AHe] Ao Az tg 300K+ 9
Mossbaver 2HEH 3} 249 AAgS Fig. 349 Table 109 72t Jepfdch
Hel A9 A Algo] i3 Mossbauer 2HEHA 200C 7= A
3} o] magnetic hyperfine splittingoll 719138+ & FMo] Y}z ¢ciz} 300C
Ao M EE 461.823 kOe® magnetic hyperfine field &< 2te &%A4 S27F Uebg

M

A

o

rl

ouf, At HEFE9 F32H Feltol 7]93% o]FA DI T

g 2EE UM weh ez Woixgrh 00T 244 Huvh € F
Fastd 1000C F2olA 7HE Folrle d@4S Jehdidch #4kE

Fel*ol 71218 o]F4 D19 center shift® quadrupole splitting & 400 Cof A
FE 7kt 700T 2 Hu:vb @ F AAsob 1100C R34 A F
7vele ZAES JEIRA Y. Hematite®] magnetic hyperfine field g+-& 300C ol A%
B Exg 258 =9 wet A% Frhetd 1000C 4914 503865 kOeZ A1
A2 Uetd F dA] Zadd ol g 300K Al #H 3§ Mossbauer AHEGHOZ

Lo
ok
ol
ok

FH ¥& Mossbauer parameters F°lAl quadrupole splitting 2 #12] % center
shift®} magnetic hyperfine field & 2 4o ZH&FHAH] 7} dxjg] 250 upz}
AT ME HowM FARBEEY Fdol RS FHstEd A gl A
o] A 20K A 3 Mossbauer 2HEHE B35t AJHdo] 2L Wy}

A2 47 AR BE Algol distd 20KAM H3 Mossbauer 2HEZ 3}
Mg AFRgHS Fig. 35, 36, 37, 383 Table 11, 12, 13, 1491 z+z} Jehiict Fig.
35, 36, 37, 380 LtER Blep o] 47f A o] Exed AlGol tha 20Kl 33

Mossbauer 2HE ]2 B5 A3} o] magnetic hyperfine splitting & 2 %€ A7) &=
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Fig. 34. a) Mossbauer spectra at 300K for clay annealed at various temperatures

in Shinpyveongh district.

_82_



%1 500°C

98 { 600°C

<

2

o

17p)

%

=

G %1

F 9 41000°C

YT T

1100°C i )

100 -M

98 4

1200°C e

-

T Y T
6

-3 0 +£’> +6 +9
VELOCITY (mm/sec)

Fig. 34. b) Mossbauer spectra at 300K for clay annealed at various temperatures

in Shinpveongli district.
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Table 7. Mossbauer parameters at 300K for clay in Shinpyeongli district

annealed at various temperatures.

Annealing Components LS. Q. S. Hu r R A.
Temperature mn.’s mn/s kOe nm/s %

R Fe®* DI| 0165 0.543 0.369 95.65

Fe’' D2 0965 2786 0.286 435

0 ¢ Fe'" DI 0.265 0.553 0.368 96.76

Fe’" D2 1.013 2516 0.179 3.24

00 ¢ Fe’* DI 0.263 0588 0.404 97.67

Fe'" D2 0.999 2622 0.124 2.33

Fe'™ DI 0.128 05% 0510 37.76

300 ¢ Fel™ D2 0.905 2721 0.181 162

Hematite S2|  0.468 0.244 461.823 1.107 60.62

00 C Fe’™ DI 0.101 0.679 0.701 4841

Hematite S2|  0.4% 0.232 470.908 1.142 51.59

200 ¢ Fe’* DI 0.179 0.890 0.888 54.06

Hematite $2, 043 0.104 470.755 1.104 45.94

S0 Fe'* DI 0202 0.835 0.960 45.36

Hematite S2  0.467 0.122 475412 1.103 54.64

10 1 Fe’* DI 0.201 0.963 1.100 55.04

Hematite S2| = 0446 0.082 484.342 0915 449

00 © Fe3* DI 0.184 0845 0.968 5258

Hematite S2|  0.468 0.134 492.723 0649 47.42

500 ¢ Fe?* DI 0172 0.738 0621 4505

Hematite S2|  0.464 0.097 496.058 0622 3495

1000 ¢ Fe’* DI 0.186 0.735 0.568 43.42

Hematite S2°  0.467 0.076 503.865 0.501 56.58

N Fe?* DI 0.226 0.829 0.601 34.03

Hematite $2|  0.463 0.032 502.434 0528 6597

1900 T Fe®* DI 0.241 0952 0597 3412

Hematite S2|  0.451 0.003 499.634 0542 65.88
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Fig. 35. a) Mossbauer spectra at 20K for clav annealed at various temperatures

in Shinpyveongli district.
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Fig. 35. b) Mossbauer spectra at 20K for clay annealed at various temperatures

in Shinpveongli district.
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Fig. 35. ¢) Mossbauer spectra at 20K for clay annealed at various temperatures

in Shinpveongli district.
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Fig. 36. a) Mossbauer spectra at 20K for clay annealed at various temperatures

in Kwangrveongli distnct.
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Fig. 36. b) Mossbauer spectra at 20K for clay annealed at various temperatures

in Kwangryeongli district.
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Fig. 36. c¢) Mossbauer spectra at 20K for clay annealed at various temperatures

in Kwangrveongli district.
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Fig. 37. a) Mossbauer spectra at 20K for clay annealed at various temperatures

in Josooli district.
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Fig. 37. b) Mossbauer spectra at 20K for clay annealed at various temperatures

in Josooli district.
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Fig. 38 a) Mossbauer spectra at 20K for clay annealed at various temperatures

in Illdo district.
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Fig. 38 b) Mossbauer spectra at 20K for clay annealed at various temperatures

in Ildo district.
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Fig. 38. ¢) Mossbauer spectra at 20K for clay annealed at various temperatures

in Illdo district.



Table 11. a) Mossbauer parameters at 20K for clay in Shinpyveongli district

annealed at various temperatures.

Annealing Components LS. Q. S. His r R. A
Temperature mn/s nn/s kOe mn/s %
Fe3* DI 0.306 0577 0.480 14.48
100 C Fe?* D2| 1137 2786 0321 278
Goethite S1| 0567 0.028 491.020 0610 82.74
Fe’* DI 0318 0586 0672 21.05
200 C Fe?* D2 1247 2810 0.596 367
Goethite S1| 0569 0.037 490630 0.752 75.28
Fe* DI 0.356 0.565 0.634 21.23
225 T FeZ* D2| 1127 2845 0.169 168
Goethite S1| 0361 0.031 492.380 0.779 77.19
Fe** DI 0.291 059 0.640 20.11
250 T Fe?* D2 1.120 2.840 0.323 251
Goethite SI| 0597 0.060 498648 0.754 47.08
Hematite S2| 0580 0.017 525754 0.398 30.30
Fe’* DI 0.37 0.62 065 21.0
275 C Fe?™ D2 1.20 2.90 0.26 16
Hematite S2 0.58 0.06 525 057 77.4
Fe3* DI 0.278 0.55 0.581 17.65
FeZ* D2 1136 2878 0.387 245
we Fe3* D3| 03% 1.264 0528 398
Hematite S2| 0575 0123 526.737 0.509 7592
Fe** DI 0.342 0.851 0.868 2361
100 Fe’* D2 | 1152 3.008 0.275 0.74
Fe®* D3| 0560 1.810 0.733 384
Hematite S2|  0.582 0.084 527.236 0.524 7181
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Table 11. b) Mossbauer parameters at 20K for clay in Shinpveongli district

annealed at various temperatures.

Annealing Components LS. Q. S His r RA.
Temperature mn/s nm/s kOe nn/'s %

Fe’* DI | 0330 1224 0.874 2439

500 T Fe'* D3| 0579 1544 0.542 33

Hematite S2| 0579 0.054 526.827 0471 72.26

o Fe’* DI | 0388 1.308 0875 25.88

Hematite $2| 0575 0.065 526.498 0552 74.12

o | Fe’™ DI | 0369 1360 0.89 2559

Hematite S2| 0576 0057 527.213 0.455 7441

w0 T Fel™ D1 0332 1.392 0.907 22.38

Hematite S2|  0.579 0.087 529.967 0411 7162

Fe** DI| 02% 0877 0693 2331

%00 T Fe’™ D3| 038 1621 0.278 153

Hematite S2| 0578 0.098 528744 0.39% 75.16

Fe’* DI | 024 0573 0385 11.78

1000 Fe’* D3| . 0234 1.09 0573 19.12

Hematite S2| = 0582 0.080 532.198 0344 69.10

- Fe’* DI | 0238 0.778 0823 3273

Hematite $2| 0580 0.058 531.075 0370 67.27

- Fe'* D1 | 0239 1.091 0620 2795

Hematite 52| 0580 0116 531.754 0.374 72,05
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Table 12. a) Mossbauer parameters at 20K for clay in Kwangryeongli district
annealed at various temperatures.

Annealing LS. Q. S. Huy r R. A
Components
Temperature nn/s nn/s kOe mm/s %
Fedt DI 0.361 0.566 0.394 36.81
100 C Fe?* D2 1.190 2.806 0.377 2.76
Goethite Sl 0569 0.080 492.766 0677 60.43
Fel* DI 0.316 0579 0.660 40.96
Fe?* D2 1.100 2.804 0.223 1.85
200 C
Goethite Sl 0584 0.180 503.412 0.869 44.30
Hematite S2 0.620 0212 530.157 0.351 12.89
Fel* D1 0.340 0.573 0.634 34.31
Felt D2 1.285 2998 0.132 2.05
225 C
Goethite S1| 038 0.17 502 064 3838
Hematite S2 059 0.10 528 0.32 324
Fe3* DI 0.288 0.579 0.838 45.84
250 C Fe?* D2 1178 2.948 0.322 2.27
Hematite S2 0593 0.081 520.748 0.624 51.89
Fe3* DI 0.317 0.642 0.720 41.11
275 C Fe’* D2 1.167 2949 0316 258
Hematite S2 0.601 0.048 521.508 0621 36.31
Fe3t DI 0.331 0.600 0.708 36.16
300 C Felt D2 1.144 2931 0.465 3.33
Hematite S2 0.598 0.139 524973 0577 60.51
Fe’t DI 0.234 0533 0.603 20.39
Fe?' D2 0928 2932 0.198 1.10
400 C
Fe3* D3 0.300 1.166 0.693 26.52
Hematite S2 0.608 0.233 525.874 0571 51.99




Table 12. b) Mossbauer parameters at 20K for clay in Kwangryeongli district

annealed at various temperatures.

Annealing | LS. Q. S Hhe r R A
Temperature Components mn/'s mm,’s kOe m/s %

Fe’* DI| 0332 0691 0,602 1465

00 T Fe’* D3| 034 1418 0.737 34.80

Hematite 2| 0594 0.140 524.823 0.543 50.55

. Fe'* DI| 038 1.068 0791 3639

600 ¢ | Fe'* D3| 0365 1.863 0.360 11.84

Hematite S2| 0598 0.143 529.854 0.498 51.77

- Fe'™ DI | 0392 1.348 0.952 50.62

Hematite 2| 059 0.041 530.134 0.489 4938

0 ¢ Fe'' DI 03& 1371 0818 3499

Hematite S2| 0591 0038 529.362 0.404 6501

Fe'* DI | 0306 0.836 0576 2899

X0 C Fe’” D3| 0371 1521 0.466 961

Hematite S21 0583 0.046 531.419 0.394 61.40

Fe’* DI | 0292 0558 0414 15.48

1000 C Fe** D3| 0291 1.131 0.584 27.29

Hematite 21 0.589 0.049 532.374 0.384 5723

oo Fe'™ DI . 0339 0946 0.746 4337

Hematite 2| 0600 0030 532.871 0.366 56.63

1200 © Fe'" D1 | 0327 1103 0.670 4925

Hematite 2| 0595 0.055 531638 0.377 50.75
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Table 13. a) Mossbauer parameters at 20K for clay in Josooli district annealed
at various temperatures.

Annealing I S. Q. S Hy¢ r R. A
Temperature Components m/'s /s kOe mn/s %

Fe'* DI 0.340 0.557 0635 44.14

100 C Fe®* D2 1176 2.885 0271 6.10

Goethite S1| 0579 0.005 494.241 0.723 49.76

Fe’* DI 0312 0603 0644 32.92

200 C Fe’* D2 1.164 2902 0.324 3.88

Goethite S1| 0570 0.102 497010 0.889 63.20

Fe** DI 0.325 0618 0.643 33.68

- FeZt D2 1.147 2,902 0.288 365

Goethite SI| 0363 0.780 500.696 0.770 46,88

Hematite S2| 0592 0.126 526,614 0.462 1579

Fe3* DI 0.360 0627 0677 32.99

20 T Fel® D2 1.194 2928 0.309 409

Hematite S2| 0586 0.077 520.736 0698 62.92

Fe®" DI 0313 0.640 0630 33.73

275 T Fel™ D2 1115 2814 0248 279

Hematite S2| 0586 0.092 522967 0.592 63.48

Fe** DI 0.361 0.63% 0.675 3452

300 T Fel* D2 1.137 2.772 0.356 3.08

Hematite 2| 0594 0,053 525.037 0.600 62.40

Fe* DI 0.374 0548 0521 23.45

0 T Fe* D2 1.200 3.083 0.288 2.20

Fe'* D3 0.403 1.330 0343 1964

Hematite S2| 0398 0.074 524710 0613 5471
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Table 13. b) Mossbauer parameters at 20K for clay in Josooli district

annealed at various temperatures.

Amnealiog | LS. Q. S. H r RA.
Temperature Pomms nn/s kOe mn/s %

Fe’* D1 | 0388 0652 0.664 3258

00 C Fe’* D3| 0417 1.486 0562 15.49

Hematite $2| 0591 0.055 525.074 0355 51.93

Fe’* DI | 037 0.836 0.645 2216

600 T Fe’* D3| 0393 1.791 0583 2350

Hematite $2|  0.386 0.073 524.909 0549 54.34

0 Fe'* DI | 037 1.302 0817 49.78

Hematite S2 0.585 0.087 528.148 0.576 50.22

w Fe’* DI | 0330 1.382 0.793 35.85

Hematite 2| 0587 0.075 530671 0.431 64.15

Fe’* DI | 0216 0.699 0572 15.83

%00 C Fe’* D3| 0312 1.305 0572 1065

Hematite 2| 0590 0.084 531.268 0.429 7352

Fe®* DI | 0237 0569 0.455 19.43

1000 T Fe’* D3| 0268 1.094 0.474 1801

Hematite S2| 0585 0.094 533.049 0417 62.56

Fe’* DI| 0305 0819 0.700 3956

Ho Hematite 2| 0588 0.067 528.985 0435 60.44

0 ¢ Fe’* DI | 0336 0.99 0.653 40.22

Hematite S2| 0619 0.001 530.774 0.395 59.78
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Table 14. a) Mossbauer parameters at 20K for clay in Ildo district annealed

at various temperatures.

Annealing LS Q. S Hy r R A.
Components
Temperature mn/s mn/s kOe nn/s %
Fe’* DI 0.379 0.763 0.723 40.44
10 © Fe’" D2| 1136 2952 0.407 427
Goethite Sl 0557 0013 486.366 1.293 51.29
Hematite S2 0648 0.044 529.857 0.132 4.00
Felt D1 0.317 0.640 0.576 26.37
200 T Felt D2 1.136 2963 0.373 4.39
Goethite S1 0.559 0.181 496.988 1.025 53.45
Hematite S2 0613 0.188 526.493 0.336 15.79
Fe’* DI 0.373 0684 0557 24.64
Fe?t D2 1.231 2969 0.341 2.18
300 T
Goethite S1 0549 0.108 498.319 1.025 4550
Hematite $2 0.588 0.075 526.499 0.464 2768
Fe?® DI 0.398 0.563 0.263 2.22
Fel* D2 1213 3.028 0.245 0.80
400 C Fe’t D3 0.346 0.928 0.467 3791
Goethite S1 0527 0.031 496.370 1116 3391
Hematite S2 0583 0.068 526.008 0501 25.16
Fe’* DI 0.401 0.771 0.476 567
Fe’* D3 0.374 1277 0.633 31.25
500 C
Goethite S1 0548 0.137 496.937 0.967 35.40
Hematite S2 0587 0.094 528.058 0.391 2768
600 ¢ Fe’* DI 0.345 1.308 0.743 42.70
Hematite S2 0582 0.123 527467 0.6350 57.30
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Table 18 b) Mossbauer parameters at 20K for clay in Ildo district annealed

at various temperatures.

Annealing Components I S. Q. S. Hue r RA.
Temperature m/'s nn/s kOe mn/s %

0 ¢ Fe®* DI | 0367 1375 0.721 4040

Hematite S2|  0.584 0.105 529.965 0528 59.60

Fe’t DI| 0345 1.183 0633 26.26

800 1 Fe’* D3| 032 1941 0519 8.77

Hematite S2|  0.593 0117 529.308 0.484 64.97

Fe’* DI| 0245 0639 0472 957

900 Fe’' D3| 0284 1.182 0.747 1731

Hematite S2|  0.59% 0.112 528,682 0394 73.12

Fe®* DI | 0230 0.604 0475 14.80

1000 Fe’* D3| 0260 1.168 0522 991

Hematite $2| 0591 0116 529,651 0.404 75.29

oo ¢ Fe’* DI | 0273 0.851 0.684 26,01

Hematite $2| 0.59] 0.083 528.408 0384 73.99

- Fe’* D1 | 034 1.025 0.714 26.70

Hematite $2| 0597 0.054 527.967 0386 73.30
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A #§d FAd HEIETN JdAFE FHE TEH Fel' 9 Fett9
quadrupole splitting®ll 7|QI% olFH F R Eo=z FAHUG &
0C ®=& 400C7HA =doll met SAeetA] $& FHF M /2 goethiteol 719
g SFd Slo] Ageie ##e] 2eln 248 AHY AEH AsdAE 25T
2I5CAtel Y 2% oA hematited] 71918 S5 S22 M= AT 30T £&
40T FE 700C £& 800C7HA 9 dHg 2% A Felrol 7193 o
4 D19 3% F5dFol 4438 F7lst] Ak A9 Alge 700ToA, 19
M Age AlgoME 80TCAA H1AE Yehdcth 53], #49 HEZE

Fe’tol 7]¢1% 0|34 DIET HWE FFMEE 2 Fe' o 71918 o354 D37}
ARe A9 AlgdAME 300TAMTFE Ueht 600ToA AEEHUTHE ETHA
900ClA VGERTZE 1100TC olgellM AdEUAx, FH st a2 A9 AlgQd
AeE 400CAMFE Yehd 700CAAM AFHATZE EohA] 900TAIA YeERTh
7} 1100C o]Atoll A AdEQon, Ax x| e A8 A= 400ToA%EE e
U 600Col A AE= A7t Ak 800ToA A vrebttizh 1100Toldel A A H A
T3 4/ 2 G Alg BFA 400TC7HA YeEbdY AxtFE 9 Feltol 719%
o5 D27} 500C ol e Algbaeh 1100TAME #&& Age] weh ofFghe]
apol= 9l o} FAMA BE o) Fedto] 71918 o]FM DI hematited] 7)Q13 =
A S19) 39 Frdde] 2A gashe A¥¢S e

32

(1) Center shift
40 Aol AHG FF FHE FH BE259 12H Fe'T 9 Fe't 2 A3}
A A ¥ol| the center shifte] EH2 &k JFEAL Fig. 39, 40, 41, 429 JeERHRA
o gAY HEFEZY FFEH Feltd 9% olFM DI center shift
200C ~400C Abolel EAel X MM 0288 mm/s~0317 mm/sE 2 &
Boltzt MMs]l F7kgt & oAl PFAstd 90T ~1000TAele &% oA
0.216 mm/s~0.306 mm/s& 7H4 & gS e 300T E= 400TCel A FE

1
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Fig. 39. Center shift as a function of annealing temperatures for various

components of clay in Shinpyeongli district taken from Méssbauer

spectra at 20K.

_l%_



14 v T T T v T v T r T v T
- O —0- Fe*’ D1

121 K:,/\Etb _O-Fe D2

~ - —A-Fe®D3 -

§ 10 —— Goethite 4

~ (m] —{O— Hematite

E

E osf -

|_

L

& 2 RO O00—0—0—0—0-0—0 -
4+ 0—0 .

- O =6 \K o)

Z L g A Y0

z SE N7 0>g

O o2} O -
00 M 1 n 1 " 1 2 1 " 1 " 1

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
TEMPERATURE ( C)

Fig. 40. Center shift as a function of annealing temperatures for various
components of clay in Kwangryeongli district taken from Mossbauer
spectra at 20K.
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Fig. 41. Center shift as a function of annealing temperatures for various
components of clay in Josooli district taken from Mdgssbauer spectra

at 20K.
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Fig. 42. Center shift as a function of annealing temperatures for various

components of clay in Ildo district taken from Méossbauer spectra

at 20K.
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thebt Felmoll 918k o] F M D3¢ center shiftzte Fe’“ol 213 o3 A D19
center shiftgreel =14 velyta, dapdge] F32H Fel ol 23k o]F M D29
center shiftgh> Al kol o 1 Wy EarAshA delgt ey
goethite®}t hematite®} center shift @& @4z 2528 F7HAE 058m/s~062

mosAbolell A Aol QA gk YA vhERWSATE 200C ~400T Abole] dAe] &k ¥

>

Qo kbl diEdEe) Fe'"ol 93t o]FM D19 center shift gho] 7HAg

o fdAatole] iof dQdwl FaEget Fho g5 <l Axmol AEaiY]
wfito)l i, K00T M3z ROOTU 7 dHe] 2% =UFE center shift ol A A8
S7beh S AW a OH o gri s Aol ofghylo] s dad ket 7457
witolul srelar 90T HEdE 1000TC A 9] 2% W 9lol A center shift kol FH A
otbrbg e dEsge) Pzl dasdA Az olgdt PR H Fellol e
sbeb il AN el datel o) A HQ Wi A FAehv] WRror Az

FleHChevalier 5 1976).

2) Quadrupole splitting

Fig. 13 4, 15, 46 470 212l o) ol xelst Al qol thall 20Kol A 3 $ Mossbauer
A e o Y NE @18 quadrupole splitting #F3F EAHe] o] HAE YEhd
soju}, o] r&lo] vpebyt wie}l 7o)l quadrupole splitting %o W32 R E A& A
2} Aeto] uwpe} okzke] ato]iz glont A2 Ao AHE 300C FE= 400T7HAL,
00Tl A HE 700C w3 800TC 7H4), 80Tl F-E 1100C7# 1213 1100C o°l
ol il 212 ododoll ] g H BEe) Adelrt dojrtbal UFE & F Uk

) 3o Ao A RE 300C Tz 400C7HA 9] A Sx & dehlEd, o
delel iz dHel L FrhARlel wek Fe'tol 2gt o] F4d D19 quadrupole
splitting grol =17 Wakz e¥gtow 4 Ao Alg =5 300T7HA vig =24
Zobstebh 00T FHaste] B 2yl dE AT AR Fe'lol
& o] £ D19 quadrupole splitting &< 0.56 mn/s~0.60 mn/s Abojol EAstH
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Fig. 43. Quadrupole splitting as a function of annealing temperatures for
various components of clay in Shinpyeongli district taken from

Mossbauer spectra at 20K.
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Fig. 44. Quadrupole splitting as a function of annealing temperatures for
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Fig. 45. Quadrupole splitting as a function of annealing temperatures for
various components of clay in Josooli district taken from Mossbauer

spectra at 20K.
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Algel AHe] Algel Fe'toll 9@ o4 D19 quadrupole splitting Zt< 3007l
A 052 m/s2 HAAE bl o4y Ao MiH dAa] exg F1yo
2 30T == 400C7HA F71A17 0l wtel Fe’*ol 71918 ]34 D19 quadrupole
splitting gto] 2 W3tE YehfA & RE& 2F Ago 848 FEJE Yo F
a9t 349 Y(dehydration)@4el 7198 Aoz Mz dxpPge 7
%3 Fe’" ol 9% o]FM D29 quadrupole splittinggte 400C 1A 293 mn/s ~3.00
/s Atololl A A X Z YehHAT, goethite®t hematite®] quadrupole splitting gt
2 057 mn/s ~ 061 m/s2 A9 A B¥XE Ve

A4 992 Felol 9% o]%F 4 D19 quadrupole splitting Zto] 2H3 =712
Bol= 400CHMFE 700C =& 800CT7HAE Uebdth Fig. 43, 4, 45, 460914 &
%ol Algel Ade A8 300T9 500TAl A, B9 242 Ndo Age
400C st 700TAFolol A, 28] U= AF9 AlZE 400C9 600CAo9) DA &
= HSdelA Fe*oll 9% o]%4 D19 quadrupole splitting #to] ME Z7+2 e
Eihed=g

“Fe ¥ quadrupole splitting & (334222 H Eg=eV,Q/22 ZdHe
d, 538 Hd d71% 7187 tensord Z-AE¥ L V, =2q/r’ 22 EFdHY o7
M qE Feol2 F99 dAY 0 o]259] HalolT r& Feol2 02 Ha:
Atole] AgE dehdth dXe 259 Zrle wa F2E Feltel 93 o)A
D19} quadrupole splitting #9) %7} octahedral sited] X3 Fe3* 9o &
¥ trigonal field7} octahedral site F# 2} 6709 420l 02 MY octahedrons
A A LS REHez HFANAAY £ 728 Felt e 43 A
EFE A dA2R Q&) Feol& itxol2e A% ¥3a A4 723
Mao] BAsle] TFed 9o Ho) A7 712718 ZANAY] WEoz MY
o & A8E 300TAA 500077 dAeistd dEREe A Az & &
of b& A4+ OH 9 2%, 20Huue — Oumuce’ + HiOgs 2 octahedral site®]

o
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Fe'" o] O T OH o 6419} Aeiax #7149 dyde vnd £xg
= Q&) A3 F2(FeO )7} YElE & A3(Maeda 5 1979), =3 dxaja Qs
HERES 2o g&ajzl dejolq F23 Fe'*ol 24 ARES olgdsld BT
o 9ol coatingso] Fe w919 vldiA & 702 F& Aok gdeky o] dAg
L ool M dojt Fedtol 28 o]F M D19 quadrupole splitting %i—q |43

aft

T

dJ
3

Z7kek ¥ Fig. 35, 36, 37, 38 YEld Mossbauer 2HEZ A Fel*ol] 2%
°]F4DIS] FFFFHFo] A F7Hd AL &0l o]of A% 3Hdehydroxylation)
7 A1zte Aoz M 4 dth(Farmersd Russel,1972). &3 470 2 de] 4 E
Alizoll AT augite, chlorite, mica, pyroxene® 22 dxFEo FZxH
Fe®'oll 7|18t o]FM D29 quadrupole splitting gtol 500C ol 4ol A EajstA|
12 \[osshauer AHE BT stolg ulo} o] A3 A 282 A3HY
T8 ougtth oleldt A= &5 chlorited F71 EH7IA 400C ~ S0TE
7198t93S ul tetrahedral siteo]l U™ Fe?*7} Fel*® 93 AstgtiE Hayasi
T972)9] AN AFHgE F2 UXE Holn Utk 53] 7EY #FAG HER
Holl g% Feltol 71918 o]F M Dlol vlsl 2 quadrupole splitting a3 W&
EFANZE 2 Feltoll 7198 ol FA D37 Algel A Hel AgodAE 3007 A
FEH YEiY 600TAAM, B8t 258 AF AlgdAE 400TAAFE Yehd
T00CAM, 22| dx 279 AlgdAe= 400CAMTE et 600CTAA 2B

itk o] Fe'"oll 9@ o]F4 D3x 71€9 Fe’*dl 9@ ojF M Dlof e} &
quadrupole splitting @3 WS FFHZ S 7HA32 A& ¥W% o}Ye} center shift
grol kb FA YEb7] WiEel Ay A HEFE FAH AAE oo
& ZWel coating® Fe’'ol 28 Ued AYS & & At A g9
Ao iE FAE HEZFE F2F Feltol 7198 o]F A D19 quadrupole
splitting g2 300 CAlAFE BRAH o2 23 F7lste] 800TANA 1.392 m/sZ2 Hd)
A8 detdod, FEee 28 AHe AgdME 600TAAFH 23 F7}stdd
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800CAAM Hoh 1371 mn/so 1.382 mn/sE 24 Yelhiiglon, 95 79 Ag9
BEE 600TAMFE =gA 23 F7iste 370 A9 Algret 100C 92 ol&
70Tl A 1.375m/s& YERAUTE o)A FAF OH o 247 A&xoz
A EHAA octahedron®] #1210l HAZ ARAAY & 22 dHg 252 9
ol HEZES ZF ARIA Fe'* 9 olgdo] A&LHAM Wgast HUz wolA
Feol 23} Abao] 23t A Azt Zolx Az o] ofafrl Fel* Sol R2AM A
BEgoen Hd H7F 7127] tensord Z-AE S F/AA7] WEog Azty
oo oleid 42 700C ~ 80Tl dxe)gh Algol st Mossbauer spectrum
X Fe’*ol 93t o] M D19 FFMZo] HYz Z7td A7} o8 wrxsn
Aok 28 2(Simopoulos 5, 1975), ¥¥(Maeda 5 1979), &2 (Janot® Delcroix,
1974), o]HChevalier & 1976) FAolA A&" 2Feo dxy ad o
Mossbaver #2 A vebd st AFE FF AgoA 400CAMEE &)
0C7HA o) 25 ool YeEbd s FAES Bolm AT HERZ 2%
ghot #d® 2 quadrupole splitting @2 W& F9% FFHEL 2t Feltol o3
o] D37} Ueve 2EoME Z&o] A4Ed U watx o xjolg B
A F71 L7104 100CAMFEH 1200C7h2 100C HFeg T8~ Attic 2
g At o529 Fed#hS Mossbauer H38 o2 ZA3 Simopoulos S
(1975)& 800TC ol 3ol HEZE Assiel pddd Mer 7232 Felto 719
ke 2dEY FEAAM Yebdg Sl ok Smykatz-Kloss (1974 & A
3 DTA 7oA 500C e 700CA el M el &9 slas HE

Az E42 Qe Uehvs Zloletn X H3d v, Grim(1968)L 4t

9 HEZEQ illitedl M AT 4o B FD 125 50T 700TAo] o A
#EsAt. 2822 I Aol AHT FES 400TANHEE 700C £ 80T
72 dxEAS ) Uehd Feltol o8 0|4 D19 quadrupole splitting Zte)

2 Z7hsh ¥ 39 FFMEo) WolW RE Fe''E RhoL T4 YEIE
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Al A d9E 2 quadrupole splitting &3 WS FFHEZ L 2t Feltol] o3
1 D37F AZdstn Fe“"ﬂ o)t o]%4 D19 quadrupole splitting #to] ©7
A8 Fad F A Frhske 800TAMEH 1100C7Ae dxa 2%
WG yepdnh Agee Fae] Ao A8EE 800TANEH 1000C7HA S 2
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vleb ol A4to] AJEES 800T S 900TCAel ol A quadrupole splitting gto] W=
A zHasitkzh 900T 9 1000T Atolofj M =l Al ZAsted 1000TClAM 0569 mn/s
ok 0604 mn/sZ 77} H2xE JebA e, ©] quadrupole splitting gt 400°C ol
M AA R Al8E9 quadrupole splitting gtell SRS & & Ak A HA
ool A Fe'*oll 213 o]% A D19 quadrupole splitting gto] 873 22do HA
Aol Hireh A AH 4 OH 9 oj22 ) HERES] AA 7271 BN A
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2 90TCAAM HAHS 180T F2ellA fFejdsr ¢588 FAARAD Zo2
SIS, Maniatis S(198DE 2229t J=3 v[FelA HHE FEHS hgo
i A3 Mossbauer 3 A@olA frel st ARHA AAHD gdEEHE $
ol quadrupole splitting gtol Al&H oz ZAasicE AMAL #ad »f Uk 29
47 Ao EAeld Age] dig X-A 3™ 2#HEG A= feldspar?] FHol=a
#o] B00CAMFE HARE Fojaxy wWolAcizt 1000T < 1100TA o] oA
Aeton HEZES 3E 3jo]azt 900TS 1000TAolo A F 5o Aty S
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of oJg o]F M D37t AlHefet FHe aelm 25 Ad ABNA 900TAME
H EuA Yeld & dxg 252 =94 wat quadrupole splitting @3 3% &
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kaolinite®] &4(500C ~ 600T)
l
Az -2 Si0» -2 HLO — AlLOs -2 Si0: + 2 H.O

mullite®} cristobalite®] 4 ( ~ 11007C)
l
3 (AbOs - 2 SIOy) — 3 AlOs - 2 Si0; + 5 SiO»

mullite cristobalite

(3) Magnetic hyperfine field

Fig. 47, 48, 49, 302 47) A AlgolA &4F goethited} Exa] Lo uak
4’3 ¥ hematiteoll ™3 magnetic hyperfine fieldztel ¥3E Vel 7ol

20TAAM EAelst Alge g Alge} 225ToAM A3 FHae 244
A9 Alg 12l 100CAMPE 500C7HA 48 4 279 Ajge] s
Mossbaver =M E 52 goethite®} hematite2] magnetic hyperfine splitting] 2|
g 7hel &34 S1, S22 fittingH AT o] AL IAHER ¥ Algd FHH
AE goethitest BA el Q] goethitee] K7t MEH o] YHY M2 AspHo]
of TRl = TS =Tk 100CAMEE 250T7HA EAYF AP 2
Alaeh 225T7HA EAed FHeld z2Fel 99y Alg 2 500C7AHA A
AL A9 A5EY Yeld §FA Slol tHE magnetic hyperfine field a2
491.020 kOe~498.648 kOe, 492.766 kOe~503.412 kOe, 494.241 kOe~500.69% kOe,
486.366 kOe~496.937 kOeZ Zt7} ettt o] EXel 2 HYdA Yegd &%
A SIS ExgstA e #E A8 FHEHUY goethite®] magnetic hyperfine

splittingell 71 & Z¢je] RN on o] §F Mol th3 magnetic hyperfine field
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Fig. 47. Magnetic hyperfine field as a function of annealing temperatures for
various components of clay in Shinpyeongli district taken from

Mossbauer spectra at 20K.
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MAGNETIC HYPERFINE FIELD ( kOe)

Fig. 48.
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Magnetic hyperfine field as a function of annealing temperatures for
various components of clay in Kwangryeongli district taken from

Moéssbauer spectra at 20K.
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Fig. 49. Magnetic hyperfine field as a function of annealing temperatures for
various components of clay in Josooli district taken from Mossbauer

spectra at 20K.
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Fig. 50. Magnetic hyperfine field as a function of annealing temperatures for
various components of clay in Ildo district taken from Méssbauer

spectra at 20K.
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ol Z& A Aol wat ko] Aol BPou AHa X2 Yo ma
AN A ZFAN Frstgnh o3 goethite’h AH S Z7kAZo) wat Yz}
a77k AHe2 AN AAY & dAEs} o4t n AAY oy e hematite
o 2¥7xE 23 v ¥ HAZ ferrihydrite’} hematite M s WA goethite]
magnetic hyperfine splitting®] 7] §7] 202 FH} o] #ig Ao s
T 8 B2 d77 a7EY E 20T A8 A 1o A gdA e
¢ 554 S29 3 magnetic hyperfine field gto] 525754 kOe2 LFERG 3, 25T
oM EA2R FHYY Y QY AgAN Uebd §3F4 S29 magnetic
hyperfine field -2 527.863 kOe9} 526614 kOe2 ztz} Yebgt}d 275CoA LA
A3 Age Age A& 50Tl A3 FHelsh z5e Ade FEx g
I 600T ol FollA A3t dx A7 #FE AgE5o] U Mossbauer AHE
A= hematite®] magnetic hyperfine splittingl 7]913 424 S2ulo @ f1tt1ng51
ATk 250ToA EA e Ah] g Alge} 25T dxeld Faefo} =

2l Age AlgelA debd §F3H S2& 525754 kOe ~ 5280 kOe® magnetic
hyperfine field &< 7FA& RS2 Ho} goethite9} ferrihydrite(FesOs + 4H0)7F &
A2 s 2rgds ddold hematitedd Aoz 895 o v(Kindig S 1966
+ Amarasiriwardena 5 1988), 9% |79 A8 A$E ol5RT =& 50T
600C Aol A goethite 48] hematite 402 W3o] dojyd HAoz oy}
Barb 5(1990)2 Fe(OH):& “d2°lA air oxidationA] A HE goethite”} hematite &
o E WPl 180T ~ 200T Abolol A UojFg Mossbauer £3 V¥ E31o
g7 vl Aot whebA 47 Ao FE Ao FHE goethite’} hematite A7
o] He &7t el g FE ARAME B0C ~ 275C, B 223
AHe) A8 E 225C ~ 20T Alelo] EA3S & 5 A, d& A7 A&
< olERT o 28 7FF =& 500T ~ 600C Alolo] Zajgto] sHolx]Qdct o]y
4 Adel 2E Aao] FFIE goethite?t hematiteZ AHo] 5= £x71 4

goethite”} hematite® 43o] & 22t =4 Yed A 2% Agd 8%
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Hematiteoll ™% magnetic hyperfine field gt 400ColM %€ 600C7HA = HF
520kOeZ 719 A FEE Y, 800Col M RE A Z7}sic}s}
1000°C ol A= 529651 kOe~533.049 kOe2 HTAE Yehd oS thr] zasdo
Amarasiriwardena (1988)°] 16+2Kell 4] # 3 Mossbauer 2HEl o 2 BE 113
@4 goethite?t hematiteo] 3 magnetic hyperfine field Z+2 ztzt 5051 kOe%t
5354 kOe2 H stk dA 2l 47) A He] A5l goethite®t hematiteo] © st
magnetic hyperfine field gtol #F A3 2o #AIQe]l 2% A goethited}
hematiteo] ™3t magnetic hvperfine field ZtEth A Yepgeg o &

o 22 @4 F2 o]59 Azl e Felt 3} w4 AT BE x3loz 9
W N o] &)= HA magnetic dilutiono] 2 7] wWZolatn ABztgc)
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Fig. 51. Relative resonant absorption area ratio as a function of annealing
temperatures for various components of clay in Shinpyeongli district

taken from Mdssbauer spectra at 20K.
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Fig. 52. Relative resonant absorption area ratio as a function of annealing

temperatures for various components of clay in Kwangryeongli

district taken from Mossbauer spectra at 20K.
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Fig. 53. Relative resonant absorption area ratio as a function of annealing
temperatures for various components of clay in Josooli district taken

from Mossbauer spectra at 20K.
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Fig. 54. Relative resonant absorption area ratio as a function of annealing
temperatures for various components of clay in Ildo district taken

from Mossbauer spectra at 20K.
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