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ABSTRACT
The dissolution of most common multicomponent silicate minerals and glasses is typically
incongruent, as shown by the nonstoichiometric release of the solid phase components. This
results in the formation of so-called surface leached layers. Due to the important effects these
leached layers may have on mineral dissolution rates and secondary mineral formation, they
have attracted a great deal of research. However, the mechanism of leached layer formation
is a matter of vigorous debate. Here we report on an in situ atomic force microscopy (AFM)
study of the dissolution of wollastonite, CaSiO3, as an example of leached layer formation during dissolution. Our in situ AFM results provide, for the first time, clear direct experimental
evidence that leached layers are formed in a tight interface-coupled two-step process: stoichiometric dissolution of the pristine mineral surfaces and subsequent precipitation of a secondary
phase (most likely amorphous silica) from a supersaturated boundary layer of fluid in contact
with the mineral surface. This occurs despite the fact that the bulk solution is undersaturated
with respect to the secondary phase. Our results differ significantly from the concept of preferential leaching of cations, as postulated by most currently accepted incongruent dissolution
models. This interface-coupled dissolution-precipitation model has important implications in
understanding and evaluating dissolution kinetics of major rock-forming minerals.
INTRODUCTION
Dissolution is a key process in every fluidrock interaction, such as in chemical weathering, CO2 carbonation reactions, metasomatism,
and metamorphism. To attempt to quantify and
model the rates of reactions involving dissolution, we need to understand the mechanism.
Multicomponent silicate minerals are major
components of many rocks, and consequently
their low-temperature weathering is of paramount importance for understanding a wide
range of geochemical processes (Weissbart and
Rimstidt, 2000). Many of these minerals dissolve incongruently, as reflected in the observed
pattern of element release to aqueous solutions
during laboratory dissolution experiments (i.e.,
the elemental molar ratios measured in the fluid
are different from those in the solid, especially
at the initial stages of dissolution; e.g., see
Casey et al., 1993; Pokrovsky and Schott, 2000;
Hellmann et al., 2003; Brantley, 2008; Tisserand and Hellmann, 2008; Daval et al., 2011).
This phenomenon results in the formation of
so-called leached layers, which are chemically
and structurally altered zones at the fluid-solid
interface as much as several thousand angstroms
thick and depleted in some elements relative
to the bulk mineral composition (Casey et al.,
1993; Brantley, 2008; Hellmann et al., 2012).
The formation mechanism of these layers has
been the subject of much research and debate.
A widely accepted view is that there is a preferential release of certain elements to the solution
(i.e., nonstoichiometric dissolution) due to differences in their bond strengths (Weissbart and
Rimstidt, 2000). However, many of the obser-

vations made on experimentally and naturally
altered interfaces of silicate minerals (Hellmann
et al., 2003, 2012) and glasses (e.g., Geisler et
al., 2010) cannot be explained by a leaching or
diffusion process. In this sense, the pioneering
work by Hellmann et al. (2003) shows that the
extremely sharp interface between the parent
mineral and the altered layer cannot be modeled
assuming an interdiffusion of protons and cations in the leached layer. Our direct observations
support Hellmann’s conclusions. These observations could be interpreted in terms of an interface-coupled dissolution-precipitation model
(see Putnis, 2009, for a review of this reaction
mechanism). This model assumes that the dissolution is initially stoichiometric, but is coupled
with the precipitation of a secondary phase from
a supersaturated boundary layer of fluid, while
the bulk solution may remain undersaturated
with respect to such a secondary phase.
Most studies reporting leached layer formation lack in situ and in tempore observations of
the reacting mineral surfaces, and thus do not
provide unequivocal experimental evidence
that confirms any of the hypotheses described
above. Most mechanistic interpretations have
been based on measurements of total fluxes
of dissolved ions and chemical analysis of the
reacting surface, mostly by X-ray photoelectron
spectroscopy or transmission electron microscopy (see Hellmann et al., 2003; Brantley,
2008). In this study, in situ nanoscale atomic
force microscopy (AFM) observations of the
reacting surfaces and chemical analysis of the
output solutions during wollastonite (CaSiO3)
dissolution at room temperature at acidic pH
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are combined in order to establish the mechanism of formation of chemically altered surface
layers during mineral dissolution. Wollastonite
dissolves incongruently under acidic conditions,
forming silica-rich alteration layers (Rimstidt
and Dove, 1986; Casey et al., 1993; Xie and
Walther, 1994; Weissbart and Rimstidt, 2000;
Green and Lüttge, 2006; Daval et al., 2009a,
2009b), and is used here as a model for other
multicomponent minerals that are known to dissolve incongruently. We suggest that the experimental strategy of direct observation used in this
study is the most effective way to understand the
mechanism of incongruent mineral dissolution
and leached layer formation.
MATERIALS AND METHODS
High purity wollastonite crystals from Barberton District (Mpumalanga Province, South
Africa) were cleaved with a knife blade to
obtain millimeter-size (~3 × 3 × 1 mm) fragments. AFM in situ dissolution experiments
were carried out by passing acidic solutions (pH
1.5–5.9) over cleavage surfaces. Solutions were
prepared immediately before the experiments
using double-deionized water (resistivity >18
mΩ cm–1) and adjusting the solution pH using
HCl. The absence of calcium and silicon in the
input solutions ensured constant far-from-equilibrium conditions with respect to the original
wollastonite. In situ observations and measurements were performed using a Digital Instruments Nanoscope III Multimode AFM equipped
with a fluid cell and working in contact mode
under ambient conditions (20 ± 1 ºC). The solutions flowed continuously at ~100 mL h–1 from
a syringe coupled to an O-ring–sealed fluid cell
containing the sample crystal. AFM images
were collected using Si3N4 tips (Veeco Instruments, tip model NP-S20) and analyzed with the
Nanoscope software (version 5.12b48).
Aliquots of effluent solution were collected
continuously (in 4 min batches) and analyzed
for Ca and Si using inductively coupled plasma–
optical emission spectrometry (Varian Vista proaxial) and colorimetry (molybdate blue method;
Grasshoff et al., 1983), respectively. Fluxes of
dissolved Ca and Si (representing dissolution
rates) were calculated as follows:
ri =

[i ]T Q ,
A

(1)

where [i] is the concentration of calcium or silicon in the effluent solution (mol m–3), Q is the
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solution flow rate (m3 s–1), and A is the BET
(i.e., Brunauer, Emmett, Teller method) surface area of the original crystal exposed to the
solution (m2). To isolate any potential artifact
on dissolution rates associated with the interaction between the AFM tip and the mineral surface, parallel flow-through experiments at pH
1.5 were performed, aimed at reproducing the
AFM experiments, using Teflon reactors (5 mL
volume) containing 0.1862 ± 0.0010 g of solid
(BET surface area 0.45 m2 g–1) and using the
same solution flow rate (100 mL h–1) as used for
the AFM experiments.
MicroRaman spectroscopy (JASCO NRS5100, equipped with 532 nm diode laser) and
field emission scanning electron microscopy
(FESEM; Carl Zeiss Gemini) coupled with
energy dispersive spectroscopy microanalysis were used to study the surface of reacted
minerals.
EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS AND
DISCUSSION
Most studies reporting incongruent dissolution of wollastonite and the formation of
leached layers conclude that this behavior is
due to exchange of protons for Ca2+ ions, which
are preferentially released into solution, leaving behind a silica-enriched layer (e.g., Casey
et al., 1993; Xie and Walther, 1994; Weissbart
and Rimstidt, 2000). This (amorphous) Si-rich
layer is proposed to restructure and dissolve
releasing silica units with different degrees of
polymerization (Casey et al., 1993; Weissbart
and Rimstidt, 2000). Casey et al. (1993), as well
as most others studying leached layer formation (see review by Brantley, 2008), ruled out
any secondary precipitation of amorphous silica
because in their experiments the bulk solution
was undersaturated with respect to all silica
phases. Nevertheless, we find no evidence in our
study that supports such a mechanism.
Freshly cleaved {100} wollastonite surfaces
show numerous steps parallel to the b-axis
(Fig. 1A). Initially, dissolution at acid pH occurs
by retreat of preexisting steps; however, in later
stages of the dissolution lens-shaped etch pits,
similar to those described on naturally weathered inosilicates (Berner et al., 1980), form on
these prismatic faces. At pH 1.5, these etch pits
grow by spreading horizontally at a rate of 9.5
± 2.3 and 1.4 ± 0.4 nm/s along the [010] and
[001] directions, respectively (Figs. 1B–1D).
The observation of these dissolution features
indicates that complete layers dissolve, suggesting surface-controlled normal congruent
dissolution (i.e., stoichiometric release of Ca
and Si to the solution). Note that for etch pits
to spread over a surface, stoichiometric amounts
of ions must be released to the solution (Hu et
al., 2005). However, dissolution is accompanied
by the nucleation of a new phase on the mineral surface (Figs. 1B–1D). This precipitation
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Figure 1. Atomic force
microscopy
deflection
images of wollastonite
{100} surface. A: Cleaved
surface showing step
edges parallel to [010] direction. B: Same surface
exposed to HCl solution
(pH 1.5) 300 s after first
injection of acidic solution. C: After 375 s. D: After 465 s. Note formation
and spreading of shallow pits elongated along
[010] direction.

event is reflected in the height profiles shown in
Figure 2, where the newly formed topographic
features on wollastonite cleavage surfaces
are clearly the result of a growth process. We
hypothesize that this precipitate is the leached
layer observed in previous studies after exposure of wollastonite to acidic solutions. Hydrothermal AFM observations of anorthite dissolution (Jordan et al., 1999) show that, beneath an
altered surface layer, etch pits are present. These

A

C

observations are consistent with ours and suggest that the formation of leached layers via secondary mineral precipitation is a general phenomenon. However, Jordan et al. (1999) did not
consider that the observed altered layer is a precipitate, as the bulk solution is undersaturated
with respect to all silica phases. We discuss this
critical issue below.
FESEM and MicroRaman spectroscopy analyses of the surface layers formed on wollastonite

B

D

Figure 2. A, B: Sequential atomic force microscopy deflection images showing
formation of surface precipitates during wollastonite dissolution. C, D: Corresponding height profiles. Height profiles show upward and horizontal growth (red
arrows) of newly formed precipitates, as well as simultaneous dissolution (black
arrows) of this new phase. Time lapse between images is 132 s.
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GSA Data Repository item 2012266, characterization of surface alteration layers, geochemistry of
effluent solutions, and characterization of leached layers, is available online at www.geosociety.org/pubs
/ft2012.htm, or on request from editing@geosociety
.org or Documents Secretary, GSA, P.O. Box 9140,
Boulder, CO 80301, USA.
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after dissolution at acidic conditions confirm that
the surface layer is Ca depleted, and most likely
corresponds to amorphous silica (e.g., Casey
et al., 1993) (see Fig. DR1 in the GSA Data
Repository1), which could initially be a silica gel
(King et al., 2011). The formation of this surface
precipitate explains the fact that elemental ratios
in the effluent solution are different from those
of the solids, with higher Ca than Si concentration in the outflow, as reflected by the dissolution
rates and Ca/Si ratios (Fig. 3). However, thermodynamic calculations performed using PHREEQC (database phreeqc.dat; http://wwwbrr.
cr.usgs.gov/projects/GWC_coupled/phreeqc/)
indicate that effluent solutions are undersaturated with respect to amorphous silica at all pH
tested, for both total Ca and the stoichiometric
amount of Si, as well as the measured Si concentration (the saturation index with respect to
amorphous silica varied from −0.3 to −1.23 during the flow-through experiments; Table DR1 in
the Data Repository). We suggest that after an
initial transient step of stoichiometric dissolution
in which elements are released to the interfacial
solution in stoichiometric proportions, the fluid
in a boundary layer in contact with the mineral
surface becomes supersaturated with respect
to a secondary phase that then precipitates.
The existence of such an interfacial fluid layer,
defined by steep cation concentration gradients
close to the surface of the mineral, was observed
by Putnis et al. (2005) during mineral replacement reactions using real-time phase-shift interferometry. The formation of a silica surface
precipitate results in the progressive coverage
of the dissolving mineral surface. This would
decrease the reactive surface area of the wollastonite, thus resulting in the observed continuous
reduction in calcium flux during the course of
the experiments (Fig. 3). Such a trend was also
observed in a run where a crystal was subjected
to dissolution in the AFM fluid cell at pH 5.9,
3, and 1.5 in successive steps. This, in addition
to FESEM observations, confirms that fines or
the consumption of highly reactive surface sites
such as corners, step edges, or dislocations, often
claimed to explain exponentially decreasing dissolution rates, do not fully explain our results.
Furthermore, a linear dependence was observed
between the logarithm of wollastonite dissolution rates and pH, with a slope of −0.48 at the
early stages of dissolution, which is close to the
theoretical reaction order (0.50) (see Fig. DR2).
However, other published dissolution rates calculated after longer reaction times tend to show
lower reaction orders, suggesting that at longer
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Figure 3. Typical evolution of Ca and Si fluxes (mol cm–2 s–1) in outflow solution during wollastonite dissolution experiment performed in Teflon flow-through reactors (Ca/Si ratios versus time in inset). Initial solution pH of 1.5. (Detailed values of composition are in Table DR1
[see footnote 1].)

reaction times a full coverage by a Si-rich surface
layer can significantly affect dissolution kinetics.
However, our study shows that at decreasing pH
values, less-reactive faces begin to participate in
the wollastonite dissolution process, as shown
by FESEM. Because, like wollastonite, most
abundant multicomponent rock-forming minerals are anisotropic, a similar pH-dependent effect
should be expected. Furthermore, because most
of these minerals form Si-enriched altered surface layers, the initial exponential decrease in
dissolution rates typically shown during acid dissolution may be explained, at least in part, by the
decrease in the reactive surface area associated
with the progressive coverage of the dissolving
mineral surface.
It is interesting that fluxes of dissolved elements during wollastonite dissolution experiments show short-term, coupled periodic oscillations superimposed on the longer term overall
trends (Fig. 3). Similar findings have been made
for other minerals showing nonstochiometric
dissolution (such as dolomite; data not shown),
thus suggesting that they do not simply result
from errors in the measurements, but are due to
a more fundamental process. To our knowledge,
these oscillations have not been reported before
during similar experiments, mainly because the
oscillation period (several minutes) is significantly shorter than typical sampling times. We
propose that the observed temporal evolution of
the elemental fluxes can be explained assuming
that the initial concentration gradient existing at
the mineral-solution boundary layer will evolve
due to the precipitation of secondary phases,

thereby varying the exposed reactive surface
area of the mineral, as well as due to element diffusion toward the bulk solution. After a step of
congruent dissolution and subsequent formation
of a surface precipitate (reflected in a decrease in
the measured elemental fluxes), diffusion from
the boundary layer of fluid to the bulk solution
results in the boundary layer becoming undersaturated with respect to the precipitating phase.
This leads to its partial dissolution, increasing
the flux of Si to the solution. Furthermore, this in
turn increases the reactive surface area exposed
to the solution and thereby fosters Ca release.
This is confirmed by AFM observations showing that the newly formed surface layer continuously precipitates and redissolves as the dissolution of the wollastonite substrate progresses,
as observed in the case of dolomite (Urosevic et
al., 2012). Furthermore, this is clear evidence of
the coupling between dissolution and precipitation processes in these systems. These considerations lead us to question whether a steady state
may be reached in our system (and others), and
what would be its nature.
IMPLICATIONS
We can speculate that the potential importance of our results extends to other multicomponent silicates or glasses in contact with acidic,
CO2-rich solutions. Thus, they may have implications for many Earth surface geochemical processes, including weathering and subsequent soil
formation, evolution of climate, and the composition of the atmosphere and oceans, as well
as important environmental and technological
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issues such as the deterioration of concrete and
building stone, possible mobilization of nuclear
wastes, and CO2 sequestration. Demonstration
that these layers form as a consequence of an
interface-coupled dissolution-precipitation process is critical for the correct implementation of
such a process in the formulation of codes aimed
at quantifying reaction rates. Furthermore, the
formation of surface layers on dissolution of
multicomponent minerals and glasses may have
a significant effect on their reactivity. The fact
that altered surface layers developed on silicate
minerals are typically made up of a porous amorphous silica phase provides an excellent medium
for the diffusion-controlled growth of secondary phases such as phyllosilicates (Zhu et al.,
2006), where the actual silica in the surface layer
may be eventually incorporated. This may help
explain the formation of protective coatings on
silicate minerals weathered in nature (Nugent et
al., 1998; Hellmann et al., 2012), and contribute
to the understanding of the apparent discrepancy,
in orders of magnitude, between field and laboratory dissolution rates (Zhu et al., 2006).
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
This work was carried out within the European
Union ITN Delta-Min (Mechanisms of Mineral Replacement Reactions) grant PITN-GA-2008-215360.
Experimental facilities in Münster are supported by
the German Research Foundation. Ruiz-Agudo acknowledges the Spanish Ministry of Economy and
Competitiveness for a Ramón y Cajal grant, the research group NRM-179 (Junta de Andalucía, Spain),
and the Spanish government for grant MAT200911332. We thank Veronika Rapelius and Marisa Rozalen for Ca and Si analyses. We thank three anonymous
reviewers for the constructive comments that have
helped to improve this manuscript.
REFERENCES CITED
Berner, R.A., Sjöberg, E.L., Velbel, M.A., and
Krom, M.D., 1980, Dissolution of pyroxenes
and amphiboles during weathering: Science,
v. 207, p. 1205–1206, doi:10.1126/science.207
.4436.1205.
Brantley, S.L., 2008, Kinetics of mineral dissolution, in
Brantley, S.L., et al., eds., Kinetics of water-rock
interaction: New York, Springer, p. 151–210.
Casey, W.H., Westrich, H.R., Banfield, J.F., Ferruzzi, G., and Arnold, G.W., 1993, Leaching
and reconstruction at the surfaces of dissolving
chain-silicate minerals: Nature, v. 366, p. 253–
256, doi:10.1038/366253a0.
Daval, D., Martinez, I., Guigner, J.M., Hellmann,
R., Corvisier, J., Findling, N., Dominici, C.,

950

Goffé, B., and Guyot, F., 2009a, Mechanism
of wollastonite carbonation deduced from micro- to nanometer length scale observations:
American Mineralogist, v. 94, p. 1707–1726,
doi:10.2138/am.2009.3294.
Daval, D., Martinez, I., Corvisier, J., Findling, N.,
Goffé, B., and Guyot, F., 2009b, Carbonation
of Ca-bearing silicates, the case of wollastonite: Experimental investigations and kinetic
modelling: Chemical Geology, v. 265, p. 63–
78, doi:10.1016/j.chemgeo.2009.01.022.
Daval, D., Sissmann, O., Menguy, N., Saldi, G.D.,
Guyot, F., Martinez, I., Corvisier, J., Garcia, B.,
Machouk, I., Knauss, K.G., and Hellmann, R.,
2011, Influence of amorphous silica layer formation on the dissolution rate of olivine at 90 ºC
and elevated pCO2: Chemical Geology, v. 284,
p. 193–209, doi:10.1016/j.chemgeo.2011.02.021.
Geisler, T., Janssen, A., Scheiter, D., Stephan, T.,
Berndt, J., and Putnis, A., 2010, Aqueous corrosion of borosilicate glass under acidic conditions: A new corrosion mechanism: Journal
of Non-Crystalline Materials, v. 356, p. 1458–
1465, doi:10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2010.04.033.
Grasshoff, K., Ehrhardt, M., and Kremling, K., eds.,
1983, Methods of seawater analysis (second
edition): Weinheim, Germany, Verlag Chemie,
419 p.
Green, E., and Lüttge, A., 2006, Incongruent dissolution of wollastonite measured with vertical scanning interferometry: American Mineralogist, v. 91, p. 430–434, doi:10.2138/am
.2006.1968.
Hellmann, R., Penisson, J.M., Hervig, R.L., Thomassin, J.H., and Abrioux, M.F., 2003, An EFTEM/
HRTEM high-resolution study of the near surface of labradorite feldspar altered at acid pH:
Evidence for interfacial dissolution-reprecipitation: Physics and Chemistry of Minerals, v. 30,
p. 192–197, doi:10.1007/s00269-003-0308-4.
Hellmann, R., Wirth, R., Daval, D., Barnes, J.-P.,
Penisson, J.-M., Tisserand, D., Epicier, T., Florin,
B., and Hervig, R.L., 2012, Unifying natural and
laboratory chemical weathering with interfacial
dissolution-reprecipitation: A study based on
nanometer-scale chemistry of fluid-silicate interfaces: Chemical Geology, v. 294–295, p. 203–
216, doi:10.1016/j.chemgeo.2011.12.002.
Hu, X., Grossie, D.A., and Higgins, S.R., 2005,
Growth and dissolution kinetics at the dolomite-water interface: An in-situ scanning probe
microscopy study: American Mineralogist,
v. 90, p. 963–968, doi:10.2138/am.2005.1798.
Jordan, G., Higgings, S.R., Eggleston, C.M., Swapp,
S.M., Janney, D.E., and Knauss, K.G., 1999,
Acidic dissolution of plagioclase: In-situ observations by hydrothermal atomic force microscopy: Geochimica et Cosmochimica Acta,
v. 63, p. 3183–3191, doi:10.1016/S0016-7037
(99)00225-2.
King, H.E., Plümper, O., Geisler, T., and Putnis,
A., 2011, Experimental investigations into the

silicification of olivine: Implications for the
reaction mechanism and acid neutralization:
American Mineralogist, v. 96, p. 1503–1511,
doi:10.2138/am.2011.3779.
Nugent, M.A., Brantley, S.L., Pantano, C.G., and
Maurice, P.A., 1998, The influence of natural
mineral coatings on feldspar weathering: Nature, v. 395, p. 588–591, doi:10.1038/26951.
Pokrovsky, O.S., and Schott, J., 2000, Fosterite
surface composition in aqueous solutions: A
combined potentiometric, electrokinetic, and
spectroscopic approach: Geochimica et Cosmochimica Acta, v. 64, p. 3299–3312, doi:10.1016
/S0016-7037(00)00435-X.
Putnis, A., 2009, Mineral replacement reactions: Reviews in Mineralogy and Geochemistry, v. 70,
p. 87–124, doi:10.2138/rmg.2009.70.3.
Putnis, C.V., Tsukamoto, K., and Nishimura, Y.,
2005, Direct observations of pseudomorphism:
Compositional and textural evolution at a fluidsolid interface: American Mineralogist, v. 90,
p. 1909–1912, doi:10.2138/am.2005.1990.
Rimstidt, J.D., and Dove, P.M., 1986, Mineral solution reaction rates in a mixed flow reactorwollastonite hydrolysis: Geochimica et Cosmochimica Acta, v. 50, p. 2509–2516, doi:10.1016
/0016-7037(86)90033-5.
Tisserand, D., and Hellmann, R., 2008, Bridging the
gap between laboratory dissolution and natural
chemical weathering: Geochimica et Cosmochimica Acta, v. 72, p. A948.
Urosevic, M., Rodriguez-Navarro, C., Putnis, C.V.,
Cardell, C., Putnis, A., and Ruiz-Agudo, E.,
2012, In situ nanoscale observations of the
dissolution of {10–14} dolomite cleavage surfaces: Geochimica et Cosmochimica Acta, v. 80,
p. 1–13, doi:10.1016/j.gca.2011.11.036.
Weissbart, E.J., and Rimstidt, J.D., 2000, Wollastonite incongruent dissolution and leached
layer formation: Geochimica et Cosmochimica
Acta, v. 64, p. 4007–4016, doi:10.1016/S0016
-7037(00)00475-0.
Xie, Z.X., and Walther, J.V., 1994, Dissolution stoichiometry and adsorption of alkali and alkalineearth elements to the acid-reacted wollastonite
surface at 25 ºC: Geochimica et Cosmochimica
Acta, v. 58, p. 2587–2598, doi:10.1016/0016
-7037(94)90130-9.
Zhu, C., Veblen, D.R., Blum, A.E., and Chipera, S.J.,
2006, Naturally weathered feldspar surfaces
in the Navajo Sandstone aquifer, Black Mesa,
Arizona: Electron microscopic characterization: Geochimica et Cosmochimica Acta, v. 70,
p. 4600–4616, doi:10.1016/j.gca.2006.07.013.

Manuscript received 21 February 2012
Revised manuscript received 24 April 2012
Manuscript accepted 25 April 2012
Printed in USA

www.gsapubs.org

|

October 2012

|

GEOLOGY

