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TEM FA7td 495 9 24 & 9@
Gibbsite®] 4H0] Fgo] #H A7

299, I, oJ+5 A&F
' g7 2R A AR YR 7))
AT A 74 2 T

L N&
gibbsite (v-AI(OH))E a-aluminaz e A@o] #A ZoA Thdg Hol7zAL A
doh. Zzte) FRAEE SRS LE WA EAE GAT 159 28 @R &

THTo] ofgt SHEA, AW, HEEA, dAZV), ¢ 2 E&E EF 5
mzt @A A Hol c-alumina PRI o2 TYE AolBEIF EAEA Y
(Ingram-Jones VJ et al, 1996; Wefers K and Misra C., 1987). &% HLrl g+
gibbsite ¥ a-alumina®] QP FH x| olyE F3It HojAE(K,V,S,8-alumina F)E
359 £ HRAWH 9 FHAUAE o]-&3 A4HE A v 2 FAARAN o]&
o] H3 gth. ol FolFEF HolAEd #BE ATE W FTHA JPHA o
Y, hydroxyl ion®] 7}g & @31 #Fe 7|t g8 &7 A5 M M|y
9] &7 22A7] HgE ol& HAEL 7X, BFE JIF, FULEY BAH &A
of #% =&& 93 oItk F3], gibbsite 7= AA] H 38 77 Hold
TZ 474 #F JAER A 7= 2 A7 S wleEty HY stEA @A 9
g a9 g Fe B 7 AY AR

2 d7dMe & 2 gibbsited] B 7 4 & &L= 39 TEM FHH
714 48& B3l vetvde AZAZAY Aol &4 ©E F2¥3) S Axd)
Rt EF, gibbsiter HEZA O 2 Y] damageo] WzT EFo|7] &) W FAte ¢
g gibbsite +29] S ¥ £4& stk

2. 48 4y
gibbsite B s €3 EXOZ 3ty mAd gRse) & ?JX]-‘: FEo)

geHEA Ho] TEM AlH A ZA] 4o Zoj& F7] W&o & B4 THL 83
o EXo] ZHAF gibbsite YAETLS H2)3Htt (Kim YM et al, 2002, Unpublished
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data). T APL Y] Ee@ YAE C-holey Mo-gridiol HL o2 TEM A|HO
2 AFFHJD TEM FAF 7H44AF Al £98 F e FR771Y &4 99, TEM
columng] FFE A3}, AlHF Ag FEHRE Alo]d &3 APA, 22§ gridd] HEH
Mg T ANHA ZAFES A3t 4¥8S FHI}AT (Kim YI et al, 2001). £4
o A3 TEME YA oda} 7158 2t Carl Zeiss®] EM 912 Omegao]™ GatanA}o)
single tilt-heating holder (Model 628)E 7}GA| B A AU E AE314 T

$< £EE 10C/minZ 24 900C7A 71E3tHon FFEdA o 1083
9] holding timeg FA L FFFFY HAHHEE 715Ut ol Alg BE 9
g ¥ damage EH-S A7) Y3 FPFHLE Y5 HL Y AMEES H B3
gibbsite T o] ¥] A} EHE B437] Y3t FFFFG] AT W A AEE K
A3 Azkel] WE AWstE #EEEA JHAFHY WSy BFEEE AIFAA HA A
ZAHFo g IAYHEE 7153

3.d7% 9 13

1) Gibbsite©] [001] &3 sjel &4

gibbsite?] AA T ZE monoclinic 24 c&F BHgoz ZAFTZE WIS o|FX o
™ {001} perfect H7) S0 7] W& EZAHAME F2 [001] BF AHE
#ZE 71 Aok ol Y AW @ 53 [001] 3E HHL AlmUF o &
I ARIA e T UFEEY H§FE HEol EJA dAH 1 1z IJAFEY

FHG BX7l BAE IT3A Ik duiHez A F [001] A AEET E3
A dgoe] FARHE olfre vA YAEY T FH FH AT IHEH Y rotation

g3ko] Q& AF, Yoo FAE AL cFoE A T4 TRV <110> WP F
71Fo 2 180% 3A3P7] Wielth F, 1Y 13 o] FATFRY cF W]
£ T o]lFe wel <110> HF Fo2 180z A HFPOZA cF Wk o
8] twinning A& 7Z7} FAE AozZ B & Af. oA cF WM B o FAF
£t Yol L So]29 hexagonal cello] o]l FZRE Za U= o] opz WY
¥ pseudo hexagonal cell& FA3i ooz c& W AHRFL UYHE HFP A9
Z71E o718l §A FAlol ol2W o|E relaxationd}”] H3 HF T¢AHE w7 o
Fog Ag®th walA, gibbsite AlH L cF WOl ME ThE sheetFEZ 2 F 5o
Reow AAETe] HYNUA R twinnings FJE sheetdo] WIHAJA7 222
W) A] o]So] $MFHo g vuo] E Aoy AAo] Ale) FREE & dehydroxylation i}
Ao] o] R MEE $HF o2 dojd ROZE ARHIH.
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2) Gibbsite® %] 719 43

gibbsite A]H ] 7}de) we} Pojube dehydroxylation #7 F FE9 75%7} WA
7b= 250C ©|gre] A& wiElyt =3 F=@ X (Brindley GW et al, 1961), 250C ~
800C7}A & x-alumina ¥ v-alumina &jd) E¥WE JAHLS B[AHA FRot
amorphous diffuse ring®] X7} oA hexagonFEjZ ulHA "ok F 2849
diffuse hexagono] 250 oA} WA FAdo| 5 14A9 diffuse hexagono] 300 o] F5-H
Uil 800CAA 189 ZErh AW FRAWE ¢ 4 AT RE WA
Tz Z2EHOZ Ueh)E d-spacing®. ZA] 0-O = O-OH spacing®] 2.8A& #X 3}
£ A0 ZHEAU ALEA 729 wiE W3yl AolFxY FA FLF H4¥ES T
e AL gAs

a9 20]A HXEo] Z7] gibbsited] ER3 A w¥lo] s2Ho we} %1“}5] e
& WYE Hed ol ¢ oI 4R gibbsite sheete] cF W2 twinning A
Zd W& Ao F7H4 FAH 7 pZo] 0= Hoj ¢F Wikl FAEHT
g Eojtt. oo wE AFRY B AT, Mol EHPE = gibbsite (monoclinic)
— x-alumina (hexagonal) — Y-alumina (cubic spinel) — &-alumina(?) (orthohombic)o}® o]
e 42 2% mE} amorphous diffuse scattering® A FFE 2= HWHE IA
33 FRFolw A%AHQ HHHAPL AJdE AL & F AUk

N

J ﬂlll‘l

3) Gibbsitex 2ol o3t ¥ FAl #3}

APAHQ &4 FZRE A kaolinite (Lee S et al., 1999)$} gibbsite (Kogure T.,
1999) 53 2 FESL wWEZAY 2% radiolysis damageo] 93] AFW¥slrl s
2 old] Wik ‘5‘?}—% B2 A& " ZAMEE (illumination angle = 1 mrad)S X3}
Ao wE st 3RS FAsSAY. 19 39 AHERE, gibbsitex YEAL AT
o] u}g} gibbsite (monoclinic) — X-alumina (hexagonal) — v-alumina (cubic spinel)= 2]
Aol7t dojun o)t gibbsited] AF 7t AP A oF 400~500C7A 7tdg A3t}
$AH2 ABE YEIQT. W ZAAZ 142 olule] ol Wy} $EH 147 o
F3RE W ZAALY Zbe] e S¥F WsE BF ¥ 5 AT =29, U9 7
T Aol BHe A)ZHE ©EF W v-alumina 0] FHolde & JFS wXA @
soe AL APAoE BFAAYG. ole o 250T TAHNA 5%} FEo| WA}
= Aol 2719 FAS W3 AAH ALF AoeF AlLE H(Brindley GW et al., 1961),
v-alumina ©]¥¢] o] Fx2 FAd W 73%_131‘?1 dehydroxylation #7348 ®lwZ ¥
& gAsedAY} ad Ao ARHAG:
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Fig. 1. [001] diffraction patterns((a) and (b)) and (c) [001] and (d)
<110> atomic projection of gibbsite specimen.
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{001], // [001}, 200C

(001 1111}, 800

28 A

Fig. 2. Electron diffraction pattern development of [001] gibbsite

in accordance with heating temperature increase.

Fig. 3. Electron diffraction pattern variation of [001] gibbsite according

to beam irradiation time.
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