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1. A &
ut7hEtol B (margarite)= FHA S 290 211 FAMAGRER
FEEF vusty gdge] dojA 1 JFAE 43 B HAHE Hu Y7
W Fo] “B2E ulo]F} (brittle mica)” & €& A Ut} (Deer et al., 1962; Takéuchi,
1965; Guggenheim and Bailey, 1975, 1978; Guggenheim, 1984; Rieder et al, 1998).
slelelEx dutdon 4RnE FAARETY FAodd W 4 muEs
(Chinner, 1974; Guidotti and Cheney, 1976; Gibson, 1979; Guidotti et al., 1979; Teale,
1979; Baltatzis and katagas, 1981)¢] ¢}38] &3] A ZHv}t. viriete|E9 #AHAH 2%
7] AFAE Bz e AANS AFNE} A7) WGP Fo 2YBER I
4e wA BHAATW, wrletolEe] dAH A BF AP A&HoE Mu
go] we} olAE FL X2GFEZ 1 vt Frey et al. (1982)e] &J3tH w}

AetolEel AEFHE AANBERA, o R T RE LI
2 AgARA] WA olddelA 4 HEddn wasgd. 2 ATdAs
AFAAGFL o1 §5] FHRE oA

HAEnF 3 ARV EH 79 FHbadA)
L FAA AEF3t= virtEtolE

2. A7

AvitdS Azt WAV AT JAADEHIE o83t BT
BAZAL 7hEAYo] 15 KeV, 20 nAY WAF, 22z W HAL 2 pmolth.
FEAC B3 A7 HHS B UPd 2 o8 HRANAFH AR
4718 FLABAARF ez #FEsAUY
3.4

ABED Y BEA O5E, vlolEE T £t @ EEAY Ayl
Bolm, Hu £HFZ} (extinction angle)S < 7°0|t}h. 3L
Zdol7k 1 mm ool FA= < 01 mmolU2 & $EF J*“CEE} %’4‘_ A
A AEdEn. FAIAAGY R FFE wprfee

BEA HetUAY vrtEelE A Y HF PRI Yol &A% whrle
olEf ZINFE mEkA HYMo] vriglelEE wddted, o3 2AgAE vt
7tetolEVE HUA o2 WAEHYJ S-S AAET HUa ZAo] Were e



7y EA sk, vivtEelEVE 3R Fo] YUMo v HEEeg SR E HE
5121%% AALgtel. mprtelelEw AT MdZAAoR oz SRy QN
= FoetA dAS $FA glo] EAEIAY, e Ad 2R S BYsHY dE g

dz}?ﬂﬂ]%*—iﬂ% o] &3] mlrlEtolEE  FEEA E
(paragonite) L&A= °F 16.5 mol%o| A 23.8 mol%7tA] t}¥g wido], Weny &
AE 9F 0.6 mol%ol A 2.5 mol%=E ¢ w2k (B 1). E3 wirtegto]E9 AR}
2] (dioctahedral site)e] Mg A o] wj$ 7] W&o, FYE}o]E (clintonite) L&
Ae AY &A3A =k
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Table 1. Representative electron microprobe analyses of margarite and muscovite.

. margarite muscovite
Oxide
H8-1 H8-3 H8-21 H8-4 H8-23
Si02 31.35 33.32 30.68 46.77 46.32
Al203 49.26 48.48 49.68 35.30 36.56
MgO 0.14 0.05 0.36 0.98 0.69
FeO 0.61 0.60 1.05 1.50 1.23
MnO 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.01
TiO2 0.09 0.10 0.13 0.46 041
K20 0.10 0.29 0.02 10.09 10.06
Na20 133 1.86 1.67 0.67 0.63
Ca0 11.57 10.45 10.88 0.02 0.03
Total (wt%) 94 .48 95.18 94 .54 95.82 95.97
Ions per formula unit
Si 4.18 4.40 4.10 6.18 6.10
Al(IV) 3.79 3.59 3.89 1.81 1.90
2 Tet. 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00
AI(VI) 3.95 3.96 3.95 3.67 3.77
Mg 0.02 0.01 0.07 0.19 0.13
Fe 0.06 0.06 0.11 0.16 0.13
Mn 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Ti 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.04 0.04
2.0ct. 4.06 4.05 416 4.08 4.09
K 0.01 0.05 0.00 1.70 1.69
Na 0.34 0.47 0.43 0.17 0.16
Ca 1.65 1.47 1.56 0.00 0.00
2.Int. 2.02 2.00 1.99 ' 1.87 1.85
mol% margarite 81.98 73.73 78.09 0.16 0.27
mol%
. 17.08 23.78 21.71 9.17 872 -
paragonite
mol% muscovite 0.94 249 0.20 90.67 91.01

% Total Fe reported as FeO.
* % Margarite and muscovite formulae normalized to O10(OH)4.



