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Abstract

Crystal precipitation from aqueous solution occurs through multiple pathways. Besides the

classical ion-by-ion addition, non-classical crystallization mechanisms, such as multi-ion poly-

mer and nano-particle attachment, could be significant. These non-classical crystallization

processes have been observed with advanced microscopy, yet detailed quantification of their

contributions remains challenging. Building from paired Ca and Sr isotope observations, we

develop a theoretical framework to quantify the contributions of classical and non-classical

crystallization pathways on the precipitation of the calcium carbonate mineral calcite, a com-

mon precipitate in nature. We demonstrate that the classical crystallization pathway alone

is insufficient to account for the observed isotope behaviors and, thus, the entire calcite pre-

cipitation process. We further present a surface kinetic model that incorporates non-classical

crystallization pathways. This model enables the characterization of the roles of classical and

non-classical crystallization mechanisms in calcite precipitation. The results suggest that the

relative contribution of non-classical crystallization pathways increases with saturation state

and can, under high supersaturation levels, be comparable to or greater than the classical

pathway. The presented theoretical framework readily explains observed trace element par-

titioning and isotope fractionation behaviors during calcite precipitation and can be further

expanded onto other mineral systems to gain insights into crystal growth mechanisms.
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1. Introduction

The precipitation of crystals from aqueous solutions is an important subject in geolog-

ical and environmental sciences. The classical theory treats crystallization as a process of

ion-by-ion attachment, where ions attach at available kink sites along ledges onto crystal

surface (e.g., Burton et al., 1951). Recently, numerous studies have presented evidence for

non-classical crystallization pathways, where larger species ranging from polymeric multi-ion

complexes to nano-particles attach directly onto crystal surfaces, and found that they occur

simultaneously with the classical crystallization pathway (Fig. 1; e.g., Nielsen et al., 2014;

De Yoreo et al., 2015). Despite the existence of direct microscopic observations on classi-

cal and non-classical crystallization mechanisms (e.g., Li et al., 2012; Lupulescu and Rimer,

2014; Putnis et al., 2021), quantifying their contributions under different conditions remains

challenging (e.g., De Yoreo et al., 2015; Ivanov et al., 2014; Putnis et al., 2021).

The partitioning of trace elements and the fractionation of stable isotopes during cal-

cite precipitation are strongly affected by crystallization kinetics (e.g., Watkins et al., 2017).

Trace element partitioning during calcite growth has been studied extensively in both natural

and laboratory settings (e.g., Lorens, 1981; Carpenter and Lohmann, 1992; Paquette and Reeder,

1995; Nehrke et al., 2007; Tang et al., 2008b; Gabitov and Watson, 2006; Gabitov et al.,

2014), and several theoretical models have been developed to explain these observations

(DePaolo, 2011; Nielsen et al., 2012, 2013; Jia et al., 2022). Advances in stable isotope anal-

yses of carbonate-incorporated major and trace metals (e.g., Ca, Li, Mg, Sr, Ba) (e.g.,

Tang et al., 2008a; Böhm et al., 2012; Mavromatis et al., 2013, 2020; Zhang and DePaolo,

2020; Füger et al., 2022; AlKhatib and Eisenhauer, 2017) could provide new insights to cal-

cite growth kinetics and crystallization pathways. While most existing models are based

on the classical crystallization pathway (DePaolo, 2011; Nielsen et al., 2012, 2013; Jia et al.,

2022), these new observations highlight a more complex and diverse range of carbonate pre-

cipitation processes and thus offer additional constraints on previous precipitation models. In

this study, with the paired observations of Ca and Sr isotope fractionations (e.g., Tang et al.,

2008a,b; Böhm et al., 2012; Wang et al., 2021), we demonstrate the inadequacies of previous
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models to account for the full range of the observed calcite precipitation processes, and then

provide new additions to incorporate the non-classical crystallization mechanisms. Applying

this new framework, we quantify the roles of classical and non-classical crystallization mech-

anisms at different precipitation rates and supersaturation levels. This model framework can

also be applied to other crystal systems and tested with other paired element and isotope

measurements.

2. A reassessment of previous models on calcite precipitation

For calcite precipitated from aqueous solutions, the isotopic compositions of the main

block-building element, Ca, and its trace element substitution, Sr, depend on the rate of pre-

cipitation (e.g., Fietzke and Eisenhauer, 2006; Fantle and DePaolo, 2007; Jacobson and Holmden,

2008; Tang et al., 2008a,b; Böhm et al., 2012; AlKhatib and Eisenhauer, 2017; Shao et al.,

2021). The Ca and Sr isotope fractionations are described in the ∆-notation as

∆44/40Ca = 1000h×

[

(44Ca/40Ca)cal
(44Ca/40Ca)aq

− 1

]

, (1)

∆88/86Sr = 1000h×

[

(88Sr/86Sr)cal
(88Sr/86Sr)aq

− 1

]

, (2)

where (44Ca/40Ca)cal, (
88Sr/86Sr)cal, (

44Ca/40Ca)aq, and (88Sr/86Sr)aq are the Ca and Sr iso-

tope ratios of the calcite crystal and the aqueous solution, respectively. The Sr/Ca elemental

partitioning is described by the partition coefficient,

K =
(Sr/Ca)cal
(Sr/Ca)aq

, (3)

where (Sr/Ca)cal and (Sr/Ca)aq are the Sr/Ca ratios of the calcite crystal and the aqueous

solution. At low precipitation rates, ∆44/40Ca, ∆88/86Sr, and K converge to their equilibrium

values, ∆44/40Caeq, ∆
88/86Sreq, andKeq (e.g., Fantle and DePaolo, 2007; Jacobson and Holmden,

2008; Böhm et al., 2012; Zhang and DePaolo, 2020); at sufficiently high precipitation rates,

they are usually assumed to converge to their kinetic limits, ∆44/40Cainf , ∆
88/86Srinf , and

Kinf (e.g., DePaolo, 2011; Nielsen et al., 2012, 2013; Jia et al., 2022). With natural and ex-

perimental observations of calcite precipitated at different rates, we suggest equilibrium- and

kinetic-limit parameters listed in Tab. 1 (also see Appendix A for detailed discussion).
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Watson (2004) invoked the “growth entrapment” model to explain the variation of trace

element partitioning and isotope fractionation with precipitation rate. This model assumes

that the surface of the growing crystal is in equilibrium with the aqueous solution. However,

in order to achieve surface equilibrium, the net precipitation rate must be substantially less

than the rate of ion detachment, which is hard to reconcile with observations from controlled

growth experiments (as pointed out by DePaolo, 2011). This implies that the crystal surface

and aqueous solution are rarely in equilibrium, and the kinetics of surface reaction plays an

important role. For this reason, we focus on surface kinetic models in the following text.

2.1. D11 model

DePaolo (2011) developed a surface reaction model for kinetic processes of trace element

partitioning and isotope fractionation during calcite precipitation from aqueous solutions,

which is the first-of-its-kind to account for most of the experimental observations. In this

model (hereafter referred to as the “D11” model), precipitation is considered as the overall

result of the forward reaction (i.e., ion attachment from the aqueous solution onto the crys-

tal surface) and the backward reaction (i.e., ion detachment from the crystal surface). The

forward and backward reactions are assumed to be associated with constant levels of isotope

fractionation and trace element partitioning, and the net fractionation or partitioning be-

haviors vary with precipitation rate due to the competition between backward and forward

reactions. In this framework, ∆44/40Ca, ∆88/86Sr, and K can all be expressed as functions

of the forward-to-backward reaction rate ratio, Rf/Rb (here Rf and Rb are the forward and

backward reaction rates). The derivations of these functions are provided in Appendix B.2.1.

In precipitation experiments, ∆44/40Ca, ∆88/86Sr, and K can be directly determined. The

net calcite precipitation rate, Rp = Rf −Rb, can be also obtained, but direct measurements

of Rf and Rb remain elusive. A straightforward way to test a kinetic model is to evaluate

how well it explains the variations of trace element partitioning and isotope fractionation

behaviors with precipitation rate. However, this would involve assumptions for the conversion

between the model variable Rf/Rb and the experimental observable Rp. In DePaolo (2011),

two models were described: “Model 1”, where the backward reaction rate Rb is held constant,
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and “Model 2”, where Rb is a function of Rp. The specific choice of the Rb–Rp relation

significantly impacts the predicted relations and, as a result, “Model 2” yields better viability

than ‘Model 1”. As detailed in Appendix C, the flexibility in adjusting the Rb–Rp relation

often allows for a good fit to individual observation, such as ∆44/40Ca–Rp, K–Rp, and even

∆88/86Sr–Rp (which was unattainable at the time of D11 model development). With recent

advancements in Sr isotope measurements, a more comprehensive assessment of a model lies

in its capability to concurrently account for the variations of ∆44/40Ca, ∆88/86Sr, and K

with Rp, and equivalently their interrelations (Böhm et al., 2012). Since ∆44/40Ca, ∆88/86Sr,

and K are all functions of Rf/Rb under the D11 framework, we can reformulate them as

functions of each other and eliminate Rf/Rb to predict their mutual correlations. This

approach circumvents any assumptions regrading the Rb–Rp relation, such that the choice

between ‘Model 1” and ‘Model 2” is inconsequential. In the following text, we outline this

new evaluation of the D11 model regarding the correlations of K, ∆88/86Sr, and ∆44/40Ca.

Under the D11 model framework, with given Ca isotope fractionation factor (∆44/40Ca),

the Sr/Ca partition coefficient (K) and Sr isotope fractionation factor (∆88/86Sr) can be

predicted via the following relations (see Appendix B.2.1 for detailed derivations),

KD11 = Kinf + (Keq −Kinf)×

(

Kinf

Keq

)(

∆44/40Caeq −∆44/40CaM
∆44/40CaM −∆44/40Cainf

+
Kinf

Keq

)−1

, (4)

∆88/86SrD11 = ∆88/86Srinf +
(

∆88/86Sreq −∆88/86Srinf
)

×

(

Kinf

Keq

)(

∆44/40Caeq −∆44/40CaM
∆44/40CaM −∆44/40Cainf

+
Kinf

Keq

)−1

, (5)

where KD11 and ∆88/86SrD11 are the K and ∆88/86Sr values predicted under D11 frame-

work, and ∆44/40CaM is the experimentally measured ∆44/40Ca. With our preferred param-

eters for the equilibrium and kinetic limits, the D11 predictions cannot satisfactorily match

the observed K–∆44/40Ca and ∆88/86Sr–∆44/40Ca correlations (Figs. 2a,b). Specifically, for

∆88/86Sr, the root-square mean error between the prediction of Eq. 5 and the experimental

data is ∼0.12h, which is much larger than the analytical uncertainty (∼0.02h; Böhm et al.,

2012; Wang et al., 2023a).
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We note that adjusting the equilibrium parameters (i.e., ∆44/40Caeq, Keq, and ∆88/86Sreq)

may result in improved fittings of the controlled experiment data. For example, if we as-

sume Keq = 0.07 (DePaolo, 2011), the D11 prediction on K–∆44/40Ca relation would match

better with the experimental calcite data. However, these fittings would not align with the

ocean crust calcite precipitated at lower rates (e.g., the open circles in Fig. 2, which were

not available when DePaolo (2011) was published). In fact, the equilibrium parameters have

been independently constrained by measurements of samples in natural systems. The equi-

librium Ca isotope fractionation factor has been inferred to be zero (∆44/40Caeq = 0h) in

both slowly-precipitated deep sea sediments (precipitation rate of 10−18–10−17 mol/m2/s;

Fantle and DePaolo, 2007) and carbonate aquifer (Jacobson and Holmden, 2008), which has

recently been confirmed in a laboratory controlled experiment (Harrison et al., 2023). The

equilibrium Sr/Ca partition coefficient was inferred from deep-sea sediments and pore fluids

to be Keq = 0.025 at 25◦C (Zhang and DePaolo, 2020). Thus, we suggest that ∆44/40Caeq

and Keq are robustly constrained by these observations and should be fixed in the model.

Modifying these equilibrium parameters to improve the fit to experimental calcite mea-

surements would compromise the model’s ability to replicate natural observations of slowly

precipitated calcite.

For ∆88/86Sr, Böhm et al. (2012) reported values as small as −0.05h for ocean crust

calcite. The inferred ∆44/40Ca and K of these samples (Böhm et al., 2012) are still higher

in magnitude than the deep sea sediment (Fantle and DePaolo, 2007; Zhang and DePaolo,

2020); thus, the actual ∆88/86Sreq must be less negative than −0.05h and is likely close to

0h (Böhm et al., 2012, also see our Appendix A). Therefore, we suggest ∆88/86Sreq = 0h

and apply it as the preferred value throughout this paper. Despite this preference, we ac-

knowledge that direct observations only confirm ∆88/86Sreq to be smaller than −0.05h in

magnitude. Given this constraint, we also conduct calculations with ∆88/86Sreq = −0.05h

and show through the results (Fig. 2c) that this adjustment does not impact our conclusion.

In Appendix D, we also demonstrate that the discrepancy between observations and D11

model predictions cannot be resolved by varying parameters such as Kinf , ∆
44/40Cainf , and
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∆88/86Srinf within a reasonable range. Thus, the conundrum introduced by new ∆88/86Sr ob-

servations cannot be resolved by adjusting parameters; additional mechanisms are required.

2.2. Ion-by-Ion model

An updated version of the surface kinetic model for trace element partitioning and isotope

fractionation was developed by Nielsen et al. (2012, 2013). This model (hereafter referred to

as the “Ion-by-Ion” model) specifies the effect of solution composition on the ratio of Sr2+ and

Ca2+ kink sites (where Sr2+ and Ca2+ bind with the calcite crystal). In the Ion-by-Ion model,

the relative preference for Sr2+ over Ca2+ being attached is held constant (like the D11 model,

because the two cations attach onto the same type of kink site, CO2−
3 , on the crystal surface).

Meanwhile, the detachment preference, which can be described by the backward-reaction

Sr/Ca partition coefficient, Kb (as discussed in detail in Appendix B), varies with solution

composition (unlike the D11 model, where the detachment preference is treated as constant).

The description of this variation introduces new variables and adjustable parameters to the

model, which in turn allows the Ion-by-Ion model to better account for correlation between

K and ∆44/40Ca compared to the D11 model (e.g., Jia et al., 2022). However, as we show in

the following text, the Ion-by-Ion model still falls short in explaining the ∆88/86Sr–∆44/40Ca

correlation. Under the Ion-by-Ion framework, the Sr isotope fractionation factor ∆88/86Sr can

also be predicted without invoking immeasurable variables and parameters, when ∆44/40Ca

and K are both known, via the following relation (see Appendix B.2.2 for derivation),

∆88/86SrIbI = ∆88/86Srinf +
(

∆88/86Sreq −∆88/86Srinf
)

×

[

1 +
KM

Kinf

(

∆44/40CaM −∆44/40Caeq
∆44/40Caeq −∆44/40Cainf

)]

, (6)

where ∆88/86SrIbI is the Sr isotope fractionation factor predicted under the Ion-by-Ion model

framework from the experimentally measured Ca isotope fractionation factor ∆44/40CaM and

Sr/Ca partition coefficient KM. The prediction in ∆88/86Sr of the Ion-by-Ion model fits the

data slightly better than that of the D11 model (Fig. 2b), but the root-square mean error of

∆88/86Sr (in this case ∼0.09h) is still much larger than the analytical uncertainty (∼0.02h;

Böhm et al., 2012; Wang et al., 2023a). Moreover, all data points fall on one side of the
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prediction, rather than lie randomly on both sides of it; this systemic misfit implies that

the model does not adequately capture the system. As is the case for the D11 model, the

discrepancy between observations and the Ion-by-Ion model predictions cannot be solved by

adjusting the equilibrium Sr isotope fractionation factor ∆88/86Sreq (Fig. 2c) or the kinetic-

limit parameters, including Kinf , ∆
44/40Cainf , and ∆88/86Srinf (see Appendix D for details).

3. A new model incorporating non-classical crystallization

A limitation of previous models, such as D11 and ion-by-ion, is their reliance on the

assumption that crystallization is primarily governed by the classical mono-ion attachments

(e.g., DePaolo, 2011; Nielsen et al., 2012, 2013; Jia et al., 2022). Multiple lines of evidence

have suggested that the forward reaction of calcite precipitation involves different crystal-

lization mechanisms: While the attachment of single ions dominates at low-supersaturation

(near-equilibrium) conditions, direct attachment of large species, ranging from polymeric

multi-ion complexes to fully formed nano-particles, becomes increasingly important at high-

supersaturation (far-from-equilibrium) conditions (e.g., De Yoreo et al., 2015; Ivanov et al.,

2014; Putnis et al., 2021). Although these multiple crystallization pathways contribute vari-

ously at different conditions, microscopic observations suggest that in most cases they occur

concurrently (e.g. Nielsen et al., 2014; De Yoreo et al., 2015). Here, we attempt to build a

comprehensive model that integrates different crystallization mechanisms.

The fractionation of isotopes during the forward reaction is likely controlled by ion dehy-

dration, as isotopes with higher dehydration frequency are preferentially precipitated onto

crystal surface (e.g., DePaolo, 2011; Hofmann et al., 2012). However, this mechanism may

not hold for trace element partitioning. Although Sr2+ is weakly hydrated and can be more

frequently dehydrated than Ca2+, the Sr/Ca partition coefficient is observed to be smaller

than one even in the fast-precipitating kinetic limit (e.g., Gabitov and Watson, 2006), im-

plying that Sr2+ is less preferred than Ca2+ by the forward reaction (Nielsen et al., 2013).

The low Sr/Ca partition coefficient may be attributed to larger radius of Sr2+ (compared to

Ca2+) and thus lower propensity to be incorporated into crystal (e.g., Zachara et al., 1991).

Overall, the incorporation process plays a more important role in trace element partitioning.
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The formation of multi-ion polymers or nano-particles likely also involves ion dehydration

(also see Sec. 5), which could induce a similar isotope fractionation effect to the ion-by-ion

attachment process. Additionally, these multi-ion polymers and nano-particles exhibit less

structural order and are more prone to strain and defects compared to flat crystal surfaces

(e.g., Michel et al., 2010). Consequently, they are expected to incorporate a larger fraction

of Sr2+ than the crystal surface. This phenomenon suggests that the attachment of polymers

and/or nano-particles may enhance the incorporation of Sr2+ into the growing crystal, result-

ing in an elevated Sr/Ca partition coefficient for the forward reaction. Here, we assume that

the classical and non-classical forward-reaction mechanisms have different levels of preference

for Sr2+ over Ca2+. Thus, the variation in Sr/Ca partitioning during crystal precipitation

depends largely on the competition between different forward reaction mechanisms. At low

supersaturation when the system approaches equilibrium, the classical ion-by-ion attachment

dominates. As the supersaturation level increases, the contribution of polymers and/or nano-

particles rises (e.g., De Yoreo et al., 2015), making non-classical crystallization increasingly

significant. At high supersaturation levels, the non-classical crystallization pathway is no-

tably pronounced and likely dominant in the kinetic limit.

Mathematically, the inclusion of the non-classical crystallization introduces a new vari-

able: the fractional contribution of non-classical crystallization mechanism, denoted as fN.

This brings the total number of independent variables to three: (1) the overall forward-to-

backward reaction rate ratio Rf/Rb, (2) the backward-reaction Sr/Ca partition coefficient

Kb, and (3) the fractional contribution of the non-classical crystallization mechanism fN for

the forward reaction. Experimental measurements provide three constraints, (1) the Ca iso-

tope fractionation factor ∆44/40CaM, (2) the Sr/Ca partition coefficient KM, and (3) the Sr

isotope fractionation factor ∆88/86SrM. Now, with an equal number of independent variables

and constraints, for each experiment, we can find a unique solution for the variable system

such that all constraints are together satisfied, or in another words, all observations can

be explained. This makes our model distinct from previous models, which commonly have

issues of “overdetermination”. As an example, for the D11 model, the only variable Rf/Rb
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can be conceivably determined by any one of ∆44/40CaM, KM, and ∆88/86SrM alone, but no

Rf/Rb value could simultaneously satisfy all constraints of ∆44/40CaM, KM, and ∆88/86SrM

(as a result of which, the mutual correlations of these observables cannot be explained).

As illustrated above, the inclusion of non-classical crystallization into the kinetic model

provides an opportunity to resolve the issue encountered by previous models. This outcome

may seem counter-intuitive, considering that non-classical crystallization is assumed to in-

duce a similar isotope fractionation effect to the classical pathway. The reason why our new

model yields different predictions in Sr isotope fractionation can be understood as follows:

As the new model explains the Sr/Ca partition coefficient differently from previous models,

it necessitates a different presentation of the backward-reaction Sr/Ca partition coefficient

Kb. For example, the relation required by D11 model, Kb = Kinf/Keq (see Appendix B.2.1),

does not apply in our model. The Sr isotope fractionation factor during net precipitation is

controlled by the ratio of Sr2+ attachment and Sr2+ detachment rates, and any change in

the estimate of Kb would alter the estimate of the Sr2+ attachment/detachment ratio, and,

hence, affects the prediction of ∆88/86Sr (the specific impact of Kb on ∆88/86Sr prediction

is illustrated by Eq. B.26). Consequently, our revised interpretation for the Sr/Ca partition

coefficient leads to different predictions of ∆88/86Sr (and thus ∆88/86Sr–∆44/40Ca correlation),

which potentially resolves the challenge described faced by previous models in light of the

new Sr isotope observations (Sec. 2).

At the same time, the measurements (∆44/40CaM, ∆
88/86SrM, and KM) provide enough

constraints to uniquely solve the values of Rf/Rb, Kb, and particularly the fN at varying

precipitation rates or solution supersaturation levels, permitting a unique application of this

new model. The fractional contributions of the classical and non-classical crystallization

mechanisms for the forward reaction, fC and fN (fC + fN = 1), can be estimated as (see

Appendix B.3 for detailed derivations)

fC =
Kinf −K ′

M

Kinf −K ′

eq

, fN =
K ′

M −K ′

eq

Kinf −K ′

eq

, (7)

10



where K ′

M is an adjusted Sr/Ca partition coefficient calculated as

K ′

M = KM

(

∆88/86Sreq −∆88/86SrM
∆88/86Sreq −∆88/86Srinf

)−1(
∆44/40Caeq −∆44/40CaM
∆44/40Caeq −∆44/40Cainf

)

, (8)

andK ′

eq is the adjusted equilibrium partition coefficient that is calculated asK ′

eq = KeqKb(eq),

in which Kb(eq) is the equilibrium value of the backward-reaction partition coefficient, Kb.

The backward-reaction partition coefficient Kb (which describes the preference for Sr over

Ca being detached from the crystal surface; also see Appendix B for detailed discussion) can

be estimated from isotope measurements as

Kb =

(

∆88/86SrM −∆88/86Srinf
∆88/86Sreq −∆88/86SrM

)(

∆44/40CaM −∆44/40Cainf
∆44/40Caeq −∆44/40CaM

)−1

. (9)

At the equilibrium condition, Kb can no longer be constrained directly from Ca and Sr iso-

tope measurements, because ∆44/40CaM and ∆88/86SrM would converge to their equilibrium

values, ∆44/40Caeq and ∆88/86Sreq, respectively. However, the value of Kb(eq) may be extrap-

olated from the results obtained from samples precipitated at relatively low supersaturation

levels; in this study, we find Kb(eq) ≈ 1 with the experimental data for Ca and Sr isotope

fractionations (see below for details). The overall forward reaction rate, Rf , can be estimated

using the net precipitation rate, Rp, and Ca isotope fractionation factor as

Rf = Rp ×

(

∆44/40Cainf −∆44/40Caeq
∆44/40CaM −∆44/40Caeq

)

. (10)

The absolute forward-reaction rates associated with the classical and non-classical crystal-

lization mechanisms can be calculated from the precipitation experiments as Rf(C) = fCRf

and Rf(N) = fNRf using the above equations (Eqs. 7–10).

With the Ca and Sr isotope measurements (Böhm et al., 2012), we find that the backward-

reaction Sr/Ca partition coefficient Kb is approximately constant (1.0± 0.2) under explored

conditions (Fig. 3a). If we consider Kb = 1 as a constant instead of a variable, then Eq. 9

is effectively a description of the ∆88/86Sr–∆44/40Ca correlation under our new model frame-

work. In this case, we can use the measured ∆44/40Ca to predict ∆88/86Sr as

∆88/86SrNC = ∆88/86Srinf +
(

∆88/86Sreq −∆88/86Srinf
)

×

(

∆44/40CaM −∆44/40Cainf
∆44/40Caeq −∆44/40Cainf

)

, (11)
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where ∆88/86SrNC is the Sr isotope fractionation factor predicted using the non-classical

model (under the approximation of Kb = 1) from the measured Ca isotope fractionation

factor. In this new model, the predicted relationship of ∆88/86Sr and ∆44/40Ca corresponds

closely to the experimental observations (Figs. 3b). The root-square mean error for ∆88/86Sr

of this new prediction is ∼0.02h, which is better than any previous model and comparable to

the analytical uncertainty (Böhm et al., 2012; Wang et al., 2023a). With the approximation

of Kb = 1, we obtain from Eqs. 8–9 that K ′

M = K and K ′

eq = Keq, and can simplify the

fractional contributions of classical and non-classical mechanisms as

fC =
Kinf −KM

Kinf −Keq
, fN =

KM −Keq

Kinf −Keq
. (12)

Our model suggests that the ∆88/86Sr–∆44/40Ca relation should be linear under the approx-

imation of Kb = 1 (Eq. 11). However, the same linear relation does not necessarily hold for

K–∆44/40Ca. Eq. 12 suggests K = KeqfC + KinffN, but the model itself does not predict

how fC and fN vary with ∆44/40Ca. Thus, the actual K–∆44/40Ca relation should rely solely

on observational evidence.

4. Results

A notable contribution of the new model framework is its ability to quantitatively ana-

lyze and differentiate the contributions between the classical and non-classical crystallization

mechanisms in calcite precipitation. Applying previously reported trace element and isotope

measurements (Tang et al., 2008a,b; Böhm et al., 2012), we calculate the absolute forward

reaction rates of the classical and non-classical crystallization pathways, and their fractional

contributions at different conditions (Fig. 4). While both crystallization pathways occur in

most conditions, the relative contribution of the non-classical mechanism increases with the

level of supersaturation. Specifically, the classical pathway dominates at low supersatura-

tion, and non-classical pathway becomes more important than the classical mechanism at

high supersaturation levels (where Ω = [Ca2+]aq[CO
2−
3 ]aq/Ksp & 15, in which Ω is the satu-

ration state, [Ca2+]aq and [CO2−
3 ]aq are the concentrations of Ca2+ and CO2−

3 in the aqueous

solution, and Ksp is the solubility product). Moreover, the new framework can be readily
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generalized to other isotope systems and trace elements. If a future study conducts joint

isotope measurements on Ca, Sr, and other metal elements (such as Li or Ba), comparing

predictions from different isotope systems could provide additional constraints to refine the

theoretical framework presented here.

5. Discussion

In this work, we assume that the formation of multi-ion polymers or nano-particles in-

volves dehydration of ions and, thus, is associated with the same isotope fractionation effect

as the ion-by-ion attachment process. Previous studies suggest that the formation of weakly

dehydrated amorphous calcium carbonate (ACC) particles leads to reduced isotope fraction-

ation during the forward reaction (e.g., Lemarchand et al., 2004; AlKhatib and Eisenhauer,

2017; Lammers and Koishi, 2021). For this reason, the results of experiments involving ACC

particles (AlKhatib and Eisenhauer, 2017) are not considered in our calculations. However,

due to the high solubility product of ACC compared to crystalline calcite, the effect of weakly

dehydrated ACC is observed only in highly supersaturated solutions (when the calcite sat-

uration state, Ω, exceeds ∼20; e.g., Tang et al., 2008b,a; AlKhatib and Eisenhauer, 2017).

In growth experiments cnoducted with the calcite saturation states below ∼20 and a wide

range of precipitation rate spanning nearly two orders of magnitude (Tang et al., 2008b,a),

the Ca isotope fractionation can be effectively accounted for by a constant forward-reaction

Ca isotope fractionation (DePaolo, 2011). Therefore, for these experiments, we disregard the

effects of weakly dehydrated ACC and assume that the forward-reaction isotope fractionation

factors remain constant.

A limited number of studies have reported paired measurements of partition coefficients

and isotope fractionation factors across multiple isotope systems. Given that the well-studied

Ca and Sr systems yield a linear ∆88/86Sr–∆44/40Ca relation in both controlled experiments

(Böhm et al., 2012) and natural settings (Wang et al., 2021; Shao et al., 2021; Wang et al.,

2023b), it is reasonable to consider the possibility of a linear correlation between the frac-

tionations of Ca and other metal isotope systems associated with calcite (Böhm et al., 2012).
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Nevertheless, our derivation here shows that this expectation may not hold true for all iso-

tope systems. Indeed, the linear correlation between Ca and Sr isotope fractionation is not

compatible with surface kinetic models within the classical model framework (Figs. 2, C.5).

Even within our model framework that incorporates the non-classical crystallization path-

way, the existence of a linear correlation between Ca and Sr isotope fractionations implies

that Kb (the backward-reaction Sr/Ca partition coefficient) is close to one for all conditions

explored by previous experimental studies. While this approximation has been supported

by experimental measurements for the Sr system (Fig. 3), it does not necessarily apply to

other elements. It is possible that such an approximation holds for metallic cations that

behave similarly to Ca2+ during carbonate dissolution, such as Sr2+ and Ba2+, but it does

not hold for those that behave disparately from Ca2+, such as Mg2+, Fe2+, and Mn2+ (e.g.,

Pokrovsky and Schott, 2002). Here, we suggest that any efforts to generalize such find-

ings to other isotope systems that lack paired isotope measurements should be approached

with caution. The current study emphasizes the importance of conducting simultaneous

measurements of different isotope systems, which is crucial for improving the quantification

of crystallization mechanisms and understanding the kinetic effects on trace element and

isotope fractionation for their geochemical, geobiological, and environmental applications.

Previous studies have demonstrated that calcite crystals precipitated at different condi-

tions exhibit different surface morphologies: At low supersaturation levels, the surfaces ex-

hibit spiral structures; at high supersaturation levels, the surface structure is dominated by

island-like two-dimensional nuclei; at intermediate supersaturation levels, the two structures

coexist (e.g., Dove and Hochella, 1993; Teng et al., 2000). It is unclear how such morpho-

logical structures are related to the classical versus non-classical crystallization pathways.

The classical models assume that both spiral and two-dimensional nuclei grow by mono-ion

attachment, so that crystallization proceeds primarily by the classical pathway regardless of

the dominant morphological structure (Nielsen et al., 2012, 2013; Jia et al., 2022). It is also

possible that the transition in morphological structure is directly linked to the transition

between classical and non-classical crystallization pathways. Multiple studies have reported
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the transition between spirals and two-dimensional nuclei in different saturation states (e.g.,

Dove and Hochella, 1993; Gratz et al., 1993; Teng et al., 2000). It is likely that, in addition

to saturation state, the transition also relies on other conditions such as the solution pH

and the calcium-to-carbonate ratio. Since the experiments were performed under different

conditions, we cannot directly compare the morphological transitions reported by previous

studies (e.g., Dove and Hochella, 1993; Gratz et al., 1993; Teng et al., 2000) and the crys-

tallization pathway transition suggested by this study. However, the framework presented

here serves as a valuable tool for further studies aiming to establish the relationship between

morphological structures and crystallization pathways. As the precipitation rate depends

on both the morphological structure and the crystallization pathway (e.g., van der Eerden,

1993; Andersson et al., 2016), the application of our model framework would also provide

critical insights for understanding crystal precipitation rates under different conditions.

6. Conclusion

Modern microscopy observations have revealed that crystal growth occurs through both

classical (ion-by-ion addition) and non-classical (polymer/particle attachment) crystalliza-

tion pathways under most conditions. In this study, we present a new theoretical framework

that incorporates both the classical and non-classical crystallization mechanisms to explicate

the reaction kinetics during calcite precipitation from aqueous solution. This new develop-

ment allows us to quantify the relative contributions of classical and non-classical crystal-

lization under different conditions. We find that the relative contribution of the non-classical

crystallization pathway increases with the level of supersaturation and becomes predominant

at high supersaturation states. The new model readily explains the observed Sr partition-

ing and Ca and Sr isotope fractionation behaviors during calcite precipitation, and can be

further extended to other mineral or isotope systems to rationalize their reaction kinetics.
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Table 1: Preferred equilibrium- and kinetic-limit parameters.

K ∆44/40Ca ∆88/86Sr

equilibrium limit 0.0251 0h2 0h3,4

kinetic limit 0.255,6 -1.7h4,6 -0.34h4

1Zhang and DePaolo (2020); 2Fantle and DePaolo (2007); 3Böhm et al. (2012); 4see dis-

cussion in Appendix A; 5Gabitov and Watson (2006); 6DePaolo (2011).
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Figure 1: Schematic of the surface reaction models for calcite precipitation. (a) The classical view that the

forward reaction occurs via mono-ion attachment only. (b) The current view that the forward reaction occurs

via both classical (mono-ion attachment) and non-classical (multi-ion polymer or nano-particle attachment)

crystallization mechanisms. The backward reaction (ion detachment) is considered identical for both models.
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Figure 2: Observations of Sr/Ca partitioning and Ca and Sr isotope fractionation of experimental and ocean

crust calcite (Böhm et al., 2012) and comparison with predictions of previous models. (a) The correlation

between Sr/Ca partition coefficient, K, and Ca isotope fractionation factor, ∆44/40Ca. The blue curve is

the D11 prediction (Eq. 4). (b) The correlation between Sr isotope fractionation factor, ∆88/86Sr, and Ca

isotope fractionation factor, ∆44/40Ca. The blue curve gives the D11 model prediction (Eq. 5). The red

triangles represent the Ion-by-Ion model predictions (Eq. 6). As the Ion-by-Ion model prediction for ∆88/86Sr

involves the measured Sr/Ca partition coefficients (see Eq. 6), we can only perform this calculation for the

experimental data points for which the KM values are available. However, these discrete points, together

with the equilibrium- and kinetic-limit behaviors, allow us to draw an estimated continuous “best fit” (red

dashed curve). The calculations are all performed with our preferred parameters for equilibrium and kinetic

limits (Tab. 1). (c) Same as (b) but with ∆88/86Sreq = −0.05h for calculations, as it represents the only

actual observation from the slowly precipitated calcite (Böhm et al., 2012).

19



Figure 3: (a) The backward-reaction Sr/Ca partition coefficients estimated from the Ca and Sr isotope

fractionation factors at different precipitation rates (using Eq. 9). The Ca and Sr isotope fractionation factors

and precipitation rates are all obtained directly from experiments (Böhm et al., 2012). The uncertainties in

Kb are calculated from those in ∆44/40Ca and ∆88/86Sr measurements with error propagation. The blue line

indicates Kb = 1, and the light blue area indicates the range of 1± 0.2. (b) The comparison of experimental

and natural observations (solid and open black circles) with the predicted ∆44/40Ca–∆88/86Sr correlation

(blue curve) based on the proposed model framework with the approximation of Kb = 1 (i.e., using Eq. 11).
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Figure 4: The absolute forward reaction rates (a, c) and the fractional contributions (b, d) of the classi-

cal crystallization mechanism (mono-ion attachment; blue) and the non-classical crystallization mechanism

(multi-ion polymer or particle attachment; red) at different net crystal precipitation rates (a, b) or calcite

saturation states Ω (c, d). All calculations are performed using the presented model (Eq. 12) and measure-

ments from experiments at 25 ◦C (Tang et al., 2008b,a; Böhm et al., 2012).
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Appendix A. Equilibrium and kinetic limits

The equilibrium parameters (Keq, ∆
44/40Caeq, and ∆88/86Sreq) could be constrained by

direct measurement of fluids and crystals precipitated at chemical and isotope equilibrium.

Analyses of extremely slowly precipitated sediments (Rp = 10−18–10−17 mol ·m−2 · s−1) and

pore fluids demonstrate that Keq = 0.025± 0.005 at 25 ◦C (Zhang and DePaolo, 2020) and

∆44/40Caeq = 0.0 ± 0.1h (Fantle and DePaolo, 2007; Jacobson and Holmden, 2008). This

∆44/40Caeq value has recently been confirmed by controlled experiments (Harrison et al.,

2023). The value of ∆88/86Sreq is less well constrained, but the low Sr isotope fractionation

in ocean crust calcite samples implies that the fractionation of Sr isotopes at equilibrium is

weak, with a magnitude of less than 0.05h (Böhm et al., 2012). DePaolo (2011) suggested

that ∆44/40Caeq is approximately 0h because the preference of light isotopes during ion

dehydration is compensated by the equal preference of light isotopes during ion re-hydration

at equilibrium. Adopting this explanation, we may also expect an equilibrium fractionation

of 0h for isotopes of other elements. This is supported by the experimental data inferring

that the equilibrium fractionation of 137Ba and 134Ba between calcite and aqueous solutions is

zero within uncertainty (Mavromatis et al., 2020). Therefore, we assume ∆44/40Caeq = 0h,

∆88/86Sreq = 0h, and Keq = 0.025 as the preferred values throughout this manuscript.

The parameters for the kinetic limit can be inferred from experimental and natural ob-

servations. The value of ∆44/40Cainf corresponds to the most negative ∆44/40Ca that can be

reached during calcite precipitation. The observed value of ∆44/40Ca ranges from −0.1h

to −1.6h under different laboratory conditions (e.g., Lemarchand et al., 2004; Tang et al.,

2008a; Mills et al., 2021) with an average of approximately −1.4h in natural settings (e.g.,

De La Rocha and DePaolo, 2000; DePaolo, 2004; Fantle and DePaolo, 2005; Gussone et al.,

2005, 2009; Kısakürek et al., 2011; Gussone and Dietzel, 2016). In DePaolo (2011), ∆44/40Cainf =

−1.7h was used to fit the experiments of Tang et al. (2008a). For Sr isotope fractionation,

Böhm et al. (2012) and AlKhatib and Eisenhauer (2017) found that ∆88/86Sr ranges between

−0.3h and−0.1h under different precipitation rates in synthetic experiments, similar to the

range observed in natural settings (e.g., Fietzke and Eisenhauer, 2006; Krabbenhöft et al.,
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2010; Stevenson et al., 2014; Voigt et al., 2015). Their analysis also suggested that ∆88/86Sr ≈

0.2×∆44/40Ca at high precipitation rates, which is consistent with the results of molecular

dynamics simulations on ion desolvation processes that suggest ∆88/86Srinf ≈ 0.2×∆44/40Cainf

(Hofmann et al., 2012). Thus, we assume that ∆88/86Srinf = −0.34h. Controlled laboratory

studies suggest that the Sr/Ca partition coefficient increases with precipitation rate but flat-

tens under the high-precipitation-rate limit with values scattered between ∼0.25 and ∼0.35

(Lorens, 1981; Tesoriero and Pankow, 1996; Gabitov and Watson, 2006; Gabitov et al., 2014;

Tang et al., 2008b). Therefore, we suggest the following parameters: ∆44/40Cainf = −1.7h,

∆88/86Srinf = −0.34h, and Kinf = 0.25.

Appendix B. Surface kinetic models

Appendix B.1. General framework

The net precipitation of calcite crystals from aqueous solution occurs as the overall result

of the forward reaction (ion or particle attachment onto the crystal surface) and the backward

reaction (ion detachment from the crystal surface). The Ca isotope fractionation during the

forward and backward reactions is quantified using the fractionation factors defined as

44/40αf =
44Rf/

40Rf

(44Ca/40Ca)aq
, (B.1)

44/40αb =
44Rb/

40Rb

(44Ca/40Ca)cal
, (B.2)

where 40Rf and 44Rf (40Rb and 44Rb) are the forward (backward) reaction rates of 40Ca

and 44Ca, and (44Ca/40Ca)aq and (44Ca/40Ca)cal are the Ca isotope ratios of the aqueous

solution and the calcite surface, respectively. The Ca isotope fractionation during net calcite

precipitation from aqueous solutions is quantified by the fractionation factor

44/40α =
44Rp/

40Rp

(44Ca/40Ca)aq
, (B.3)

where 40Rp = 40Rf −
40Rb and 44Rp = 44Rf −

44Rb are the net precipitation rates of 40Ca

and 44Ca. In the steady state, the composition of the crystal remains constant, and the net

23



precipitation of 44Ca and 40Ca in an infinitesimal time interval follows the 44Ca/40Ca ratio

in the existing crystal, such that

44Rp/
40Rp = (44Ca/40Ca)cal. (B.4)

Substituting Eqs. B.1, B.2 and B.4 into Eq. B.3, we obtain the following expression for the

Ca isotope fractionation factor during calcite precipitation,

44/40α =
44/40αf(

40Rf/
40Rb)

40Rf/40Rb + (44/40αb − 1)
, (B.5)

If 44/40αf and
44/40αb are both constants, the above expression can be shown to be equivalent

to Eq. 11 of DePaolo (2011). Applying the ∆-notation for isotope fractionation, we obtain

∆44/40Ca = 1000h× (44/40αf − 1)−
1000h× (44/40αf

44/40αb −
44/40αf)

40Rf/40Rb + (44/40αb − 1)
. (B.6)

Considering the Sr/Ca partition processes, we define the 88Sr/40Ca partition coefficients

during the forward and backward reactions,

88/40K f =
88Rf/

40Rf

(88Sr/40Ca)aq
, (B.7)

88/40Kb =
88Rb/

40Rb

(88Sr/40Ca)cal
. (B.8)

In the D11 (DePaolo, 2011) model, 88/40K f and
88/40Kb are both considered constants. In

the Ion-by-Ion model (e.g., Nielsen et al., 2013; Jia et al., 2022), 88/40K f is constant, while

88/40Kb varies with the solution chemistry (pH, saturation state, and Ca2+ : CO2+
3 ratio).

Whichever the case, if we apply the definitions given in Eq. B.8, we can follow the same

derivation as that of Eq. B.5 and express the 88Sr/40Ca partition coefficient during net

precipitation as

88/40K =
88Rp/

40Rp

(88Sr/40Ca)aq
=

88/40K f(
40Rf/

40Rb)
40Rf/40Rb + (88/40Kb − 1)

. (B.9)

Now we consider the Sr isotope fractionation. Modifying Eq. B.9 by substituting 86Sr for

88Sr, we express the 86Sr/40Ca partition coefficient during net precipitation as

86/40K =
86Rp/

40Rp

(86Sr/40Ca)aq
=

86/40K f(
40Rf/

40Rb)
40Rf/40Rb + (86/40Kb − 1)

. (B.10)
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Applying Eqs. B.9 and B.10, we express the Sr isotope fractionation factor during net pre-

cipitation, 88/86α = (88Rp/
86Rp)/(

88Sr/86Sr)aq, as

88/86α =
88/40K
86/40K

=
88/86αf(

40Rf/
40Rb +

88/40Kb/
88/86αb − 1)

40Rf/40Rb + (88/40Kb − 1)
, (B.11)

in which 88/86αf and
88/86αb are the Sr isotope fractionation factors during the forward and

backward reactions that are defined respectively as

88/86αf =
88Rf/

86Rf

(88Sr/86Sr)aq
=

88/40K f

86/40K f
, (B.12)

88/86αb =
88Rb/

86Rb

(88Sr/86Sr)cal
=

88/40Kb

86/40Kb

. (B.13)

Applying the ∆-notation, we obtain

∆88/86Sr = 1000h× (88/86αf − 1)− 1000h×
(88/86αf −

88/86αf/
88/86αb)

88/40Kb

40Rf/40Rb + (88/40Kb − 1)
. (B.14)

Appendix B.2. Classical models

In the D11 (DePaolo, 2011) and ion-by-ion (Nielsen et al., 2012) models for Ca isotope

fractionation, the forward- and backward-reaction Ca isotope fractionation factors (44/40αf

and 44/40αb) are constants. If we extend these models to Sr isotope fractionation, the forward-

and backward-reaction Sr isotope fractionation factors (88/86αf and
88/86αb) should also be

considered constant. The fractionations of Ca and Sr isotopes (Eqs. B.6 and B.14) in the

equilibrium (40Rf/
40Rb → 0) and kinetic (40Rf/

40Rb → ∞) limits lead to

∆44/40Caeq = 1000h× (44/40αf/
44/40αb − 1), (B.15)

∆44/40Cainf = 1000h× (44/40αf − 1), (B.16)

∆88/86Sreq = 1000h× (88/86αf/
88/86αb − 1), (B.17)

∆88/86Srinf = 1000h× (88/86αf − 1), (B.18)

where ∆44/40Caeq and ∆88/86Sreq are Ca and Sr isotope fractionation in the equilibrium limit,

and ∆44/40Cainf and ∆88/86Srinf are Ca and Sr isotope fractionation in the kinetic limit. From

Eqs. B.15 and B.16, we obtain the expressions of 44/40αf and
44/40αb,

44/40αf = 1 +
∆44/40Cainf
1000h

, (B.19)
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44/40αb =
1000h+∆44/40Cainf
1000h+∆44/40Caeq

= 1 + ǫ, (B.20)

where ǫ = 44/40αb − 1 is expressed as

ǫ =
∆44/40Cainf −∆44/40Caeq
1000h+∆44/40Caeq

. (B.21)

Substituting Eqs. B.19 and B.20 into Eq. B.6, we obtain

∆44/40Ca = ∆44/40Cainf −

(

1000h+∆44/40Cainf
)

ǫ
40Rf/40Rb + ǫ

. (B.22)

With the expression of ǫ given by Eq. B.21, we obtain (1000h+∆44/40Cainf)ǫ = (∆44/40Cainf−

∆44/40Caeq)[(1000h+∆44/40Cainf)/(1000h+∆44/40Caeq)] = (∆44/40Cainf−∆44/40Caeq)(1+ǫ).

Therefore, we can write Eq. B.22 as

∆44/40Ca = ∆44/40Cainf +
(∆44/40Caeq −∆44/40Cainf)(1 + ǫ)

40Rf/40Rb + ǫ
. (B.23)

Since ǫ ≪ 1 < 40Rf/
40Rb during net calcite precipitation, the contributions of ǫ would be

negligibly small; thus, we can write the above equation approximately as

∆44/40Ca = ∆44/40Cainf +
∆44/40Caeq −∆44/40Cainf

40Rf/40Rb
. (B.24)

Taking the difference between Eqs. B.17 and B.18 yields

1000h× (88/86αf −
88/86αf/

88/86αb) = ∆88/86Srinf −∆88/86Sreq, (B.25)

Substituting Eq. B.25 into Eq. B.14, we obtain

∆88/86Sr = ∆88/86Srinf +
(∆88/86Sreq −∆88/86Srinf)

88/40Kb

40Rf/40Rb + (88/40Kb − 1)
. (B.26)

Eqs. B.9, B.24, and B.26 are the general expressions of Sr/Ca partition, Ca isotope fraction-

ation, and Sr isotope fractionation, under the framework of surface kinetic model and the

assumption of constant forward- and backward-reaction isotope fractionation factors.
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Appendix B.2.1. D11 model

In the D11 (DePaolo, 2011) model, 88/40K f and
88/40Kb are both constant. In this case,

considering the 88Sr/40Ca partitioning (Eq. B.9) in the limits of equilibrium (40Rf/
40Rb → 0)

and far-from-equilibrium (40Rf/
40Rb → ∞) conditions, we obtain

88/40Keq =
88/40K f/

88/40Kb, (B.27)

88/40K inf =
88/40K f , (B.28)

where 88/40Keq and 88/40K inf are
88Sr/40Ca partition coefficients in the equilibrium limit and

the kinetic limit. Substituting these relations into Eq. B.9 and Eq. B.26 leads to

88/40K = 88/40K inf +
(88/40Keq −

88/40K inf)(
88/40K inf/

88/40Keq)
40Rf/40Rb + (88/40K inf/88/40Keq − 1)

, (B.29)

∆88/86Sr = ∆88/86Srinf +
(∆88/86Sreq −∆88/86Srinf)(

88/40K inf/
88/40Keq)

40Rf/40Rb + (88/40K inf/88/40Keq − 1)
. (B.30)

To test the model against the experimental data of K–∆44/40Ca and ∆88/86Sr–∆44/40Ca

correlations, we combine Eqs. B.24, B.29, and B.30 together, and after some algebra, obtain

88/40K = 88/40K inf +
(

88/40Keq −
88/40K inf

)

×

(

88/40K inf

88/40Keq

)(

∆44/40Caeq −∆44/40Ca

∆44/40Ca−∆44/40Cainf
+

88/40K inf

88/40Keq

)−1

, (B.31)

∆88/86Sr = ∆88/86Srinf +
(

∆88/86Sreq −∆88/86Srinf
)

×

(

88/40K inf

88/40Keq

)(

∆44/40Caeq −∆44/40Ca

∆44/40Ca−∆44/40Cainf
+

88/40K inf

88/40Keq

)−1

. (B.32)

Since the isotope fractionations are small (i.e., within a few permil), the difference between

88/40K and K is also small. For this reason, we can use Kinf/Keq to replace
88/40K inf/

88/40Keq

for the above equations (given that K may vary from ∼0.025 to ∼0.25, changing its estimate

by a few permil would only lead to negligible effects). Applying this replacement, and given

the objectives discussed in the main text (i.e., using the measured ∆44/40Ca to predict K and

∆88/86Sr under the D11 framework, which would lead to the replacement of ∆44/40Ca, K, and

∆88/86Sr by ∆44/40CaM, KD11, and ∆88/86SrD11), we obtain Eqs. 4–5 from Eqs. B.31–B.32.
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Appendix B.2.2. Ion-by-Ion model

In the Ion-by-Ion model, 88/40K f is constant while 88/40Kb is not (Nielsen et al., 2013;

Jia et al., 2022). The 88Sr/40Ca partitioning (Eq. B.9) in the kinetic limit (40Rf/
40Rb → ∞),

again, leads to Eq. B.28; Substituting it into Eq. B.9 leads to

88/40K =
88/40K inf(

40Rf/
40Rb)

40Rf/40Rb + (88/40Kb − 1)
, (B.33)

To test the model against the observed correlation of K, ∆44/40Ca, and ∆88/86Sr, we combine

Eqs. B.24, B.33 and B.26 to eliminate 40Rp/
40Rb and 88/40Kb, such that we can express

∆88/86Sr as a function of ∆44/40Ca and 88/40K through the following relation,

∆88/86Sr = ∆88/86Srinf +
(

∆88/86Sreq −∆88/86Srinf
)

×

[

1 +
88/40K

88/40K inf

(

∆44/40Ca−∆44/40Caeq
∆44/40Caeq −∆44/40Cainf

)]

. (B.34)

When deriving the above equation, we used the 88Sr/40Ca partition coefficient, 88/40K, in-

stead of the overall Sr/Ca partition coefficient, K. Mathematically, these two values are

not strictly identical due to the permil-level isotope fractionation effects, but their relative

difference should be on the order of ∼0.001. In this circumstance, given that K/Kinf and

(∆44/40Ca − ∆44/40Caeq)/(∆
44/40Caeq − ∆44/40Cainf) are both smaller than 1 in magnitude,

replacing 88/40K and 88/40K inf with K and Kinf would change the square-bracketed term

by less than ∼0.001. Given that ∆88/86Sreq − ∆88/86Srinf ≈ 0.34h, this replacement would

alter the ∆88/86Sr estimate at most by ∼0.0003h, which is nearly two orders of magnitude

smaller than the analytical uncertainty (∼0.2h), and thus negligible. With this substitution

(i.e., K/Kinf for
88/40K/88/40K inf), and applying the measured ∆44/40Ca and K to predict

∆88/86Sr (i.e., replacing ∆44/40Ca, K, and ∆88/86Sr by ∆44/40CaM, KM, and ∆88/86SrIbI), we

obtain Eq. 6 of the main text from the above equation (Eq. B.34).

Here, we derive the above relation using ∆44/40Ca and K as independent variables, in-

stead of precisely following the detailed formulations given by Nielsen et al. (2013), in order

to maximize the usage of experimental data (since ∆44/40Ca and K are both measured ex-

perimentally) and minimize the usage of parameters that are difficult to constrain directly
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through experimental and/or natural observations (such as the ion detachment frequencies,

although they can be inferred indirectly through fitting experimental data; Nielsen et al.,

2013; Jia et al., 2022).

Appendix B.3. A non-classical framework

Under the assumption of constant 44/40αf and
88/86αf (as well as the assumption of con-

stant 44/40αb and 88/86αb, which is not impacted by the introduction of different forward-

reaction mechanisms; see Sec. 3 for details), Eqs. B.24 and B.26 still apply, and they together

lead to

88/40Kb =

(

∆88/86Sr−∆88/86Srinf
∆88/86Sreq −∆88/86Sr

)(

∆44/40Ca −∆44/40Cainf
∆44/40Caeq −∆44/40Ca

)−1

. (B.35)

Considering the classical and non-classical forward reactions as parallel processes, we

write the overall forward reaction rate of 88Sr as

88Rf =
88Rf(C) +

88Rf(N) = [40Rf(C)
88/40K f(C) +

40Rf(N)
88/40K f(N)](

88Sr/40Ca)aq, (B.36)

where 88Rf(C) and
88Rf(N) are the 88Sr attachment rates of classical and non-classical crys-

tallization mechanisms, 40Rf(C) and
40Rf(N) are the

40Ca attachment rates of 40Ca associated

with the two mechanisms, and 88/40K f(C) and
88/40K f(N) are the forward-reaction 88Sr/40Ca

partition coefficients associated with the two mechanisms,

88/40K f(C) =
88Rf(C)/

40Rf(C)

(88Sr/40Ca)aq
, 88/40K f(N) =

88Rf(N)/
40Rf(N)

(88Sr/40Ca)aq
. (B.37)

The forward-reaction 88Sr/40Ca partition coefficient is thus

88/40K f =
88Rf/

40Rf

(88Sr/40Ca)aq
= 88/40K f(C)fC + 88/40K f(N)fN. (B.38)

where fC = 40Rf(C)/
40Rf and fN = 40Rf(N)/

40Rf are the fractional contributions of the classi-

cal and non-classical crystallization mechanisms (fC + fN = 1). Substituting Eq. B.39 into

Eq. B.9 leads to

88/40K =
(

88/40K f(C)fC + 88/40K f(N)fN
) (40Rf/

40Rb)
40Rf/40Rb + (88/40Kb − 1)

. (B.39)
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Applying Eq. B.24 and Eq. B.35 to eliminate the reaction rates, we obtain

88/40K
′

= 88/40K f(C)fC + 88/40K f(N)fN, (B.40)

where 88/40K
′

is defined as

88/40K
′

= 88/40K

(

∆88/86Sreq −∆88/86Sr

∆88/86Sreq −∆88/86Srinf

)−1(
∆44/40Caeq −∆44/40Ca

∆44/40Caeq −∆44/40Cainf

)

. (B.41)

In the limit of equilibrium (40Rf/
40Rb = 1), the forward reaction likely occurs through the

classical crystallization mechanism (ion-by-ion attachment) only, fC ≈ 1 and fN ≈ 0. In the

kinetic limit (40Rf/
40Rb ≫ 1, which corresponds to large saturation states), the contribution

of non-classical crystallization mechanism (polymer/particle attachment) is important and

probably dominant; as an extreme end-member, we assume fC ≈ 0 and fN ≈ 1. Considering

Eq. B.39 in these two limits, we obtain

88/40K
′

eq =
88/40K f(C),

88/40K inf =
88/40K f(N), (B.42)

where 88/40K
′

eq = 88/40Keq
88/40Kb(eq) is the adjusted equilibrium 88Sr/40Ca partition coeffi-

cient, and 88/40Kb(eq) is the backward-reaction partition coefficient at equilibrium conditions.

Substituting Eq. B.42 into Eq. B.40, we obtain the fractional contributions of the classical

and non-classical crystallization mechanisms,

fC =
88/40K inf −

88/40K
′

88/40K inf −
88/40K

′

eq

, (B.43)

fN =
88/40K

′

− 88/40K
′

eq

88/40K inf −
88/40K

′

eq

. (B.44)

Applying Eq. B.24, together with 40Rp = 40Rf −
40Rb, we express the forward reaction rate

using the observed net precipitation rate and Ca isotope fractionation factor as

40Rf =
40Rp ×

(

∆44/40Cainf −∆44/40Caeq
∆44/40Ca−∆44/40Caeq

)

. (B.45)

As mentioned above, we can replace 88/40K terms with the common Sr/Ca partition coef-

ficient K terms and consider Rf/Rp ≈ 40Rf/
40Rp; given the purpose of this study (i.e., to
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quantity the contributions of the classical and non-classical crystallization pathways), we

replace ∆44/40Ca, ∆88/86Sr and K with their measured values, ∆44/40CaM, ∆
88/86SrM and

KM. With these replacements, we obtain Eqs. 7–10 of the main text from Eqs. B.35, B.41,

and B.43–B.45 of this appendix.

Appendix C. A remark on D11 “Model 2”

As outlined in Eqs. 11 and 13 of DePaolo (2011) and detailed in our Appendix B.2.1, the

D11 model was developed with Rp/Rb (or Rf/Rb = 1+Rp/Rb) as the independent variable.

To facilitate comparison with experimental findings concerning the “rate dependence”, where

the net precipitation rateRp is treated as the independent variable, assumptions regarding Rb

are required. In DePaolo (2011), two types of parameterizations (“Model 1” and “Model 2”)

were presented. Here, we primarily focus on the mutual correlations of ∆88/86Sr, ∆44/40Ca,

and K, for which the rate dependence is not explicitly involved, and the choice of Model

1 or Model 2 does not impact the conclusion. In this appendix, we provide some details

to demonstrate this point. For calculations shown in this appendix, given that the isotope

fractionation is essentially small, we replace 40Rf/
40Rb with Rf/Rb for Eqs. B.24, B.29, and

B.30. With this practice, our equations for Ca isotope fractionation and Sr/Ca partitioning

(Eqs. B.24 and B.29) can be shown to be equivalent to those provided by DePaolo (2011) in

his Eqs. 11 and 13.

In the general case of the D11 model framework, we calculated the variations of ∆44/40Ca,

K, and ∆88/86Sr with Rp/Rb (Figs. C.5a–c), following Eqs. B.24, B.29, and B.30 (note

that Rp/Rb = Rf/Rb − 1). For these equations, no assumption was made for Rb, and

Rp/Rb cannot be converted to Rp. In this case, comparison between model predictions and

observations cannot be made for ∆44/40Ca–Rp, K–Rp, and ∆88/86Sr–Rp relations. However,

we can demonstrate using these results that the D11 model framework is inadequate to

explain the ∆88/86Sr–∆44/40Ca correlation (Fig. C.5d), as discussed in Sec. 2.

For D11 “Model 1” (Figs. C.5e–i), Rb is held as a constant,

Rb = 6× 10−7 mol/m2/s, (C.1)
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as chosen by DePaolo (2011), following the calcite dissolution experiments of Chou et al.

(1989), and shown in Fig. C.5e. With this parameterization, the results fit the ∆44/40Ca–Rp

data relatively well; however, they do not fit the K–Rp and ∆88/86Sr–Rp data (Figs. C.5g

and h). We note that DePaolo (2011) assumed an equilibrium Sr/Ca partition coefficient of

Keq = 0.07, which would yield a better fitting of K–Rp (as shown in his Fig. 10a); however,

as the recent study of marine sediment and pore fluids (Zhang and DePaolo, 2020) suggested

an equilibrium Sr/Ca partition coefficient of Keq = 0.025, we perform our calculations here

with Keq = 0.025 instead of Keq = 0.07 and obtained the results shown in our Fig. C.5.

Consequently, the predictions of D11 Model 1 cannot account for the experimentally observed

∆44/40Ca–∆88/86Sr correlation (Fig. C.5i, which is exactly same as Fig. C.5d).

To better account for the experimental ∆44/40Ca–Rp data, DePaolo (2011) introduced a

“Model 2” for the parameterization of Rb, which can be expressed as

Rb = min
(

ΛRp
1/2, 6× 10−7 mol/m2/s

)

. (C.2)

This expression implies that the backward reaction rate deceases as the system approaches

the equilibrium state, which is consistent with predictions of the Ion-by-Ion model (Nielsen et al.,

2012). We first show the results with

Λ = 8× 10−4 (mol/m2/s)1/2, (C.3)

which leads to a Rb–Rp relation (Figs. C.5j) that is same as the one used by DePaolo (2011)

to fit the ∆44/40Ca–Rp data. In this specific example (referred to here as Model 2 Case 1,

see Figs. C.5j–n), the results fit the ∆44/40Ca–Rp data particularly well (Fig. C.5k), even

better than D11 “Model 1” (Fig. C.5f). However, the predicted curves still do not explain

the K–Rp and ∆88/86Sr–Rp data (Figs. C.5l and m), and the predictions still cannot account

for the ∆44/40Ca–∆88/86Sr correlation (Fig. C.5n, which is same as Figs. C.5d and i).

We also adjust the Rb–Rp relation with (Figs. C.5o)

Λ = 1× 10−4 (mol/m2/s)1/2, (C.4)

which is the same to the one used by Zhang and DePaolo (2020) to explain the K–Rp data

of the Tang et al. (2008b) experiments (their samples were also meausred by Böhm et al.,
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2012, and reported together with Sr isotope data). In this specific case (referred as “Model

2 Case 2”, see Figs. C.5o–s), the results fit the K–Rp and ∆88/86Sr–Rp data well (Figs. C.5q

and r), but they do not fit the ∆44/40Ca–Rp data (Figs. C.5p), and thus still cannot explain

the ∆44/40Ca–∆88/86Sr correlation (Fig. C.5s, which is same as Figs. C.5d, i, and n).

All these calculations demonstrate that, with any specific parameterization of Rb (in-

cluding D11 “Model 1”, D11 “Model 2 Case 1”, or D11 “Model 2 Case 2”), the D11 pre-

dictions cannot simultaneously explain the ∆44/40Ca–Rp and ∆88/86Sr–Rp observations, nor

the ∆88/86Sr–∆44/40Ca correlation, as shown in Figs. C.5d, i, n, and s, which are exactly the

same because the predictions using the D11 framework on ∆88/86Sr–∆44/40Ca correlation are

not affected by Rb parameterization as discussed in the main text.
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Figure C.5: The comparison of predictions under the D11 framework with experimental observations. Syn-

thetic and ocean crust calcites are illustrated by solid circles and open circles, respectively (Böhm et al.,

2012). (a–d) The general D11 model using Rp/Rb as independent variable. Comparison is only made for

the ∆88/86Sr–∆44/40Ca correlation (d) because Rp/Rb is not directly observable; (e–i) D11 “Model 1” pre-

dictions using Rb given by Eq. C.1 shown in panel (e); (j–n) A specific case (Case 1) of D11 Model 2, in

which Rb varies with Rp as shown in Eqs. C.2 and C.3, as assumed in DePaolo (2011) and shown in panel

(j). (o–s) A specific case (Case 2) of D11 “Model 2”, in which Rb varies with Rp following Eqs. C.2 and

C.4, as assumed in Zhang and DePaolo (2020) and shown in panel (o); In (j–s), the results of D11 “Model

1” are shown in dotted curves for comparison. For all different choices for Rb (Model 1, Model 2 Case 1,

and Model 2 Case 2), under the D11 framework, the predicted ∆88/86Sr–∆44/40Ca correlations are exactly

identical as shown in panels (d, i, n, s).

34



Appendix D. The effects of adjusting kinetic-limit parameters

The root-square-mean error for ∆88/86Sr predicted by the D11 model (in comparison with

the experimental measurements) is calculated as

RSME(D11) =

√

√

√

√

1

N

N
∑

i=1

[

∆88/86SrD11(i)−∆88/86SrM(i)
]2

, (D.1)

where ∆88/86SrM(i) is the measured value of Sr fractionation factor of the i-th sample of

Böhm et al. (2012), ∆88/86SrD11(i) is the Sr fractionation factor predicted using the D11

model framework (using Eq. 5 of the main text), and N is the number of measurements.

Similarly, the root-square-mean error for ∆88/86Sr predicted by the Ion-by-Ion model (in

comparison with the experimental measurements) is calculated as

RSME(ion-by-ion) =

√

√

√

√

1

N

N
∑

i=1

[

∆88/86SrIbI(i)−∆88/86SrM(i)
]2

, (D.2)

where ∆88/86SrIbI(i) is the Sr fractionation factor predicted using the Ion-by-Ion model frame-

work (using Eq. 6 of the main text).

Apart from ∆44/40CaM and KM, the calculations of ∆88/86SrD11 and ∆88/86SrIbI also in-

volve six parameters: three for the equilibrium limit, ∆44/40Caeq, ∆
88/86Sreq, and Keq, and

three for the kinetic limit, ∆44/40Cainf , ∆
88/86Srinf , and Kinf (Eqs. 5 and 6 of the main text).

In this appendix, we explore the effects of choosing different values of these parameters

(within the reasonable range) on the the root-square-mean errors of the predictions of the

two models. We mainly discuss parameters for the kinetic limit, because the equilibrium

limit has been well constrained by natural and experimental observations. The Kinf value is

well constrained by experimental results (Gabitov and Watson, 2006) to be in the range of

0.25–0.35, and we only consider three values, 0.25, 0.30, and 0.35. The values of ∆44/40Cainf

and ∆88/86Srinf are less well constrained and, thus, are the focus of the following discussion.

The values of ∆44/40Ca and ∆88/86Sr both decrease with increasing precipitation rate

(Tang et al., 2008a; Böhm et al., 2012). Hence, ∆44/40Cainf and ∆88/86Srinf should be at

least larger-in-magnitude than largest fractionation obtained in the experiments (i.e., smaller
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than approximately −1.5h for ∆44/40Ca and −0.29h for ∆88/86Sr; Tang et al., 2008a;

Böhm et al., 2012). We change these parameters within the reasonable ranges described

above, and calculate the root-mean-square errors of the predictions of the D11 model and

Ion-by-Ion model (Fig. D.6). Within the explored parameter space, the root-mean-square

error for ∆88/86Sr is always larger than ∼0.07h for the D11 model and ∼0.06h for the Ion-

by-Ion model, which are considerably greater than the root-mean-square error of our model

prediction, ∼0.02h. Moreover, the minimum root-square-mean errors, for both the D11

model and Ion-by-Ion model, are approached only at high rather high ∆88/86Srinf/∆
44/40Cainf

ratios (i.e., in the lower-right corners of the figures); theoretical considerations of the isotope

fractionation process suggests these values are out of the reasonable range of the parameters.

Now, we discuss the theoretical constraint on the relation of ∆44/40Cainf and ∆88/86Srinf .

Assuming the forward-reaction isotope fractionation is caused by the dehydration of ions

(e.g., DePaolo, 2011; Hofmann et al., 2012), the forward-reaction Ca and Sr isotope frac-

tionation factors can be expressed by

44/40αf = (44/40)−γ
≈ 1− 0.1γ, 88/86αf = (88/86)−γ

≈ 1− 0.02γ, (D.3)

where γ is a constant coefficient (e.g., Hofmann et al., 2012), and 44/40αf and
88/86αf are the

forward-reaction Ca and Sr isotope fractionation factors (also defined in the Methods section

of the paper). These two factors can be related to ∆44/40Cainf and ∆88/86Srinf as

∆44/40Cainf = 1000h× (44/40αf − 1), ∆88/86Srinf = 1000h× (88/86αf − 1), (D.4)

which can be obtained from Eqs. 18 and 26 of the main text. Eqs. D.3 and D.4 suggest that

∆88/86Srinf/∆
44/40Cainf ≈ 0.2. (D.5)

This additional theoretical constraint (Eq. D.5) is labeled in the figures by the dashed lines

(Fig. D.6). When this theoretical constraint is satisfied (i.e., along the dashed lines in the

figures), the root-mean-square error for ∆88/86Sr remains greater than ∼0.12h for the D11

model and ∼0.09h for the Ion-by-Ion model, suggesting the undesirable fits for both models.

As discussed in Sec. 2, although we prefer an equilibrium Sr isotope fractionation factor

of ∆88/86Sreq = 0h (see Appendix A), we comprehend that the direct observation provided
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by Böhm et al. (2012) can only confirm that ∆88/86Sreq must be smaller than −0.05h in

magnitude. Here, we also perform calculations with ∆88/86Sreq = −0.05h (Fig. D.7). With

this adjustment, when the theoretical constraint of Eq. D.5 is satisfied (i.e., along the dashed

lines in the figures), the root-mean-square error for ∆88/86Sr remains greater than ∼0.09h

for the D11 model and ∼0.05h for the Ion-by-Ion model, still considerably larger than the

root-mean-square error of our model prediction and greater than the analytical uncertainty.
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Figure D.6: The root-square-mean error for ∆88/86Sr predicted by the D11 model (a–c) and Ion-by-Ion model

(d–f) with different choices of kinetic-limit parameters. The dashed lines indicate the ∆88/86Srinf/∆
44/40Cainf

ratio suggested by theoretical study (Hofmann et al., 2012). The stars indicate ∆88/86Srinf and ∆44/40Cainf

assumed in the main text. The calculations are performed with the preferred values of equilibrium parameters

described in Appendix A
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Figure D.7: Same as Fig. D.6 but with calculations performed assuming ∆88/86Sreq = −0.05h.
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Gussone, N., Böhm, F., Eisenhauer, A., Dietzel, M., Heuser, A., Teichert, B.M., Reitner, J.,

Wörheide, G., Dullo, W.C., 2005. Calcium isotope fractionation in calcite and aragonite.

Geochimica et Cosmochimica Acta 69, 4485–4494.

Gussone, N., Dietzel, M., 2016. Calcium isotope fractionation during mineral precipitation

from aqueous solution, in: Calcium Stable Isotope Geochemistry. Springer, pp. 75–110.

Gussone, N., Hönisch, B., Heuser, A., Eisenhauer, A., Spindler, M., Hemleben, C., 2009. A

critical evaluation of calcium isotope ratios in tests of planktonic foraminifers. Geochimica

et Cosmochimica Acta 73, 7241–7255.

Harrison, A.L., Heuser, A., Liebetrau, V., Eisenhauer, A., Schott, J., Mavromatis, V., 2023.

Equilibrium ca isotope fractionation and the rates of isotope exchange in the calcite-fluid

and aragonite-fluid systems at 25◦ C. Earth and planetary science letters 603, 117985.

Hofmann, A.E., Bourg, I.C., DePaolo, D.J., 2012. Ion desolvation as a mechanism for kinetic

isotope fractionation in aqueous systems. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences

109, 18689–18694.

Ivanov, V.K., Fedorov, P.P., Baranchikov, A.Y., Osiko, V.V., 2014. Oriented attachment of

particles: 100 years of investigations of non-classical crystal growth. Russian Chemical

Reviews 83, 1204.

Jacobson, A.D., Holmden, C., 2008. δ44Ca evolution in a carbonate aquifer and its bearing

on the equilibrium isotope fractionation factor for calcite. Earth and Planetary Science

Letters 270, 349–353.

Jia, Q., Zhang, S., Lammers, L., Huang, Y., Wang, G., 2022. A model for pH depen-

dent strontium partitioning during calcite precipitation from aqueous solutions. Chemical

Geology , 121042.

41
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