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Abstract: (U-Th)/He isotopic dating with its low-temperature sensitivity (70 “C), provides an accurate time-temperature evolution
model for the construction of temporal-spatial framework of uplift and denudation rates in orogenic belts, temporal constraints on
hydrocarbon formation, recovery of burial history in sedimentary basins, the study of denudation and preservation of mineral

deposits, and reconstruction of paleotopography and geomorphology, with promising applications. Understanding mineral closure
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temperatures, internal structure, ‘He diffusion mechanisms, and uranium-thorium zoning effects are keys to interpreting (U-Th)/
He data. A detailed discussion of (U-Th)/He technical studies is presented, including the appropriate target minerals and different
geological applications for dating, the development of test methods and standard references, a focus on the factors that contribute
to age bias, and a briefl description of the radiation damage mechanisms for the major minerals. Research has shown that China’s
(U-Th)/He dating technology has advanced significantly, progressing from the non-dilution method to the single-particle laser
fusion technique, and subsequently to the in-situ micro-area dual dating method using the RESOlution excimer laser ablation
system. Measurement results from FCT zircon, Durango apatite, and Penglai zircon align closely with international calibration
ages, falling within the expected margin of error. Moreover, an MK-1 apatite standard sample has been developed independently,
indicating the maturity of the technology. Most of the uranium-thorium bearing minerals that have effectively preserved ‘He can be
suitable objects for dating. A summary of strategies to effectively avoid the effects of mineral inclusions, mineral grain size,

a-particle ejection and implantation effects, and compositional ring-banding can help Chinese scholars interpret (U-Th)/He data.

Key words: (U-Th)/He; influencing factors; apatite; zircon; geochemistry; isotopes.
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Wi A M TT R (B VAU, A4 & (He) 5t
(Ne) il (Ar) G (Kr) Vi (Xe) A (Rn)RPITER),
DAL 2 P T e Mk v B A 2D O RRAE . b A
2 5 W% 459 (3.82 d) (Porcelli and Turekian, 2003) ,
SRR T I8 76 K BH 2R rpads 2 b 2R b O 3 3 AR A
A DL I R, 35 R BE TE L BR B 22 A 58 b K
YEF .30 4 K B 25 % 00 30KG B 0 42 & L A U
W 5% 28 A Sl BB 4 . 5 4n L R A b K b Ne | Ar,
Kr. Xe i 4 B AT 3R Bl <00 1 A48 A5G {5 Bl (Peeters
et al., 2003) , ¥ 5t # He .Ne [A] {3 Z 7] F T H1 i o
15 PE SR 1596 28 19 AF 98 (Moreira ez al., 2003). H
tHe H A AE A R 20w ¢ H T (U-Th-Sm) /He,
‘He/*He X (U-Th)/Ne [Flf & & F0F5 MK Z T,
(U-Th)/He J5 1 %I i #4514 1 e B8 S0P (AT IR
F70°C) Ml H 7E MR A PR R R
Hiu [ TH - f) 55 4% AL vh gk S 72 1 H (Mclnnes er
al., 2005; Wang et al., 2016; % J7 81,2016 ; ¥ ff 3¢
85,2016 4R W45, 2018 M #1 45 , 2018, 2021 5 Pang
etal., 2019; Lietal., 2021; FS#B55, 2022 ; MR JH 5,
2022 Z 57 HESE L 2022) AR OR T TR AR IR E 1l
5 %% AR (Schmitt ez al., 2013) 29 H] 3 F 47 3 %
(Adams et al., 2009; Liu ez al., 2018) \JE 5 I 3 14
& Bt PR (Tian e al., 2012; Tao et al., 2019; Yu et
al., 2019; Wang ez al., 2022 )55 b Jit =5 4 1% 8 44 2
SR S L T A S R AR AT B el R 0
2 KR FAE ] (Min ez al., 2003, 2004) , 8 @ A
S F E At Tk S P ) A6 3R AR B RO DL AR A 1
H 5tk H TR R K F , (U-Th) /He 4F % 5
FEAR K, WL T4 (4% 41 (U-Th)/He 14~12 ka;

Schmitt ez al., 2014) %] 4.55 Ga( Acapulco Bt £1) , A
TATH b 3K 7 26 T o AR AR A OB AR R I
He 9" BUHLHI AT 78 H O p a2, s B 308 i R
JEWF5E (Djimbi ez al., 2015) , FI 26 1E 5 4
+ 0 GO R R BT HR AT LUKS AR B
o SRR SR R PILTR R B A B A R 2
TEEE . % 22 AR im0 R (Idleman ez al., 2018;
McDannell ez al., 2018a) W] A& &R 51 B K A1 # ‘He
S THL, X He B B 8Os o B At 2 E R
i 3 9 K A4S 1 J2 O B WL 22 25 5 S A ) AR AR A7 40
Mr (Moser ez al., 2017) A] LA 55 B IR AW &R 4t
W J2 I8 10 I AR R R A7 1 B3 G 4F ORI, X 48
1 25 SR 0 TE A A — B 29 (U-Th) /He #fE) 19
P E, X AR R Y BRI S gy v e
PR A, E A B TR S B R RE aZ rk e H
ST AR R T A TR AL ER AL T P i
ARAS DL S ) b AR S A2 78 ) 46 “He BORT 42 . %
BT BEARIR S, B R AW E AR (~5X10°°) , 2
B W) b AN S AR RAORIE Y *He X T8 # - 20
U.Th i BERRER 0™, ik i H7E 2 350 ka 1Y 45
AR N VAN o o 0 QI B o S N - 7 N -9 €l K
AT 1Y S, U H RS AR IR/ T 1 Ma iy
FE i, 7 R B0 R AR 48 88 5 R 24T AL I (Far-
ley, 2002; Zheng et al., 2006). 4F & it & ¥ %
JESm F R, AR R Z2 800 ) Y Sm X *He B 5T
K38 H /T U A ThOAR 28 He FURE R 120) , 7]
ZWE AN T ARG R R A AR A R, Sm vk BE AT
(1X10 °~3X10"°) (Blackburn ez al., 2008) , It
i 'Sm X} ‘He (9 53 BR 20025 I AE N 87 ) R4 B0k
S0 e A5 B LA R A A 1) 52 1) 25 3 AT I8 1Y i 22
L 0 S5t RRE A RO G B Al R R S A 45 Ak
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NS R IR s b A W R BB R R S L gk T
e, A S 43 i B RS [ 8 4 i 47 (U-Th) /He
IR W SR A= N 7 N B 73 -2 NI VT L 0 B T ol
=94 8w o 55 b 4 & X (U-Th) /He 4 #% 45
iU 7 WS I D I S - = e S S [
TR b A W 5 E R R A A S

1 (U-Th)/He M5 ¥)

B b, E S8 P 3 ] H F (U-Th) /He Il
AR SEPR b R R L e R S R
BUURAT 'He 190 9 B0 35 B F /8 4F . 4 BOHL R 9 BR A
W R B AR 0 58 3 |, (8 8% K A RS 458 5 3R AR
HAWE RS WA KT Xy YR H AT (U-
Th)/He & & H 5 "2 H 5 ¥ (Yu et al.,
2020). A & A7 o Th AU 55 2 O 540 50 20 00 1= ik
15% 2% , A P He BB P . 5 R 45 4 LL il Ik
A EUE He ¥ 808 R AL, & T (U-Th) /He & 4F
(Parrish, 1990). A3, Ho 3t P 3 B T 4k 27 Wi o4
ji MR 5% (Boyce and Hodges, 2005) , 1% & 4 5% #
e E WM E A 'He ¥ 10 B B R (Cherniak and
Watson, 2011). Th & & 8 i (09 200 & A1 B T i & 19
A Xk B &G W £s ek 2% *He 7 #L 3E F (Peterman et
al., 2014 ) , 535 RIAE ] —FF 5 AS 5] 500815 21 1) 35 7
W H 7R Ak B K (I 206~286 °C ; Boyce and
Hodges, 2005). %t H 1% EAF % 09 i BN A 5 B
Ze Ak 22 00 B9 52 (Flowers et al., 2023a). #4210
DAL B0 S A 3R v B o Tl K A R A JRS £1, 'He
4 P R R 5RO T R R R A PN A X AR R 1 v A
PR TR 4 A2 04 nT RE R SR, B 42 W 0E DL AR B
H A AR RO 8 3k A /0N, 850 fd 07 A BR (Anderson
etal., 2019). & L1 A J& W R oH ARV SE FIRRRL 5 56
ol R R AR A DA R R e TR A T i R el
W9, L A TR 0 A, AT XM A
A TR AL A R SR EE B S 2 LR 4 41 A
JoE AR AR 2 0] S LR W U8 53 B U5 2 AT i T A
T8 DX A8 3 et A 1) B 2 B4 3L G B8 IE 4% (Robinson ez
al., 2019). 47 1841 BB 1 FL B A AR, 8 5 i o ik
2 £h 1 v e B He {R A7V 00 0 W, 35 A LB 24
590~630 C, w] I F 7 i K Bl #b 72 3 & A 4F
(Dunai and Roselieb, 1996) , A # A 3 & (U-Th)/
He 5 4F 0 4F 8 il A it & s R i 42 418 1 BR
K-Ar, "Ar/"Ar F1"C 5§ J7 ¥ VLA B A J1 4 7
(Aciego et al., 2003). & £1 fill % &t %535 100 png/g(Pi

et al., 2005) , "] B3] T 00 5E W4 07 RAFAC, ABR
Ab L A7 SR 5 A SR B DA S B T AR AR
ME LA RUIX 53 I BB, 28 1 1 8 A1 Sm-Nd Jy ¥ 55 I
ARG BE AN . Sm/Nd W) 5 [F 460 % e AE AR 3
it PE B BR il (Groénlie ez al., 1990; Jellinek and
Kerr, 1999). B AN £7 U A1 Thifk B B, fHH
A58 BB 107 T 56 7 28 A AR AR I s v, e 2
S U5 He Y HE AT S 48 HOA 250 b 5T AF 0% 14 G 5t i 7E
(Aciego et al., 2010). JRERA™ BT 0™ S WG R0 55 Bk
A4 (U-Th)/He 4% 7] | T 4 J& # JK (Fanale
and Kulp, 1962) .8 #k ir K 1l % (Blackburn ez al.,
2007 ) BBk 5 AR Ak o A A A58 i A (Cooper-
dock and Stockli, 2016;Schwartz e al., 2020) ,{a] 4%
PR R (Vasconcelos ez al., 2013) B A FR %E XL
1k 3 R AL A (Heim ez al., 2006; Monteiro et al.,
2014) 5%, HA ) [ AR Ault ez al .(2015) 22182
FHWZEA ARk (U-Th)/He B #2445 10°~10° a i
] ROEE |, 5 W2 0 A OC 1Y A B R 0 AT g
PR, b B4 D W 2 W 3 i AR (Calzolard er al.,
2018) F0 ff B 4 7% 15 8l (Calzolari ez al., 2020) #& 4t
TR B AR 58 A R R AL W TP Y THee dl T
B BN AR o8 A BRI He IR T = T
1 000 “C, i i #4% 2 950 C 4 filh & o e o™l & 2K 2%
INF 5 BSOS e PR T Al R 0N ) R AR R R
KARBRAT (U-Th)/He H-AQE i 13 A 2k (14 7] (Hof-
mann ez al., 2020). fEMRIAEE T, J7 A1 B fc A1 S ik
R R0 W) di ks Th IR AT A RUOR AT He. R, W72 R Bt
FEIE Y J5 fif A0 He 4E 04 T 4243t s S b )2 i i iz # 1
F {5 B (Cros et al., 2014; Powell et al., 2018).
ib TR S A A N 2 B S R HCAR
SIS B AL bR E T LR HAR > 2 mm
(97 fif A B (B80T Sl ik B2 = 0.3 X 10 ) B AT LA
Z250 (Copeland et al., 2007). ER L -=F L1 E
W A7 T 0 B R AR SOk A Cln 2 0B ) 1 35 AR
SRR A F A (U-Th)/He 4F AR 2 7] 411
A0 TR AF B R AR S S DU BRAR AR A B Al O o b i
H . EAFEEME, Lg(U) & (Th) W TR
(REE) - ¥ e B K T3 W8 45 4 3 25 X 4 i 45 51 =
A %2 (Tyrrell ez al., 2016) .Jourdan and Eroglu
(2017) I I "He H1 L 5 6 PSR (CUAxT) £E Bt A7 A
Hofm EA47 B 2 b 2k 09 of 2 b 2 0l 2 OK 8] #R
WA R, ORI A B T OK B L& B i iR
A K LR WS TR B TR R W 5 4
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Compilation of different minerals (U-Th)/He closure temperatures
U7 E PR ECC) Z:7% 3k
75(¥% HI#E AR 10 °C /Ma) Wolf et al., 1996
80~90 Crowley et al., 2002
88+5 Chang et al., 2012
WK AT
72 van Soest ez al., 2011
62(Ki% 60 pm) Flowers et al., 2009
69 Farley, 2000
AWK A 18(R AN % 0.3°C/Ma) Min et al., 2013
175~195(¥ H# 4 10 °C/Ma) Reiners ez al., 2002; Tagami ez al., 2003
i >200 FEK AT, 2020b
144~216(¥2 213 4 10°C/Ma) W45 L 2019
206+£24.230+4.286+13 Boyce and Hodges, 2005
s A 224 Farley and Stockli, 2002
262~291 Peterman ez al., 2014
35~75 Anderson et al., 2019
TR 115 Farley and Stockli, 2002
190 Farley, 2007
220~190 Reiners and Farley, 1999
Wi .
100~180 Stockli and Farley, 2004
220~235 Stockli ez al., 2007
EARal 180~200 Crowhurst ez al., 2002
155~159 Robinson et al., 2019
P 200~300 Séman et ul.i 2014
590~630 Dunai and Roselieb, 1996
6045 Evans et al., 2005
AT 200 Pietal., 2005
169~46 Wolff ez al., 2016
3R ~250%50 Blackburn ez al., 2007
- 140~240 E\{enson etal., 2014
178~218 Lippolteral., 1993
Iy 60~80 Copeland ez al., 2007
60~70(&HIH#H 10 °C/Ma) Peppe and Reiners, 2007
FIEA 50~90 Bidgoli et al., 2018
60~67 HEK AT, 2020a
W4 5 14 1 94~112(¥ 1 %K 0.3~2.6 ‘C/Ma) Min et al., 2013
PR 200~300 Cooperdock and Stockli, 2018
RHE A 450~500 Metcalf and Flowers, 2013
5B AT =300 Stanley and Flowers, 2016
Wl 7 697 Hart, 1984
648 Trull and Kurz, 1993
TR A 456 Trull and Kurz, 1993
EPag=s 41
BRA 52
N A 79~106 ] )
s — o Lippolt and Weigel, 1988
A 152
Tk BB AL 87
LRAT AT 63 Nicolescu and Reiners, 2005
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N SN NG I b - B DI A N R 7/ T DR
29 (U-Th) /He & 4 ) i B X 4, A 2 M
- I S = AT O €5 S N T B 0 A D O
.o R 1ILE T HE &£ (UTh)/He {&
E A N CI RN 7/ [ Wi

2 (U-Th)/He J7 ¥ 5 ¥7 17k g

AR, B AN H AR EE 7 (U-Th) /He L =,
A S R AR AE 22 5 R IR, ANATR
IR 23 L BP0 B 3 R 4R R H e, 4R iR A X4
28 5¢ 6 6 i 1 (X-ray fluorescence, & #f XRF ) B #4
i, 5 0 3% 7% (thermal ionization mass spectrometry,
il % TIMS) #E 47 U Th & 20 #r SR, %07 15 €
BHC R G082 K, H 5 0 90U B 3 vh 80, A
FHe ¥ 80 5T (Zeitler et al., 1987). )5 , Bl # %
I 4R 2430k F Nd-Y AG(Neodymium-doped Y ttri-
um Aluminium garnet) 3% CO, ¥ G %5 I #4354 £ 47 5
WKL (88 ) & ()8 0.025 mm, 4 J& ik
99.99% ) #& M ‘He, 5 ] H 45 2 + Jit 3% (inductively
coupled plasma mass spectrometer, fiij #X ICP-MS) [f]
A RMBL SN U Th & &k, 8 3 gl 5
ZHEAR (B # %, 2014; Wang et al., 2020; Zhang
et al., 2020; Yu et al., 2022). A B i %k
1Y ‘He A AR LA T B 2590 7 i, B4 WY b p vk
E AP KR U Th 5] 5340, 52 BR i ) A8 A
Ik B B A BO6 JEAE DX R U B A | A
B, BTG T5 #EAT ooh - S5 H 28007 A A I, BB A% S 30X
R X 2N TN VS (T N R = T U = o 1 DA Bl

THOER AR WO A ORI
FETE M1 1K A7 58 ol 38 2 A 5 000 ) e 47 A AR AR
HU'He U Th #1 Pb & & . 3 b 7 vk B A RS B i 3
FAP ARBE , AT [F B R EC U-Pb . (U-Th)/He 4F %
Mg EICR T ®IEZ A AT PR AL KU,
Th &5 BRI A A 2 & 2 2R 35 CRLAR =100 pm, U,
Th& & >1 pg/g), IHAEH FTHEREEMN (<1 Ma).
R, H AT Z 75 AR M 5 41 (Boycee et al., 2006)
W JK 41 (van Soest et al., 2008) K& %5 41 ( Tripathy -
Lang et al., 2013) %5 /D HUE U-Th i 4 rb 45 2 48
S5 L WOG ) il eb ) i AR 23 G He % i
{45 “He W0 £ A < . A R0 B 25 341 ok 50 4 B 1 RS
B 00 2 52 2% O TR0 A0 38 ) ok 36 11 2 S R il
Db AR A E AT LG X A R 2 ) 249 AL O T X
(U-Th)/He ¥ R K& R HF &K (Foeken ez al., 2006).

Ay 2R &, H AT E A AR (U-Th) /He Ml i 32
T T N AR G O Rl B R X o BT A R
KAK WP . B A 25 2 IF & 0 bR E Y RN B K A
g, oAb 5 9 09 bR e B R i AR BF R R, Y
Hi (U-Th) /He J5 %A (9 pr BE 43 R W0 °F

(1) 38 A 3% 4% A 02 2010 4F vh [H Bl 2%
B Hb 5T 5 Hb 3k ) BB 5 i FF K B U -Pb g 4F L O |
HI [ 457 25 20 A1 i [ B FE . L™ 106 7 5 b 35 B
HZRAD, BABESM UM Th/U K E
(Lietal., 2010) , 3% 3 #5 A (1 U-Pb [A i K 4 1%
W 2 fii R, N ) 2 35 4K 45 1 3% 3645 41 (U-Th) /He
AR 4 R U-Pb 4R 8 25 . — 80 (Li et al., 20175 Yu et
al., 2020) (W& 1a) , 2 B 48 Iy P 308 H) 1Y) 3 S &%
i B8 (U-Th) /He b e S H W ¥ 1

R2 ERGORGLEFREIT

Table 2 Isotopic age of Penglai zircon reference materials

A% (Ma) IS IWIRPS Bk k5

4.393+0.041 TIMS U-Pb
Lietal., 2010

4.3640.12 SIMS U-Pb

4.2+0.12 Chew et al., 2014

4.34+0.2 Crowley et al., 2014

LA-ICP-MS U-Pb
4.1+0.2 Yuetal., 2010
4.2+0.12 Petrus and Kamber, 2012

PL1:4.2940.03

LA-MC-ICP-MS U-Pb

PL2:3.9540.05

PL1:4.1240.10
PL2:3.07£0.25
4.06+£0.35

Yuetal., 2020

(U-Th)/He

Lietal., 2017
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@ PL(CAGS)(Yueral.,2020) g MK- 1§ 7K #i
OPL(IGGCAS)(Yu et al., 2020)
@ PL(CU)(Yu et al., 2020) 211
OPL(CEA)(Lieral.,2017)
it :
= =
s S 9f
=} =}
3 3171
3r 16
15F
a b O Wuetal., 2019
20 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 14 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 0.62 0.64 0.66 0.68 0.70 0.72 0.74 0.76 0.78 0.80
ZSZTh/ZIKUH: 1E ZSZTh/ZIKUH: 1E
36 FCTE: 77 21 Limberg t3 tuff & 11
341 é + 20+
32F 19
= =
= 30f + = 18
EL 28 f kg 171
=} =}
261 vl6r
2 O Foeken eral., 2006 2
O Reiners et al., 2002
24 @ Mclnnes et al., 2009 151
O Gleadow eral., 2015
O i %, 2017
22 O E %%, 2019 14 -
¢ @ Yueral., 2019 d © Kraml et al., 2006
200 1 I 1 1 1 I 1 130 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16

22 AL 1

22 AL 1

Bl P34 A () MK-18§ K41 (b) FCT #5 47 (c) S Limberg t3 % JK % (d)(U-Th)/He 4% 15 **Th/**U WA &
Fig.1 (U-Th)/He age versus “*Th/**U ratio of PengLai zircons (a), MK-1 apatite (b), FCT zircons (c) and Limberg t3 tuff (d)
CAGS. Chinese Academy of Geological Sciences; CEA. China Earthquake Administration; IGGCAS. Institute of Geology and Geophysics,

Chinese Academy of Sciences; CU. Curtin University

(2)MK-1 # K A1 : % H 4ii 1 Mogok b X 1)
MK-1 # K A1 & 2019 4 b B B} 27 B BT 55 4 Bk
Yy BAE 58 BT R OT R WK A AR M) B R T
e w55 37 B R Y R 6 JE R KB FE A, 30 4 B K
AR 43 0 R A AL 7 ik R AG e 05 vk iE AT (U-
Th) /He 4£ AW 5 , 4F # 24 (18.0£0.2) Ma, H
g5 g PP B A (I8 1b) (Wu et al., 2019) .

(3)FCT (Fish Canyon Tuffl) &5 1 . X /& H i
i Z MY B, ™ TRERY L2 M X
A e L bk r T R K 2 e, A e i R
WA MR R, R MR FCT 85 A (K B <
250 pwm, % B <7150 pm) , o] UL B Gl LR A
L) FCT 85 4 (U-Th) /He 5 4F 25 R fli 2 % 3%,
1(28.34+0.4) Ma(Gleadow et al., 2015) . (28.8+

3.1) Ma( E ¥4 ,2019) | (28.38+0.34) Ma (I
i 4, 2019) | (28.1840.51) Ma ( #h #j i % |
2017) , HAE #& X 8] /v T 27.2~28.8 Ma( & 1c) ,
5 “Ar/ *Ar  U-Pb 55 J7 i 4 0% 45 R A — 5.

(4) Limberg t3 % K # : % FF & Ok A 18 5 3
P L Vi M AR rh g i U0 A A 81 b 89 Limberg
Jolr A, HoE A o, o Ar/PAr FT ( Fission
Track) . (U-Th) /He £ /™ 4 1% 22 1K R A9 #5 e 5
Yoo H# K A FT 4 8 16.8(—1.2, +1.3)
Ma, 18 A (U-Th) /He 4 # K (16.5+1.0) Ma, W
MK A7 (U-Th) /He 4 # J (16.7+1.0) Ma, i& K
A UAr/PAr R R (16.340.4) Ma( & 1d) . H
B KA K A KNS A R AR R, W A
W K 41 JRF 3% 0.3~0.5 mm , # & # 47 (U-Th)/
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& 32 I
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= ) é)
£ b c
2 X
28 @ Foekeneral., 2006
O E#5,2017
© Wueral., 2019
26 I 1 ] 1 1
16 18 20 22 24 26 28
2Th/” U
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PSS

Fig.2 (U-Th)/He age versus™Th/**U ratio of Durango

apatite

He 5& 4 1Y 21 A b5 ¥ 5 ¥ ( Kraml ez al., 2006) .

(5)Durango #§ JK 41 : Durango i JK {1 72 Bl 5%
JE 58 i B 5 A bR E Y B, H K-Ar AR % O (30,34
0.4) Ma #1(30.94+0.4) Ma (Naeser and Fleischer,
1975). @R U Th ar M 3950, W &, JL-F
AT, H D) A5 BB AR B SBR[, TE 7
HEAT o B0 S RN AL GE , A/ P Ar AR IR R
(31.444+0.18) Ma (McDowell ez al., 2005) , (U -
Th)/He 4E #% 4 (31.02+1.01) Ma, (32.1+1.7) Ma
(House et al., 2000) . (31.7+1.1) Ma(Wu et al.,
2019) . (31.71+1.55) Ma( E &% ,2017) .(32.8+
1.8) Ma ( Foeken et al., 2006 ) .Durango W JK
£1 (U-Th) /He 4 # 4~ T 31~33 Ma (K 2) .

I #h, Tian et al. (2017) 42 5 9 Hr B 22
LGC-1 KR EE 41 ((476.4+5.7) Ma) L il T K
K (U-Th) /He 3 o A7 ¥ 1 B9 45 i 1) o

3 (U-Th)/He 4E 52 mi A 2

3 THaERE

U Tho W) e 2 1R 25 77 4 1 ) "He , T BUF I
S K, 7R OB R R 9 G EE Lippolt ez al.
(1994) 48t , Hy T W B K A 36 AL IR FE AR AR, I =2
FETE LT He , W 5y T BUF R 45 R & . AH T T O
B KA R A T B K A AT RE iS4 (U-Th) /He
SEAT BRI B A O R R LA
pg/g) HILFA & EMR (Lippolt ez al., 1994) . 78 XL
H B T 38 BN B A0 22 AR I HEBR Wt b 7Y G5 [

F) B IURL G SRy F L AR AR SE BRI T, TR R
PG B GOET | ARME LR R4 58 4N B AL 2
A, J0 R SOR Pt A, 5 15 B i B B R
7 A8 0l BT AN A — PRIAR A R LA AR L PR, D 4E
OB AN AT akE B Y 7 AR K R TG BE R "He” (Parentless
‘He) , X} 25 B 8w # K . Stockli and Farleg (2004 ) 2%
RAE 125 5wt Bt F Pk M8 A (0 B T AR A A 5 i
HH A LR 0 AN S, HE A S AR H K A R
TEABATTER A 1Y 52 A~ FRJBOR A A7 (U-Th) /He 4% b
(2~94 Ma) A 544 W 5 # i & (165,110,107 .
372 J 1 800 Ma). f B ARTE B A1 48 7 A e ph Js A
o Sk L B A UL Th & & 5 % 5 000X 10°°,
MR A Th & & =K 5 £ 30% (Howie et
al., 1992) . 76 1E 3¢ i 6 55 T 45 A 7 80 B+
B E%, FHEDS BB R 0 AR S AT Z A
R 7 ¥k 22— B A A0 R b He 7E 217 i #RGe
T v R i, IR K A b RE TR R A IR T U R
T HNO, ', I 70 ¥ A & U Th & &2 8 m 1y
RV N AN O R NG R OB A [P O B PN
(House et al., 1997) , X — 455 W15 3] T Ver
meesch ez al. (2007 ) B $2 H B9 A0 78 46 3E (&1 3) .
B BRR B K A AR AR R, AL E R N
R Rk 0 40 2 A, 7 40 22 4 LUl K A R /N 10 4%,
BP R=R,/10, W) H- A 8 1mg AR Rz /N 100 £% (A =A./
100) , fu B AR BB 2 /N 1 000 fi5 (Vi=V,/1 000).
o5 22, 98K A A A AR AR (X 10 ) B, A5
A F e 3 T B 0 1 000 4% (34 1 000X 10°°) 4 g
FEAE AR R He 12 85 10 78 & AR BR T LA . L

1.0 5000
0.8F 14000
0.6 4 3000
= J
N o
0.4 12000
021 41000
0.0 L I 0
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R/R,
K3 Tl KA A R ORL 2 A8 A X 7 b "He BTk 2 (R 4

Vermeesch et al., 2007 &%)
Fig.3 Apatite inclusions effect on the contribution of ‘He

trendgram (after Vermeesch ez al., 2007)
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Al N 10X 10 ° A B AR B B K A, An R A
FR KT o S B K A 1%, 6 A 2
M AR BN A B K A7 R B BT 4y 2 — L B R
TR AN A0 A A R 4l Bl T A AR o I O, L "He
AL N 10% . 8 E G AL L R AR £ 100 pm 1) B
JEATH U e 2 R 10X 10 °, 85 1 P By g 22 4K
U, Th ¥ & % A T 100X 10 *~1 000X 10 °( f &
Al 3K 5 000X 10°°) Z [6) . & A Th & & wg s, A
I, BRAE G v & A B 2 A R A T fOK G
B BE PR T IR S R IR He B9 3 ORI R AR 5
KA AL R A R 5w e AR 45 R E B R
32 wYRE

R 7/ AN N R VA R AL 7/ E 8 8]
H Ok — g e %, Durango B JK A 9 BUSE 56 K W,
AN TRDRL AR B T AL R AH 8] B3 HICR B0 8], PRt
KA /N B i A T 25 Tl ok B BB R T &2 THe, 33X
AEAR AR /1N . AS TRDRL AR 0 0 4 0K L 31 o) 52 s b 1) 47
FE 25 5 B AT R B X 0 B B[R] T X 25 5%
H Tl A AT Ok SR AR B BE A AR RS Y
/N BT BB 2 K, S BOAS [ R ORE (1 df
P ¥R RE s A ] 49 4, AR 70~90 pwm By K A7 Bt A
IR 298 70 *C(Farley, 2000) , 7 32 bx il 3 i, i R
o Bk e 7 AR R B 4 AT, LA AR v A U T A o
FWR, R TRVREAR B W) % He SR A7 RE I 778 22 5% W
JR A RO A0 )4 B B A AR KN R AR X R R
ST BRI S BN AR T 5 IR B He,
7 AR A AR RS G A i 1 5 e AR R
JE b R T A T 28 R BT S T R A )
b P, He 4 i AR 3R 450 78 W BE 30 T I A v 20 BsF 1] ot
PR R /INAT LA 20 AE 2218 2 H i #2 v, He 77 4
SN, o AR R B X B T A L R AR iR
— R T B R R ST AR G TR Y He 4512k
Lol Bie b AR IR 23 52 9 OB B/ 28 A 1 S e
X ] BB S AR HTY 43 B4R 51 S . Reiners and Far-
ley (2001) WF 78 P4 M B I H 63 Bighorn 1L ik il K A1
FE B, 4878 ) He 4F 8 5 & K KN 2Z 0] 09 1E A7 5
KF LML) BE KA He R A7 RE 1 32 1 T fi AR K/
Al AR R B PR A7 "He , 7E 30~65 “CHlLJE X [8] P, b7
B KFE A (90 pm) 5 58 /NFE (30 pwm) 2Z2 1] (1 4F
i 25 S K (2) W W ki A8 25 5 5 | R 1Y) A7 I e 2 B TR
JEE 10 38 0T 3G K SRR L, B v TR Sl A B L A
FE A oI A I A B O U B B B ) AR 5
ZRLAR SR R AR /N5 A 8 A DG OC R AT T T F

5% Hb 3R A A ) Dl e R B[R] A b IR b g Ak S
3.3 oL 5 H R

W &R L RPU.PU " Th 2B J5 1 o KL T
(HP*He) H. & 4~8 MeV ¥ MR S RE , I 76 A T B 4%
{812 ) — & BB 545 Ak IR B RN o 45 1R FR
(a - stopping distance) , 4 F 11~34 pm (Farley ez
al., 1996) , 4% (U-Th)/He 5& 4 1 5% i 45 iy 25 S of
WM EERNRZ — X T 5 U-Tho™ ¥ (it £ |
B AT o5 IR B B K 2 3 A ook T 0 %R 3 H At A
Py iR SN ER 5 B He 28 ™) 40 B AR H 0 % 1 T
S T R A AT G o R R AR R B
AL ] ‘He. — AL N 0 9 Mk b UL Th & &
78 15 T TR R A JB PRT Ot F G A 48 1 5 ) A X 35 /0

R N N TR VA 5 o (I N BT S A s S I
250N A A5 A 1 HE LA RS 5T Lk R RS R R B
FREARE 7 YHEEMRIEL S . fl, U,
U LTh A8 1 o KL 45 1E BE B AR HG K,  B
KA (% Bk 3.2 g/em®) BB A4 (% B R 3.6 g/
em’) FRENEE A (N 4.4 g/em’) , ok T 45
1 B0 B Bt Z A8 /N (Ketcham et al., 2011) (52 3).

T 3 [E — Y By o L1571 BE BB A N TR
Ketcham ez al. (2011) 1A Ky, 45 1k BR 25 2 fE &= (9 9
LM SRR, T A R R UKL T e ORI
M4 R 45 R L Farley ez al. (1996) 3K 15 4%
/N2 1.5 pm, HXF R FofE A 22 1.0%~1.5%.

H T a0 56 RO, T AR A5 0 4F 88 O A B i
SEBRAE®S , LT 51 AR IE S8 F,, Fom fb ik 52
PO £7 1Y 'He & AR e [ 0% A7 B9 "He & 5 (445 3T
Y He) Z 0] HUfH, H HTC A 2 R 4RI R B RL

(1) Farley ez al. (1996 ) #& t B # % I if 4F
0 AT RO

Loomecrea g™ Dueasea nge/ F1 s (1)
HH Gy nee N AT B 'He Y | Lo aee 28 78
e IE B He - . 1% B B 9 FR O 35 57 BROBE Y Bl 45
Po 2 T BB B (A SR TE R S AR B L (B L R
TR B BR R N U L Th & & 43 A ¥ 51 B 4h 5t
(R A T N A T o P e R S

3S S?

FT=1—E+@ , (2)
Hrr S ok FIIFILEE R NS ER PR
HULA R Fof FEE THRRR, FEFERK
R4, o KL S H 00 1Y 52 o 2% el D

T E A ERER R K T L S
Bk R L, B AT R AR R
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®3 (U-Th/HeMEFTETWHBZHHETRTE i FRISILEEES

Table 3 Mean stopping distances of « particles produced from the U, Th and Sm decay chains in several minerals used for

(U-Th)/He dating

_— %T‘yf 7 %i’ﬂ%iﬁﬁ,‘%‘jfpm) P
(g/em®) U ) “Th YSm
BER A 3.20 18.81 21.80 22.25 5.93
gl 4.65 15.55 18.05 18.43 4.76
A 3.53 17.46 20.25 20.68 5.47
AT 5.26 16.18 18.74 19.11 4.98
WAL 4.75 15.20 17.63 17.99 4.68
Eyava 4.25 15.30 17.76 18.14 4.77 Ketcham eval., 2011
2737 5.18 13.97 16.16 16.49 4.51
AR 5.26 13.59 15.72 16.04 4.39
(X7 4.28 15.54 18.00 18.38 4.95
G ival 4.50 18.14 21.05 21.50 5.54
WA - 19.68 22.63 22.46
A - 16.97 19.64 19.32 - Farley et al., 1996
AT - 18.12 21.01 20.68
o S 4 FYBRERBLAESal.a2EASH
Fr=1 7(1 18 (3) Table 4 Factors al and a2 for calculating fraction of He

Horp, g g BRAK T A5 R B L R (p=3/R).

(2) 1 3R (A TE A R AH X LY % B, H A S
B D03t v, O AR BT SR 3 BBER AR L IR SR T B
F o R F 457 1E B B 12 1 B 07 'He AR 7 Farley
(2002) XF 56 HI 1Y o L F 5T 3 2% 0BG TE B R HE 47
PR 4 PR U CTh & GE B 9 im A3

Fr=1+alp+ a2p°®, (4)
Hop,al f1 a2 R4 0 9 A R LB 2, 2 A
RS2 R R I B R4S B, O PO R PTh 3 2 &R 4
Hi'He (R B fE AR P L0 W 7 AR IR0 9 B
AR, LBEB AR (KL, 0 F s (Fare
ley , 2002 ; Hourigan ez al., 2005) :

UM Th B AR g & L, Al R —
IE S8 8k, U R AR BE IR T *UTh, B
e B 22 I R IE S B YA

Frven=aF 10 T (1= @) Fropn,, (5)
Horpr, U 52 48 A A 'He & &= 0] B 32 A8 5 2
2 %], £ (U-Th) /He<C200 Ma Y Rif $2 F , au A
it T A A ] ae= [ 1.04+0.245 ( Th/
U) ] "(Wolf et al., 1998).

(3) Bk W Fl A 1E 7 2 238 TAE R
I i Rl 2 AR - ST NS - AN U | 2 R oo I AR o
BB 58 & Z W . NIk, Min ez al. (2003) F]
B3 1 B i 6 A5 E Y He % 2 IE AT o K IE

He comed™ He v/ Fr (6)

retained in crystals from the **U and**Th decay

series for different assumed crystal geometries

B (MUBH)  BRKAOSHHE) B (DU

)

al a2 al a2 al a2
5y ~4.31 4.92 -5.13 6.78 -4.28  4.37
“Th -5.00 6.80 -5.9 8.99 —4.87 5.61

WIEHKIER M 'He % 5 U . Th & & — £
T AR

()X FAEF & AR, R FRAMAE L
B 19 A8 Ak, BE 20 A 6 F 200 A8 45 8Ok B w4
U o kT 5 R BR O 48 T 15% . Ketcham
et al. (2011) 42 tf A] 43 %1 3t & *°U L **Th M U
BOE R B, IR SR 4 R B A S e b R BN R
H(a /T 0~2) ZFmik. =& REZME
FOSIN d71| D:G IAZ NI /aT S/A W | {7 N2 A 387

it B A [ 457 2 4% 1 5 33 A 2R F

“He s = 8F s U (€2 — 1) TF U (€7 —
1) +6F.."*Th (e*"—1) F.,'"S, (""—1)

(7)

Hea xR R MR CUPU L Th, 'Sm)
() 56 A8 8 B0 0 Ry BE OB BRI R, E R AR RE
& R ) H TR E

AN SR O] PR GF 7 338 2 5] AR 25 Ok
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Fig.4 Correspondence between «-particle correction factor and width of apatite crystal (after Farley, 2000 ; Ehlers and Far-

ley, 2003)
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Fig.5 Schematic diagram of a-particle ejection and implantation
Pl a LA JE A1 A 5 40 4 UK SR ) B K A IORE T8 % Ol T UL Th B4 X, Z-2° 4 30 o 8 I T 0 b O B8 BT T Z-2° AL W 0K A1 9 “He
19 43 715 5 [ ¢ o8 AE o BT 51 RO Ko 7 R A7 *He RAPE IR 09 8 5 A1 & 1R 9 "He 587 43 75 5 B0 5 918 Chew and Spikings (2015) & B

N TR ZERON AT W WORAR >0 pm B BE KA A o I (Foue) AR, JCIR IR Fril 2 Fye B2

iR 22 <<10% (Ehlers and Farley, 2003). % K i ki
1) Fo B 7E 0.8~0.9 1Y 48 % X [8] N, o fH B 5™ 4 i
72 W /N T BEAR , B A A T 0.65~0.90 B AN B
BERN (L 4) . BR8P 588 R AR B R 0 4
A7 00 8 0T e KOBR B 4 /i iR 22 K ofF IR R R
O K AT R AR 29 20 pm Y *He ¥R BF B FE R,
T VA 2 T8 B ST 7 AR ViR B B B AN (BT 5) . Farley
et al. (1996) I Ketcham et al. (2011) #5 85 #2 i o
BT IEBLAL JF 8 T PR 4E 19 3 T U-Th-Sm

1E 38 5 25 BB MR B s B A% 0 X " He § B4R AR B R )
3.4 ‘He®E N

(U-Th)/He & M BEA R Z —2 , 5 Y h ik
AR H T ES A SRR He /A R B BT
WA T AH S8 57 4 1Y 45 258l vk BE (equivalent Urani-
um, [ FR eU) , X Tz A1 B A A5 eU B 19
W AR B ST 5 (BN T A SR 4 e U IRy
T, Wz AR A B R R B e A Rk
AT Y & £ UL ThEy, i F obn 745 1k BE 55 38
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Fig.6  Apatite (U-Th)/He date-eU correlations for single-grain analyses
T b Sy JE i 451 88 JK A7 B 1 )2 20 pm JEEAL 52, 41 Spiegel et al. (2009) &k

K, R 5% Y "He 23 4H A B 8E K A0 N, 1
BAFE R % .l 6 O U B b B B
JKABE S, HEN R BB K A He B A S B
eU Wk i A8 b 5 48 % 2 [H] 52 7 A0 56 . 2 B8 ol b
JR AT d5e A0 )2 20 pm 9 A 52, % (U-Th) /He
A4 55 T TRV &Y, XA & 07 N A He i
A BB, BE 2D He A 8K R 5k Y iR 22 ([
6) ( Spiegel et al., 2009 ; Flowers et al., 2023b) .
X TR ZRE L, HOA e Th 28 1 oo 1
AE7E W K AT N %515 20 pm DL b, AR A B9 *He K
BB AT PRAFAE SN X T 76 43 £ BE 2l R 01T B8 1 2
12 HURE S, AR B Tl U7 R AN B 5 4 TH R ‘He 4 A
BN, B AT BB 3 G AR % 43 B ME (Gautheron er
al., 2012). %5 'He fH AR 1 3, 25 5 B8R 936
P B AR A el A DR Y 3 F ‘He L 1)
B, O 7 O 4F I 18 22 . B K A0 RS A 1 3 A A
PR R, R KA B B — 0y He i AR, H
f A T A R 64 "He L A9 AT 6 60% DA b s T AE A £
A He # A TR 8915 B0 F , He & &5 2 0] DLk
250%~300% . {ELA59 14 5 1 2 | 1 k™ A 1 £ 2R i IR
A, H U Th, Smok B2 (iK% 10 "4 5)) W K T
PR I3, Bk o 2 JR) LAY I o T A S5 3 7
B (U-Th) /He M 4 #F 5 (4 L 282 F0 AR #9342 1F
N FE 43 % B8 X — 5 (Min ez al., 2006).U, Th,Sm
e HBE HEAR A 4R B A7 (<100 ng/g) , H‘He 1 A &%
Bl R AT Z M ( Cooperdock and Stockli, 2016) .
B I & 6 9 R 2 AL A O R TE Kl A
oWl R A AR A B R A e U R BE B s 19 Bk AL
YIREE L0 Y, He M b v A KA K IR A
Yy J 15 2 AR A A “He 28 JK 41 936, E 22 HR
T IR ATRLAR (0 KN (AR W) e U Vi BE 8 K A3 A1

HRAL 5 1Y JE B S AR A W i B TR A 2 T
X e [R5 BOBE K A 1Y He 4F % F1 eU 3R 2 0] 2
SEUARTFE A OCPE X T A8 A AR S, BT 'He
A O 77 A 9 AF 1% 1% 25 2 Ry 804, G itk ol K A A
B Ay A R 25 S R OB R R B«
AT T S N 8T R T FR Y S 1 25 i B "He A A R
N AN, A E TR TR A KA MUTELUS B K
AR A RO T R L B B R AR T
P B K b i A A 23 R ook SR TR L H AT
iof B R 22 O B RS O R £ 43 A 'He/*He
W B T ek S5 36 DA K URE BB ot 4 A48 A% 38 A3 A, T AT
PEAT FE A RN A 52 BF 5T ( Phillips ez al., 2007).
3.5 B

W as S AE KT RS A B A
A0 M A0 AT D AT b AR TR B U-Th o 36, 5
A 22 O LUR ). (1) 52 ‘He ¥ B B & A ‘He
B R AR AE R B K A X SR 45 9 R I Sy BURR
RWER U Th & & 28 fh2s 3 30U He &7 B3 R il 2 2K
7% (Shuster and Farley, 2009) ; (2) 2 5 48 5 45 453 5%
N EE AL R AR S Y8 (3) b FROE S 8O
1% A (Farley ez al., 2011).1CP-MS #4031 il 77 ¥ |
PR IR IR RO B RO R M
o7 2 O A5 e AR T AT RS W B 8 K A A R A (Joliv-
etetal., 2003). #7 ¥ il O AT A2 58 P %1 | 38 7] 58 4
AR R ORE 4y AT 22 Ok VEAS R A 4 A RR AR
(Meesters and Dunai, 2002). $X 1 , B JK A7 57k X 4F
0B S BN, R Z B LN A T F R
(Ault and Flowers, 2012). & 47 P 35 BF {4 W] 1 % 48
AT dhE B, BB R AR IE 5 AR I AR IR A A — B 1R 25
X A A SRS IR 0 ), P B R ook S AR
o B B R OE 25 7 O AR B UL Th R i 4R 5% 1
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E7 M E A UL Th (9 RE S AR I 1 TR it
BRI 43 8500 A2 5 BUAF o 25 R B ) N
F BN, Tardree B K585 1 H & 242548300 % )% %
WA, 22 BORE S A 5 B e (B0 U & v ) T i 2
FEAR, 38 Z0 U-Th 4347 800 3 80 o £ 1 B 73 &, 3
AEE G, H He 42 3 ((78.8+7.0) Ma) & F U-Pb
AE P4 ((58.4+0.7) Ma) ( Tagami et al., 2003).

B A He #9757 40 Al H RS AE QR LR Bl
TR (DU Th& &K (2) 218 % 2 fE b, il
i B K He s (3) KT BT Ak N B = S
~20 pm X3, R 003 2 5 B0 50 00 4R B B 3R
WL 15 2R S WG B R T Kk TR R R AR
YA A, 2 T T A UL % B R & 1Y ‘He FEJS
BN (Reiners and Farley, 1999). % U, Th & i &,
BAOMBHBEMYT BREMEZ TS, SR h %
B ‘He &5 2 385 10 (Reiners et al., 2002). & 54T B
KOG B B oot # il H R GIE 52, Cornucopia -
Wallowas &5 £ F£ & 249 30% Y &b 1R 76 i1 % 1~
3pumAb U Th & & 1.5~2.04% , o =7 A 4k
ASERAL AR, SRR U Th & R IF A e R s i
BRI B 2 UL Th & &+ 03— 8 ik
B2 RES A IR S 2R E 0y BeRf.

— R U, B 9 PR R R X T AT )
P He 15 77 V5 10 5 7 Z008 A 31, e s B0 41 X 45 1
Y B B2 52 0 A0/ L D OE G FLAR Y 7 AR B S e Y
JE A% 5 h G A BE R R 7 R A L B U Th 436
EAETER IR RN % 20 um PL X, o Fo(E R
B, T A BER R A R A D T Wik g
FoAS B F 8 4 58 R SF, 2048 0.4~0.5 2 ] .
MU TheE £ T W&, 095 RH K1 He<<
U . Th¥)— 4> #i B} #Y ‘He 1 2% , 5 80 'He AR R A7
PEREARAS  Fo /b TSEBRH AE R Z . 2, U,
ThE £ TV Yihsg , EE2E£ P T 1~2 pm KK
W, £ 5 S0AF IS O 4T 4%, R 22 i KT 3k 25%. BE A,
5 A T A oohn 45 R R L A R
mh A BB B FE 4 o 200 pm A1 100 pm, 4 5
M50 pm, M EE A UL ThE i % & £ 5 24 2~
5 pm BRI, 28 22 e K ik 40% (7). ok AR
G S 8 405 R A BT S R A LR X T AR
JINIURE B A [ 57 28 4 i R0 Y 5 e Ol

B B2 AS 25 p v 3 3 1o M B B ), O HOoR 1A T
Wi Fo M OE R LT , Hourigan ez al. (2005) 58 T
fm B2 A2 43 0 S 45 pm (Bl 8a) 60 pm (&l 8b) F

LO AL — -

o
& 0.7 0 i‘;/"h
o © K200 pm  BEAE100 pm AR50 pm
0.5 1 I 1 1

0 10 20 30 40 50
L5 (um)

F7 U7 i 2R R Y BT 9 8 165 T Hee £R BR MR AH G E R
fai Ll (315 Hourigan ez al., 2005)
Fig.7 Zoning-dependent bulk retentivity plots for tetragonal

model crystals with rims (concentration step functions)
of variable width and degree of enrichment or deple-

tion (after Hourigan ez al., 2005)

75 pm (P& 8c) BRI div i, 7 Hoh G W B2 5 #81 U . Th
X AT % o B 1 %) OB AR . S 5 UL, o T S U 22
XA R 4 1 52 T AT 38 20 Y60 ~30 %6 . Bl A ok A2
B3N, 5 0 R 8 A U i 22 2 T i /D | T FR e AR
o | B 1 A 7% i 25 T O B Wb A8 A . E R R B A R K A
T, i T 2 AR E AR PR R B 3 i S
W H WK AT PR P BOU A 2 9 U Thik
22 2 2~ 3 4% , i A vk B 25 S5 AT s ik B L

G, S WA A A A A D T & 4N, Hou-
rigan ez al. (2005) $& H U-Th 43 47 4F #& & 1 B A
2 455 B ] ) B G T BR R AR R RO B A AR
Bargnesi ez al. (2016) #2& 1 #| /] LA-ICP-MS #£ R
) gt B A [ 457 2% 43 A T, 25 A B R & 6 (catho-
do luminescence, fai #& CL) F A #E 17 B¢ & ¥ 45 10
B, LA w85 A He 48 % E 5 JE . Spiegel ez al.
(2009) W TA Ay, 38 2ok B b st @ K A7 K B A0 2
20 pm JE 1AL 5T, AT P A B AR R 1Y AL IE D
26 AR R O6 T IX R R Y 2% R O AR b
TR ) A, I BE 8 AR AR R SR ) T AT ] 25 4R
WAy S 0 s e R AE S UGS TR e B
JK A B (U-Th) /He % 4F ( Pickering et al., 2020).
X AL 58 T3 1, AR PR T W O R R ) PR B
S| A = T I W /AT £ S 2 N Y F A7 N
R, bR J7 B ROR 5 5. R TR B 3 & O
R ol B T BE ) TR R AE U-Th RRAE , P8 IR
) T % Ak A X 7 53 iy AR B S R AT BB o 31 R AR
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Fig. 8 He age bias plots for spherical model crystals with rims (concentration step functions) of variable thickness and degree of

enrichment or depletion (after Hourigan ez al., 2005)

iE 87 2, 80 (6 45 243K (Hourigan ez al., 2005).
3.6 EHHG

5 9% 1 03 (radiation damage) , X FR o B F X
A, 48 W b B R A O e A R
I ) RE e A A AR 3k SO R R AR B ARG
7R R R R R A N ST L A R TR L R
WP AR & T AR 45— Z 5 455 L 3 L 4 A5 Tl e
M E S E U-Tha RN 2 0% okl F iR
WA B AR WE R A AR L R R A RE B
B A0 AR A HL I 2R RO R EL T A BE R AE
S5 LB AT B TR A RS R A R 2 R AR R KRN,
IR KR B T T R W b R B 0 R R TR
JE B R 2 ) 55 B ZE (At ez al., 2015).
3.6.1 BERABWEBG 0K AR KT E R
R HI I F Ok 10 °C/Ma, BiAZ 70 pm 1985 K
A1 EFPELRE 29 70 °C, T 5 S5 404 200 2 S B K A
He ¥l 2 80 8% H B4 1A IR E A8 4k (Farley, 2000).
JEAT B RS A F U-Th-Sm 248 1 o JZ i
P AU 3 AR B 5, 40100 8 IR T UL Th,
Sm ¥ BE LR A5 7 1B R 2R LA i A R ok R

Bifl & (A £k 2 1 43 ARG 52 A8 4E . Shuster ez al.(2006)
5 B K A R He IO A AR 25 A 19 AR S
B BUR 2 B B IR S5 5 IR IR 5% "He ' He 3
% 5 W K A Th He v B 52 A70AH OC |, 45t 43 X 3 "He
D A AR 0 s AR R R IR KL 1 L "He PR A7
P B N (] 722 Ak, 38 52 0 S 45000 0 ) 7 A T R R
W 23 BH 1k "He B9 AL, D IIT 42 =5 87 4 76 A 8] SR 858 F
Xt ‘He B 4 17 fig /1 . Shuster ez al. (2006) #] /i [ ‘He ]
VE by %@ 58 453 403 5 12t 46 A, 7F Farley (2000) Z&fify I 42
B K A7 ‘He 37 8 £% 2R B A (trapping model) . 1% A%
AU 52 BT 2l ok B BOVE R AE R A RS 1 I 2
18 ) 48 SR 45 5 R 1 s G BT DX, X A X AR
AEfE A H T He Jst 715 B He J5l 1 DX 28 B
TE 8 2 A T E A RIS AL RE E L B 9a 1 9D 43 5]
R TC O 5 3 it A RS A5 403 A R PN " Hee JEL - AL
BB R B —E I & 9c KR He J5t
FAE R SN B R AR AR N He S5 I — 7 B 9k
S E BB B 9ORE T 3MORFEE O T A
ROmALRE 2 AL E TR B S OL T, He I 1990 4R
Bl Re A HL AR iz 2 09 68 & 5 76 S R 40 R L "He
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a b c @@@@m & I, B K A He % K 10 30 J7 24 ML Bl 305 58
4 4 4 o o AN TR) AR AL SR, TR T B 25 S R K A A
e e e 157 s & eU 2 1] 5 5 7% K 4R (P 10). WA FE 10 7]

A

VD

E E . E
) ‘

<1.0 rla 1.0 <1.0 rla 1.0 <1.0 rla 1.0
L9 4 55 45815 % He #7108 ) %% 19 5% T 7R 2 (8 Shuster

etal., 2006)

Fig.9 Schematic model of the influence of radiation-damage

traps on ‘He diffusion (after Shuster ez a/., 2006)
r o SE AR R a (BRI BB, r/a=1 XF 0 F b A 3% 1A B He,
FoR A A UK A SR He 5T, He, 9 400 405 407 % L W12 4K 1
He JE -, E, 3l i & 0 A 58 42 3% A 48 5 45 05 DX s % 4 7 150006 1
AE , E 2 U507 5 MR A RS i B BHL 326 B R 450 403 DX Jsl BT 5 i A

W46 B BE E, 0k 25 v IR h 4 R B B9 BHL ) S 9 He it
TR RE B TE AR SO B R B BRI, He 5T

W)W 46 3l Re E, 98 & A 5 IR & A% SR B BH T g
EJa R HAR AL RE & . K0t &S Gk S R B RS ‘He
JEF 9 s B i B, AT 42 5 He MO PR FERE

A5 %0 Hh Wk B (eU= [U] 40.235™ & eU=
[U] 40.234X [ Th] +0.0046 X [Sm] ) (Guenthner
et al., 2013) Fl['He] (o $i F % £ ) (Shuster ez al.,
2006 ) PI A~ 48 ki AT FH T R BT ) 0 R T 1 R
2, eU st [ He ] B9 & 44 o X He £/ A7 P 58 &

ks b, eUIEE2E XL EM ' He g &, B R
SEAE R 2 I3 AR [R) AT s R 22 TR) X L A S 64
i 1 S0 X T AT AR 45 78 5 s B b AR R 0, e U
A v 1Y W K A B AR B, (U-Th) /He 23 38

70

60 L 150x10°
100x10°
L 60x10°

28x10°
15x10°

4x10°

0.1 1 10
Y EIHE (°C/Ma)

& 10

VLA, P JRE b eU S IR A 09 A7 2% 3 1A
I EE S 57 °C, eU fie e I 5 AT B O 65 °C, HAH 1
/N T Durango # JK A EF P i BE (72 °C) . Bl 5 % H)
R FEAL, AN 6] eU Ve J32 Wi K A 38 PAD ik J32 ok 3
R, 3 W SR 0 5 ) S B 2 I R R L AE PR
B H AT B K A 3 ik 5 43 O B A AR PR
H I 22 58 5 545 %0 Durango # K £ 2>, b
HA & R BE A F Durango 5 K A . A1 &, 738
IV 4 R ) Bl 2 R SRR RN HOR W
A, Bl K A0 A3 A0 B M i & T Durango B K A7 .
10 7R T Shuster ez al. (2006) 38 1Y ‘He #B
A3 P& B 5 Durango B K A A AL . 76 B IE BE R 4R
SR A3 2500 3 i, T He ORAF PR HE L 2 2 i Du-
rango W K A7 AR B, TR R R BN, AR S 4 1
KA KT He 4R B BAR . AR BRI | 58 5 452
RN 1 5, RO "He R A7 P 422 30T #8222 @ i Du-
rango B JK A1 (] 10a). XF T eU & i J& i o JK A1,
W He #8408 2 L 10%6~90% Z 18], i ¥ 78
38~54 °C Z [a] , Mii Durango #f K A1 W] J& 7E 34~
65 °C Z [d] , eU 2= 5 i il 38 2 £ B 4 2 18] 3
20 “CHy 22 5, (U-Th) /He 4F % B = 25 1€ (1€ 10b).
L "He ¥ B2 AE Sy 4 55 400 00 45 £ 6 A 0T A AR 16
FE DR Sy o S 40 05 SR FR AT B A ) A R AR AR kT
oft 220 4% 30 A, S o S A A ) — FhOR 2, U AR T
FisF ) 1L B L (B L3l 7 2= ML IF AN AH ] . Shuster and
Farley (2009) %} [t 1 % KA AL v *He 4 #03 19000 (B
53R 5% o 1 R R R 6 He B R

20
@
™ 40 F
=
g
E

60

Durango
80
1 1 1
0 20 40 60 80

(U-Th)He 4F % (Ma)

AN T) 25 2550 R 6 R ) Durango 8 2K A1 B4 & P IR BE K (U-Th)/He 4 % 28 fL (J& Shuster ez al., 2006 1&24)

Fig.10 Closure temperature (T.) for Durango apatite and grains with varying eU concentrations (after Shuster ez al., 2006)
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Fig.11 Kinetic parameters of natural and artificially irradiated samples (after Shuster and Farley, 2009)

MR w45 R R W R S B T BH AR B K A
1 He 7 B, {2 R koa] DU iz of 7B AR
GIDNSERGRIEAR-SOEN = g2
FLAF R ) 38 Bk S B G PR 0 AR ok mT
Bk 453 05 0 5 B AR B AR, BB K A7 'He 37
BN T 2 A B I e R IR R kR AR A (1)
KR P N 1A% 5 5 S 400 5 04 ™ 40 340 S 70
FAALL I 2 ) 2% 280, e i R v M h B 68 T 1~100 h
SAFT I R R K A, FL R BRI T 3G L R (E,) F
P B AR (D,/a®) i £ P B e (& 11a) . 58
WA ) N "He 7 2B F0 9™ HOI 2R 32 F- - 7, b 75 IR
J& ‘He ¥ B (8.7 nmol/g) it 1l % T %I 45 ‘He ¥k J¥
(8.2 nmol/g) , B 7 55 2L ['He ] 2 1 T , b 7 48 1
90 h J5 FF it (1% B AU B2 AH 25 29 15 °C, SR B4R 59 Pt 4
el T ‘He % 88 R (18 11b). A g 48 5 i 44 72 ‘He 9™
RO B 2 ) 2850, o DARE o 4 0 B8 1% S Ak D7 (B
BRI . Shuster and Farley (2009) 7 & 2] £ i i 24
AR FR K BE 5 (U-Th) /He 3 (16 22 18] & B &4
R PRI A 30 K R AT AR 3R 5 AR K AH O Y B[R] -
T BE 2R A RO, Ok AR R ST 5 R B AR, 48K
2800 A AR B BE T BB « WA A R TR,
IF H R w2 i R B L AR AR5 R ) 22 L IR, R of
Bl ARG & He BRI FZHER A, 2
PR AR 3 A R T R A S 0 AR R R FRAR R AR KO R
A P 2 &) 8 7 S B A A AT BE H B U AR 5 K
JE AR ZHUE O AR o A R B AR 2T T
2 B B AR i IR KRR Iy s AR L A, AR AR AN
70U AR R T o f5 495 D00 ) B Sk R F 20U AP Th. &
T It , Flowers ez al.(2009) 51 A %% 24 75 1% 38 %

(effective spntaneous fission-track density, faj FK o, , Ff
i tracks/cm? ) 8k & 1 Ay B8 I B 05 09 A i 4 b
8 S 4 1 45 #5 K A (U-Th) /He 04 fff B 5
JAE A, BRI 28 5 A () #4473 sl 2% A, AN [m) JB0RE (19 “Hee
1R TR BE IR AN AR [R) S B R E AR AR 22 5 2
D B B L Ry R G A 0 0 DA RN Ak R AL T T AT
B 5 R S RS IR KR (radiation dam-
age accumulation and annealing model, fij
RDAAM) S TE A s A R H U e JBE AN TR RE i 119 44
SRS R R R BB I A 1 R S A 1 RO
a MR 51 AN 2 R A T o S i e BAR 5|k
7 1B R R O R L AR 7E 2R AR A 30 X AR kY
BT T o S o P A B 0 T, ik — iR AT B2
i AL T 5B K R, E(U-Th) /He 4F # fii fi&
(Flowers et al., 2009).He fifi 3K #% # (He trapping
model, i FR He TM ) & 4 4 PN 8 AN A 7 48 5 45 43 1)
Bl 1 2E RS Z AR E o AR 1T K A A R
Fa PR R0 50 b F ("He ) ¥ RGIE H . 76 1R B 2L %
IR 438 B ASE AL A R S B T i AR R B 2 T eU
I A B R A, IR 28 U 258 vy O B K A7 23 TR T 2 1
4 ke B, S DA IR B 0 Ry R S A 5 X6 He I RE
R K, FE B R IR A e U 43 A5 X [] P, s A 3R
A B2 T e AR 25 U8R TGRS . R, AN Durango %
JK AR B 7 2 00 A B A B[R] BE B AR 5 He
RBP4 19 (U-Th) /He 4F i 15 2 19 2 [8] £ 7 17
TEAR R 28 5 0 T B8 86 P 72, 6 S 40 0 1) 552 i 3%
MK (U-Th)/He 4F % 5§ eU Z [A] & 1E AH & X &
(Shuster et al., 2006; Flowers et al., 2007) . F] Fix
— Pk, AT DL Bk e U vk BE S LR R N 1) 35 P Ui R
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49 %

70 FBl AR A 7 s L3RR 5 35 5 (U-Th) /He % 4
I AR I R AR - RO A G O R DA K B R AR
JrEW F/CLY 41 R A& 5 Ml [/ T2 4 A
N X RBEE i £ 5 IR (Flowers ez al., 2007, 2008)
K& K G (Flowers et al., 2009 ) ¥ A () BF 58
IR R AR eU Mk B 22 18] 09 %5 D0 A OGP Lo i
15 18 & A% A ( Alpha-damage annealing model , i #f
ADAM) R T o Jz v it 47 1R JC 38 5 248 45 3
IR JCA OGP i e L i B AL SR T SE 0 4R ) B 0
iR ok R ‘He §7 8L 3h J) Bl L HE L B OC R OR
i AL IR KRN TE o S nf g A IR KR He §7 R
2 [a] & {1 B 4 0 SC K (Willett er al., 2017).

3.62 HEABHHG KA O AP HURZ MK
W, HOR W& m ok, R AN ] A RO S
#5007 *He B M 15 EE A A (200~160 °C) (Anderson et
al., 2020).U . Th B =08 T8 9 ks HE0R 1 4%
A Ak A A ORI | I R e A 4 A PR AR
FE I A8 P PR B R B A eU VR JE R ik~
100X 10" °~10 000X 10~°, 4 3 77 1 7T 35 2 X 10" o/ g
(Nasdala ez al., 2004). & B FRAE B 75 28 & 1)
B KT DRI R B 005 %) Hee IR A R e 500 1
B A Oy W B A IR R R R S 5 Y ek, T
FE 210~250 °C ¥8 Bl N 11 3l . 400 46 4 9t 3 (R R SR 25
e R85 A0 AP AT T Bl oy B A S BT
AR B A, DT 5 BT L 3 T o A A 3 AR
S35 B IR b A 00 R A T IR i L VTR AL
S E R, B AR RGBT AR, T aE A eU
AR (0 TE B AR OGP SR ) 0 B R S 4 AR
(Guenthner ez al., 2013). 857 04 58 O 0115 FR B &1k
IS T I il As 450, B B0 ) & A= AR
FE AR A S Bl T D' T 4 S 400 45 R 3R Ik [ A2 %
0 85 A UKL (o R oy i A OT AR 23 R W
YEF , Bl b — 5 BE A 5t 45 7 i (Ewing et al.,
2003). H T4 545 1 0 3 ok R B A RO | R S R
Pt He TR 52 e Bifi 453 403 164 I it 22 4k, £EAE PSR
[l HOAT A B B 04 A He R B, 55 1A 3R
JEE N 135 °C #2190 °C. Fili %5 48 5 5 403 3 L 2 5 <
10" o/ g M IRAA , 355 AL BB T B, ML S 485 A 3k 3 58 &
Ak fh Al S 0 R B <45 BB, eU 5 (U-Th)/
He 4F % 1E AH OC 5 AH 52, 301 405 78 B2 = 92 3 R (L BT, e U
5 (U-Th)/He 4t 5 5UFH ¢ . 33X S840 P A B F 45
oL A B i A ) — L R D7 sk, DA ) B SR R R 4L
AT AR BTG A 0 45 A3 1R KHIL RN A AR A

B AL, AT R o R B T A S5 X A S IR
FEr 505 2 R0 2 o ) R E 10°~10" o/ g 3 [l N 728
1k, B T8 A R SR 05 6 "He I HICR RN A SR
() 52 ) B it 1A 45 1) S KA 2 7E 1.2 10 ~1.4 X
10" o/ g Z 8], ¢ 1~ 47 J7 a]_E i 75 (9 431 56 X - D
2 450 g, 5 80U He §7 HOCR 208 T B (Bl n
£ 140~220 “C Z [0 TR 3N B 9 ). 2 o 5l 2 7 ~
2X10" a/g LA LI, 16 AL RE REAR 2 2 4% , 9 HECR 3
2y OB G, 3K 8.2 X 10" o/ g. 24 4 S 451 45 i J
o B FE B R R R, He §7 R 2 20R 5
i ¥ Fifi 25 i S5 45 0 R R 4, 5 DX SRR L A
BOR 7Y HURE Y oA 7E 1072 10" o/g Z [E] 1],
B4 (U-Th)/He 3 P M 140 °C 3 & 220 °C, K J5
FEIE ) DL 2O R B LR L A SR T A
He 4E % (52 00 -+ 43 1 3 . RO A2 )™ i 4 5 400 3 1) 5
A7 T BB T I R i AR PR ok s A I R RE IS T
WML X 1 180~200 °C.Guenthner ez al. (2013)
X A N7 8 R T 4 A 8RR KB Y (zircon radia-
tion damage accumulation and annealing model, & #%
ZRDAAM) , 5§ 7E AR 4f 454> 85 A di Rl & 19 U-Th
S T AT BORAE IR R T s Y R R, R
FIF X 858 F (Orme ez al., 2016). 8K i,
AR T 40 00 = 0 B A 0TS 2 2 iE ] Pow-
ell ez al. (2016)3k 4 ZRDAAM £ 71 v {5 52 i 48 Jin
LB 0 B 05 19 {5 T B 4 Al T . Johnson et al.
(2017) 4t , % 59 403 43 2 2 e 1 45 A1 v "Hee 1 B2 %
TSR H ZRDAAM 100 (9 /&5 . 4 G 6 405 85 A
(9 He 4E % 7] 1l T BR & 50 °C (fik T 8 K £ (U-
Th) /He £ F R E) LLF B9 ACIER 35 14 . X 58 = #H 2
$r 22 M v 28 2 A D IE K i B A R AT G
i A B PR ORE A OGR4 AT 4R JR IR 2,
ZRDAAM FERIFE 1 X 10%~4 X 10" o/g 22 [0] X} 45 44
He 3} A1 1R B 69 45 333 % (Anderson ez al., 2017).
1 19 FR SR R4 9 3 K 5 TR S X ST
R, 240k, O [R]85 F 5T R AL B A ST
T 2 45 8Y (direct impact model ) ] 5 T~ %8 5t 35 45
Fif s} [ (4 AR 2 3 72 (Gibbons ez al., 1972) .18 AR
(percolation model) 5 3 Pl 5 195 8 F£ 15 Jin 4% 495 3% 38
P4 725 A6 B (Ketcham ez al., 2013) ,ZRDAAM #
AN T 7 R Y " Hee 4520 B9 . TG 18 IR e ASE 76 346 7
ZAEEE A (U-Th)/He 54 i B b 75 78 40 % 1 48 5
543 B8R AK0NE LA B 3R ok i T R I R AR Ak 1 R
JUAE b 20 458 38 AT A SR A A S A 5 AR K R 4R L (B
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Fig.12 Model predictions of date-eU correlations for various thermal histories (after Guenthner ez a/., 2013)

5 S AR L h 20 A58 0 T R R U R R RE K A R
S A] L 2 AR A% 50 5¢ 43R KO 4R R 4 A Y IR
KR 30 % ~50 26 . A FH 24 A% 4% 3k 3R ok 23 7 B He
T B3 SRR H AR b v = b A ) A B 48405 4 A 1
B JAE R ] 5 %b 3% — B BE ( Ginster et al., 2019).
Guenthner ez al. (2013) Bt 4 Reiners e/ al.
(2004) 9 &% A B4, & B eU fH 78 50X 10 "~
5000X 10 °Z 8] kE 42 24 60 pm, #4757 50 J8 b B
5] 2k 600 Ma 2= 4>, Xf 5 UL 1) 6 Ff 4 I7 50 %5 7 f) 4 iy
R U MR B C R AT T AL (L 12) : O 2248 PRl v
s @RI R AV 2 8] kAR i B R D K
Az Ve A 5 B B R PR R A I B s D R A%
ESIDR R s R i 8 N N TG EZY TR 58 N
(] o B ) 5 R A2 Ve 2 © ¥ 20 AL TR R 3
e (F 12a). Horp ,© . © & B H 58 - 31 (19 4R #E -e U
R T 2B A R R 0 L 22 T K Y s AR )
[F1] ¥4 )45 i 1) 1% 42 © 76 R eU R 8 80 B 8 A A
KKFZ;O.Q.Q @D 0] 7R, R 2 [R] —F
a2 7 A BT B A OGP 5 2 A A R B Al
IR 2818 ¥ H 0 O b 7 78 AR X JE Y B ) P A9 1E A 2%
KR (161~210 Ma) , 5 K msf (6] Py [6] 15 2% A4 463 45 FR
SR He § 5, S0l B4 AP 5K R K H Y eU
SR DT GG R B R S S R I
IR A S 3 B IE A O s © (O It
[ 4 1iF 2 HBAE ¥ 2 % 100 CHURIR N =2 J5 PRk & 1)
IR R S P R A AE 22 e (H R AR AE
eU ik Bl i w5t BLHUAROC , X 5 O A & Sl 1)
FE 3R> B0 B 85 A1 45 H eU 1 3 500X 10 °, HiR
ARG, I B A 00 P S PR B He s RHER
M T4 A T He 97 BUR 544 88 o 70 i 2 8] 19 6 R AE
Il 70 )5 % 2784k, (U-Th) /He 4E 4 5 e U ¥ i (7]

AH 56 M T2 B T RE A 22 DT AR T s (L 12b) .
3.6.3 WBREHMG A He ¥ # L5 £ 8,
H 'He §" # & 95 4% 191 [ P ( Cherniak and Wat-
son, 2011) , H #& §F #1 i & B Jn ‘He ¥ 8 % |
BP ‘He 3 B4 22 Bl 58 565 93 4 38 Jnoini 20 J80 R B L 4R
N (T30 QS G VA € = M7 O = S L RSN S A
( Baughman et al., 2017 ; Wy Jlii 71 [ = % , 2023 ) .
YA A o FHE>50X 10" o/g B, “He {5 B8 1 H%
ST FECE 13a) 6 T AR A 1) eU fE (10X 10~
200X 10°%) , 75 B 600~1 200 Ma 3 3 £ 2 i} [7] ok ik
005 A . 28 18 V2 H) 0 FE & 1 & TR 0% 1 B 2 1)
oK 35 B0 R AF , DRI Ot LA 8 15 e U {52 60 AH G L A
A1 19 eU B K T 5 41 (500X 10 *~2 000X 10 °) , 7
A ) V2 K AR s e AR A T L 2 9 4 A T
VEFE - T AL B A2 W8 A e 6 5 E A R iR By
B 94 M8 A 18 B AR B o R AR R LB A
(Ewing et al., 2000). 7£ ik 3| — & 5 &t 9 {8 5 , B
A1 He PR A 200 R B, 3 RS A 280 . 76 55 A F1 A
A B AR EE S o ) H ] L o R AR, PR
F B PR BEAE 150~210 °C 22 8l 5 T 2% 4 45 2 15 4 v
B R o 70 S A e ), L 3 AT O 88 T Sl R AU, A0 A 450 40
B 1H (~50X 10" o/g) L5 A1 (~150X 10" o/g) ik,
XA BE R T o b Bl AR e A ek R e A Y
3B (A7) Lo A R X R R A TR AR 3 K
RPAT 3k 21032 08 A, 9 BOR BE 2 3 K 77U Th
AR SERIRE R 95 ke V. A A7 77 A Y o B RS 11
BB M 29 nm, &5 A O~ 25 nm, M A &L K E
(19.6 pm) K T 8 A 48 % K J& (16.7 pm) (Jonck-
heere, 2003). &M A FEE A #1409 B G 5
AR Z AL, B AT S 5 3 s A [R) 48 07 50 38 5 2%
HoeUMH . a0 B B a 5 o 5 A2 E L (F
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Sy T a A K B ] 4 £ T A ‘He 4R it A7 AT
S A I B 42 5 O 5 B (150210 °C) 697 51 951

- 150 % ; ° i i. I 4 , Cherniak and Watson (2011) 4% 18 #9 4> £1

& 100f M 7 “He #F HI R 29 150~225 °C , 3iE 52 4 2145 1 -

= ool e HOR§ 47 200, FLA 45 T S b L 9 O S P 4T F

- . L 5 e S0 H8 8 20 7 B R L
0l I R P45 13 WL T 4 W3 (Robinson ez al., 2019).
100 . N 48 55488 03 LS LA 19 AU (U-Th) /He 4 K

Y e FH o 4B 8 1 B, X 52 707 20 4 B 2k
oL 10 100 1000 10000 W SR E S L S BT AT DL R oK TR A
‘§<<<& b 53 4 J2 BT 5 9 4 450005 0L 600 7 o

400.6001\/Ia \\ ; 37 HiE=

| ARV BEAH 29 (U-Th) /He 4t i 4 FE ) 16 36 i 7

A . o % 0 B I 2 43 R 2

£ 1200 — Wi ‘He 76 B J6 A 0 57 8. B K 4 (Ca, (PO,)(F
ol e OH (C1)) ] % 2 £ ¥ 2 0 [ % 5 e, 3 CLA U

; Fe.Mn.Na,Sr fl Mg % FHl 8 T, i Ca 7518 %5 5 94
20001 Lot T La e S I8 F AR B8 T B 5 He
— OSBS5BI P I 2R 25 0 e, i 50

13 A A b A B P R B o 35 475 0 A Ak 3R] Ca) 5 A
A A B BT ] (Ma) a7 it DL K e U 28 4 56
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Fig.13 T, (°C) versus estimated alpha dose (a < 10"/g) for ti-
tanites and zircon (a); accumulation time (Ma) versus
alpha dose (@< 10"/g) for titanite and zircon of vari-
able eU (b) (modified from Baughman ez al., 2017)

13b), 244 A1 19 eU {H 43 B HL 10X 107° 100X 10°° K&
200X 10" i (21 68, g L AR 2 M A7 “He O/ B8 22450 47 1
fH4R) , 'He f ¥ T [ Y 35 U5 453 1 (A 4n [ 13b v
RE LR TR . R, A5 AE 600 Ma 2 J5 M A7 eU 5 N
100} 10", iy T4 05 RAUAS JE Al A 3 Pl i B A5 4
FFAE 150~200 “CIX [A] ; 4075 ik 2] 2 9% 1Y i 1, 75 %
I 1200 Ma 458 0 B2 3R I [] , A g 35 3 #4911
B, {45 3 He £/ B2 N R 45 A JR 1B, BL 500X
10,1 000X 10 ° K 2 000X 10 °Hy eU 18}y 14 ( £ (5,
REL A &5 A "He £ B SR80 M ) , M 85 A1 eU
fH 4 1 000X 10 "B, 28 3 600 Ma $t 15 #2 28 F []
J e IR A, TR AR 3] <150 °C, 4w
W — A 100X 10°° eU B B9 48 A o T 41
i B B A, H B PR BE s T 150 °C s BT 13 45
He R, A B0 R OR G i 100 Ma 1 LR,
B A FES A AE IR R R AR T 150~210 °C Hf H]
TR X ) A ¥ B0 E T T K A T

OB Y 22 02 56 T Ul KA B F 5T, IR Ik — EL 4k
AT S L% (U-Th) /He 1 & 3t 4377 £ 52 ) %
FRAT fia A% v %) G AL A A8 67 i AT LA 2R "He B8
Hy #ER, 5808 m H W R BE (MceDannell ez al.,
2018b) . X LT Wolf ez al. (1996) Xt Durango B K
A I SE PR L B Y CLE fX "He 1Y 5200
A UL 2B AT E AR SR B BIE SR R BT, a2k CL& &
e, 2 BEL i e S A R A 4 A AR 2R AR
W £ 1) ‘*He, M ] 5 2 4E # I K (Gautheron ez al.,
2013) . 1 Wy Pk i o A ] kB 1 A1 07 R RE B0
W, FERCE R M THE M UL Th3y —ay ik b AW
IS FE 58, DA B4R 8 I K 30 D /) L Sm
AR N He 29 0.1%~10% , H X6 4 % 1 5%
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7 Z I 2 5 T B (Fitzgerald ez al., 2006 ) .
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