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RNREZUETEREAERMER
FRFRHIE AR
b MIES AN =AML

1) A E TR (AEa0) sBkobh a2 55 IR 2 BE , AL AT, 100083 5 2) AU a8 TR 424 B , JE 5T, 100081

M BFRE : /D 3tk (least squares method ) J& AU A A7 ik 76 B ARBL A AL B2 ) 2 v T, G
HAE ) o7 28 B AR A2 AU R AT b ANCE I & B8y 1% 22 19353 B /> — 375 (normal/ordinary least squares) [~
AN AR SE F /N e I Qi ) 8, JUHORAE R I 25 08 xR 22 (T BARZEARC) JF R A IALAL BRI , FCEL
AP Ay S 2R T I i d /S i WA G ], A SCHERT AT 1Al |, 4545 [R) 60 3R BT 47
BT I TE 2 X RGBT T R G B GBI, TN 8 T ¥ 30 de > 3 i InACE i e e
% (normal/ordinary weighting least squares) FRUENNFUER /)N —- 7€ % (standard weighting model ) \HR R S7 A i /) — 3¢
# (standard independent weighting model ) it 37 fA Fe /N —3f€ ¥ (independent weighting model ) Az i% 25 AH 5 fe /) 3l
(error correlated independent weighting model ) [ 5502 5 3 K AH G AR T ()AL A . FEMLIERY b, JE— 2[R T MSWD
(mean squared weighted deviation ) 3X ™ [R] {3 3% B AEA0 32 P 225 FH 0 S 8000 80 =030, L S MSWD XT38 45 1/ 11
PERIRE o e AR X S0y 5 vk 3 T 3T G B PR IR R M B4R I AR DG SR 5 0 s, B BB 45
FRIFTVTH U LT B JRATRIDTFE IR AT Bl T4 Ji 0 58 35 807 TR /> — R i B BEA LG, JF ol T 0L

e B AR LIS

REIF I/ D IR HERPN G R AR s MSWD s AR 1%

()57 2 1SS AR AR I SR 1 o b SO AR 4 Xof 4 1%
M FZE B, 45 Rb-Sr.Sm-Nd ,Re-Os , U-Th-Pb K-
Ar(Ar-Ar) SEAEJ7 3 70 1 S Sk A5 2 T
JEZ I o ARV 2 M TR 1 TSR v R
R — AR 1 ()37 28 IR 5 SR R A T R B, i
LI ST RS, 2 Rb-Sr, Sm-Nd  K-Ar,
Re-Os Ph-Pb 020, BRILZ b, U-Pb 5 5C4F
BT, LRI AL Mg P 1-" Xe 4545 K T 1)
TS (extinet radioactivity )[Rl 28 5 ¥R 5T B4 1Y)
XTSI, BB HL LA . L FEHBRE}
NS 2 G AR T HEMA

HERAH R e/ Tk, HAE A RE#
AL B2 G AR T T IZ N o A At
ARG TR L « AR PN B IS B A7 AR 5 RIS B A
JUAHIMGAE A 2 (ZHOE DT, X S0l R IS
I FHIS HEZ L), FHX A8 i 22 ] Y
RPERRBOE R X SR B S S A R
“Mm2E 07 N e/ A S R LA H L B B

TEASONE R A AR5 BIWUH (45 40973010) M AR .
Wik F 59 :2012-11-15 ; 85 F 41 :2013-06-25 ; TTL 44t - EFIE.

Ko HHEEOLT , HLA G ZHOR 1 B 51 38 @
/D 3Tk XS 2R PR TP A TR
ZRONFIT A LA G Jr vk (] 4 vh =R 7 B £
PTG T4, 1974 5 5K 5 B, 1988 5 Jd S A5 1
BB N, 19895 7K/, 19915 JAl 28 57,1993 ; SR 45,
1995 ; 4= K [FH, 2001 ; [7] 355 2 1 FH A %, 2002 5 3%
45,2008 ; JH LY, 2008 ; R B 45,2008 5 4 52 1 AN
FRRA 2010 3 T EHEFIX ST, 2011) X AR5 R
B HARBL B« ANAETEIR2Z PR T A IR ZEH T T
Aty (AL, AT T A R 22 EIH T 5 v ), RV A
x Fly [ A B AR A 00T b I 8 3 e /s —3fe 12
TERE RSB A T B SR T, K 2 1
' ( Borcherds and Sheth, 1995; Sheth et al.,
1996) .

I8 v By 1R 22 1 Tl R 3T A
A ESERR Fds/ N IR AR e A B, U HETE ()
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7 FH TS 2 1 S AR AR 27 5 A T 1 B2 W i Ok
b, AP A . Z T LASS IR, 32 P T Y
(D B A 3R T 15 (1) 52 2 1 L AR DG BRI AR X
Bz ;@ RITCAH MERAT (Tsoplot) i “ Jots ™ K% H
B R

AR A 2R B AR A T ) 2 L (H
FRAF BT 2 R T AR I 45 A 5 1 b B R 3, [
iF H T [T 3265 A 1 00 AR e o 2 PR AR, R AR
AN [RS8 1 T 2 R e /> 3k ) A
PERGIRAM EEE N, AT PR, Vr 2 804
A L B e T P 1Y) 5 e /N 3 12, A IR AT R X
SCHP(2011) (Bl 28 (2010) X =5 ALY fe /) —5fe
Pt LA T R 4, R B AR (2004) 41 T
York (1966,1969 ) . McIntyre % ( 1966 ) B3 i) — &
3, WS 22 4 [R) A2 2% 5 4 (4 SO S 4R 71, 2003
WRIR F1 F # 4F, 2004 5 R I Je 55, 2005 5 R E 2 5%,
2009) , Ju) 22w EL ARk iy H s R MSWD (UL R SCAy
) WA B S RN AL, L B AR
ELIE T fif MSWD XHU-A 45 R i PEH 2 S, 5l 250}
BN ZFIEARGH TR, E A2 R TR A
[ 41 Deming, 1943 ; #i§ York ( 1966 ) , Borcherds and
Sheth (1995) frik B 5E Y B fils b, X dwe/h —3fe i 1y
FOF SR SN ) B 1 — 0 R FE PR R (4
Mclntyre et al., 1966; York, 1966, 1967, 1969;
Brooks et al. , 1972 Titterington and Halliday, 1979;
Borcherds and Sheth, 1995; Sheth et al., 1996;
Mahon, 1996 ; Bruzzone and Moreno, 1998) , Bti5 T
GEMEIE I o AHIX BB T 5% 4 5 0 22 A 2, )
IPHESRAAAE A — Lo AR I R 5 T
fiftdse /N — 3 ¥ IR AR By g5 Ludwig (2008 ) JF & 1)
Excel fiIZE Tsoplot, $& 4t 1 Al R AF R HE Y — 4>
BIr 0y &, H L York (1969 ) | Titterington I
Halliday ( 1979 ) . Brooks %% (1972) % 1) & &
(Ludwig,2008 ) Sy il , {H AR HARE 2= 07 iR T4
4 XA, AR Tsoplot # 7 VZ Af F, (HAH K
()57 22 A I B T3 5, 0 22 B8 I 2 i 90 4 o ik
ERE—A 1" . TEAN Allegre (2008 ) T &t , 414> 4]
KMHA T BB &A TARKW L, SRR —
BV RGN Z R b B 7 AR AP AR 3
Mo EE HFSIEE N, X AR RATAERA R
F A XA B SR ok E R R K
et o AL R/ e i 3 AN TE R 2R M i AR AR
SN E NG BT R AR A R X
A8, X LA Bl T ik DR S PRAE S TR A TR A — L IR, 451

Ananey BRfgE MSWD X AF AR AT e 25 18

ST, LU R R ABTFE R LR L 2545 [ A6
S RENINE PSSR AN WERE - k(05 - 2 Nt
TR PR R MW FT , I B — A B3Rl b iTie
7] (37 28 M e 47 Qe O FH 8 A 5

L MG A JE B g 41

H 5L Rb-Sr S5 275 Ry ], A 23 7 e/ —
e 1 JIr B A P 1) 3t 7 8, A% 3 Rbi i — K B
TEARAE AR )0 3R ™ S, AR T M R A ik
— P HEETS 2 (Faure, 1986)

n(Vsr) =n(YSr), +n(YRb) (e -1)

2, A Y Rb AR H, ¢ S AR 3R R R A
FIBLAE (1 B 18, 2% B OR ) 3t 5 AR . n(Sr) |
n(*Sr)  Fin(Rb) B E

W A BR LA n(*Sr) , 45 ( Faure,1986) ;

n(¥Sr n(¥Sr n(¥Rb) y

nESGSri - [n(%Sr; 0 " [ n(*Sr) ](e -

n(YRb)

B Rb-Sr [A) A7 2 & 4F /Y kil ,E\EPW\
n(*Sr)

WSy 9 4 B A 9 92 I G 6 4 R I O,
n(™Sr)
)| WIS AR A R b

fiL, hF|

n(YSr)
n(¥Sr)

| e, R R ErbE A

w%egﬁ%ﬁm¢ﬁWMﬁﬁ;§%%%
n(¥Sr)

By AR RSO e )] B TR

A ¢ I Z I Y Rb A B A] BEAS ], DA T 5 SO0
AR BRUY Srr B R TR] . X AERYTE X —ERE AR N
R 2 il ey 2 0 5.
XHF e A REE, BT BV BT
y = a + xb (Faure,1986)
- " n(YRb) n(¥Sr)
b =e" -1 = x = 5
e o n(*Sr) 77 n(*Sr)
X}F bk ® — d A S, R H
n(*Rb) n(YSr) 1, . - e ]
[n(SGSr) ’ n(sssr)]{Mﬁt@&/ﬂ\:li%,ﬁﬁﬁﬂid\~
Ferb A B, BRe e 15 3 AR 5 . AR R
Fb =M - 1, a5 2N P G R AE WY ¢, 1 AR

[ "] T R R A B

PG 1H

n(*Sr)
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[ Rb-Sr [f) v Z 1K & Z 4b, Sm-Nd . K-Ar, Re-Os
TF) 37 28 A 20 S A0 P 81 28 B 22k, LR 67 38 4F
Ji L4535 H (Faure ,1986)

n(**Nd) [n(mNd)] [n(WSm)]( Iy

n(UNd) ~ La("™Nd)l, T La (" Nd)

n(mOs) ~ n(]8705) n(mRe)

n<18805) - [n(lggos)] [n<1880 )] _1)
n(“Ar) n(*Ar) Ao n("K) 7,
n(SGAr> _[n(36Ar)]0 [)\ n(36Ar)](€ 1)
XFF U-Pb [Af B R, /b 3k LA

FZHF Pb-Pb R HLE LU U-Pb 151 & (1)
A—HE&AUG . HrE AR B XL
7 ( Rosholt et al., 1973; Faure, 1986; [% i& 2\,

2009) .
n(*"Pb) n(*"Ph) n(*Ph)
(™ Ph) :{[n(szb)] —-m n(ZMPb)] }"‘
n 0 0
n(**Pb) 1 e — ]
. H: — .
n(™Pb) m e m =g e

Ja# 0k X E L D7 O ((Wetherill, 19565
Allegre, 2008 ) .

206
r:f( 2381;b)> - ( e/\238T1 -1 ) PREX e)\zsle
n( 207Pb) j ( e,\mrl B ) = e).z35t _ eA235T1
n ( 235 U )

TENE S T AR OS82 28 0] B3 Ay 2B AR X

Jw(x)w(y,) = (2, = X;) (3, = V) +w(y,)

ARSI E I, MR O E B HA MG,
AL Mg " T—"" Xe B A7 4F, FEXF N B4R O R
433 (Allegre, 2008) .
n(*Mg) _ [n(26Mg)]
n(*Mg) n(*Mg) I,
n(®Xe) _ [n(mXe)]
n(®Xe)  Ln(™Xe)l,
n('*Xe) . [n(]zgl)]
n(™Xe) Ln(™D)],
25 B AT, 33X LTS I () U AR A 1Y
S MK VA S A =R % S & G S i SR A P
22) (x;,y,) i = 1,2,3, - ,n  GEEERAA RN "5
DA PR U5 e BT RARE R IR MR
22 JF it DR B S5 AL, ST RE B ) L PF A
AT FLIE M SRR R

2 HEWED LG

RSt FE i — [ 67 3R LA D 3K R B A
(x;9,),0 = 1,23, ,n(n >2) MK H AR
ARy ZEBREBCR Ly =a+xb , Hra,
b ATREESEL, MG L S EE S Z A )
T2 S Fe/Naf, A3 BB B, ¢ T
25705 A, R York (1969 ) , A PR 25 A 1) die— i
B

n(*Al) . [n(Z(’Al)
n(*Mg) Ln(*ADI,

k-

S = g[w(xl) (x; _Xi>2 -2p, -

'(yi_Yi>2 (1)

(1-p))

S = Zwi(yi_a_bxi)z (2)
i=1

X HL (o y) SRS NINRAE, (X, Y,) SR A 4
ECE ), Bl S B BRI A
w(a,) o (y;) JPBIER @ AHEA oy TE Y

AL, 308 FRDR I L ) AN B (B o 22 ) EI’J”?
JrEIECZ H BD w(x;) = m\w(%) = m

(Mclntyre et al. , 1966; York, 1966, 1967, 1969;

Brooks et al. , 1972 ; Titterington and Halliday, 1979 ;

G. f8/R, 1983 Borcherds and Sheth, 1995 ; Sheth et

al. ,1996; 32\1.42,2010) , o (x,) o (y,) JEE i Ak

i 25 E B x Y BIAREZE w0, HAT R
w(x)w(y;)

b w(y;) +w(x;) —2bp;, Jw(x,)w(y,)

1

YT () + b (x) - 2pa(x)a(y) )

pi N A A Fly AR IR ZEAH I R B (error
correlation , T UL 3% 25 A0 X fe /N — 314843 ) , % T U-
Th-Pb JU4E, ti TR AL BR AL B v, .y, S [ i [ 2500
U, TR 25 R 22 A OC 2 88, x4
Tk LR T 2 A E XA SEL

M, = 0B, 0y BIRZEAHI, X IF53] York
(1966 ) | Borcherds FlI Sheth ( 1995) H filf #i %] 11
Deming (1943 ) it 5 SCIY i 22 F- 07 Fi 24 =, Bl S
(1) xF Bz 1y (4) 20, BL & Melntyre 55 (1966 ) |
Wendt (1969 ) [ 55| H Brooks, 1972 ] . Borcherds #fl
Sheth (1995 ) . Sheth % (1996 ) , fi] 5% £ 1 X1| 3¢ 0y
(2011) AT A5 (2) XA (5) 3K,
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Fig. 1 Ilustration of relationship between various variables
in least squares fitting of a straight line
LN E B LN EBE, (v, ) KA, (X, Y) A
Xof IO PR RE A, RO y 7 [ RBR2E , ar 2R o0 7 10 (3R 22
L is the best straight line, L’ is the adjustment line, (x;,y; ) is the data
point while( X;,Y;)is the adjustment point corresponding. yr; denotes

residual in y direction,and xr; in x direction

n

S = ~ [W(x,) <xi _Xi>2 +W(yi) (yi - Yi)z:l
(4)
5= iwi<yi_a_bxi)2 (5)

w(x)w(y)
B w(x,) +bw(y,) =
1
YT + e (x) )
B 25 TG HL 5 A & Z R — B L
KFR. LABIEREHL y = a + xb, HEEM KA
(x;,y,) 5 (X, Y) WHEZK L HREL AR b
ARy J7 1522 (y, -residual , LR yr 387 ) 5 «
J7 5% 25 (x;-residual , IR ] 2r, 7R ) Z 10, B

, o] 2 yr; y, = Y
L gt = 1= I (1)

LR BEE S B (RI28 e b) 2L,
S WEHHNH R AR, 2 S Bt/ MEL, BT A i i
2 AL A B G B bR BB 2 MR A, 1%

P2 T R RS HZk . D7 R L, X HLE iR
&UAE%‘ZFJ?XTT”E’JS Mf/MEN ST o BUF M

f] B T A /D AT R B IR A G
TAFMR P2 /D =R B EIG Tiik . SEbr
JSEFH R D AR X AR B R AL, 6 5l 5 A i
INTHEA T EE A

2.1 LTBEE/NZFE
( normal/ordinary least squares)

Joi 44 S8 S, X A 2R A8 B 22 1Y) e/ )N 34U
BT (N SR 45, 1995 5 [R] B KA &7 &R
2002 ; 25 B, 2001 ; A% 5 45 2008 5 F B2 ] 45, 2008 ;
TGN F AR A, 2010 5 ] I FE A0 ST, 2011 ), 7
Isoplot #¢)" 12 i Fl Z HIf , 45 IR AU 55 22 F X A 5 ik
[ AR (1983) frid | o ARIBE x; AFAEIRZE (1, =
X))y FERZE (y, # V) , 2w, = w(y,) = L(ANA
Hw(x;) = oo) X FrGEHESUTS v TPAT A
B R B AL S HE (18] 2a) ,

S Yl Garbe) (@)

Xt E M — R, (8) &S KTF ab Y
T ICRRE, AR 22 50 R R AR AR 2R 1R (TR B Ry b
FIE# 22,2002) 20 5% S SRET a b (90 3L, I

S(a,b)

é‘\;H;j‘j09ﬁ%:
%:—22(%—&—1)%):0,
M
o9 _ . =0
% ZZx(y, a - bx,;)

AR B IR B A R B IR R,
na + be Zy (9)
ain+be?= in% (10)

P5(9) . (10) , A5 ( S IM%5E 1995 ; F ZRH 452008 ;
B AR 2008 ; fa] BERE AT X SCUE, 2011 ) .

any, 2 Zy
b 1=
an - Z} .
Z (v, =) (3, =)
== (11)
2 (%, _;)2

=y - bx (12)
R Y = %zxi,y - Ly moyman
L BAEA BL A S, X AL HE

/N e AR AT

HZER, WK T R 2ZH AT v (v, #
Xy, =Y.),2w(x,) =1,w, =w(x,)/b* =1/b* (7]
IR w(y,) = o), FEATALH, WA 2b,

X — BB FEXT R, /D ARk R —
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T SCIAE « de/ N R AU U5k B HUAE )07 28 AR A v 9 IR 5 805

A ANFFAEIRZE , X ML o T T [ 28 o
AR T TA a vy, AR IR, 3 A AR AN A
Mo EH NN, X T Rb-Sr 4B £k, & 2
n("Rb)/n("Sr) 1y W Rk B3R 2% A A L n(YSr)/
n(*Sr) (R 2 KT 2, IR HDRE BT A 1R 22 3 F
n("Rb)/n (" Sr) ity (AL 538 f5e /b — ik, sl
ATRIEZ ) o Sm-Nd ST .
2.2 iEERNZRE
(normal/ordinary weighting least squares)

X S0l f /s ARk B U, ST AN TR Y
RHE TR JAFRACE, R« AEAERE
(2 = X)),y AFAERZE (Y, # Y)) &M w, =w(y;) =
/6 (y,) (TN R w(x,) = o), T AL H 15

Fy (K 2a),
S(ab) = 3, UZ(IT[% ~ (a+bx) ] (13)

[F] 3, o] LA 98 0S/0a = 0,08/0b = O, fift 153
( Bruzzone and Moreno, 1998) .

SS. — S8
b xy x My
ss. -§
(14)
o 5.5, -85,
a = —0x = .
Y ss, - 8

S, = waf, S, = ;wyf, S, =
n iwixl iwiy
zwixiy x = i:,ly ’ 97 = i:,lz w; =
= Y w, Y w
= =1
_ 1
w(:Y;) _O_Z(yi)o

Xt (14) b b By FIR it — AR ] 153 (15)

X
Zl,wi(xi -2)(y;, = y)

b — i
Zwi (xi - 9;>2
i=1

ML, DR T IR ZERI T o, (2, # XLy, = V)
IR AL B, 4 w(x) = 1o (x) 0, =
w(x) /b (ATA R w(y,) = o), HETTH E B A4 &
HE (I 2b) .
2.3 FRAEMERNFE

(standard weighting model )

3 i/ e LA A i fe /N e g —
AR BRI R 5 I — A B IR 22, 1E [R) L R AR
FREEWTFE R, AN AE A U, DT AN R s T
AR, X BIRAIERGHA

PRUENIAASE R 2 SR 22 Foe /N — i 1Y — Bl ok
T, BRI AN R iR 22 HAR w(x,) =
w(y,) = TOXERE WA AR BRIy 5% 28 /NI —

) w0, = ﬁ I T A I 2 B A AT L
B RS B 20) it
Ll Ny
S_1+b2;(9’i bi) (16>

Iﬂi:,é\ aS/aa = 091%:

(15)

a= 1 zy —binlx,;) =y b (17)
4 08/0b = 0,15
N lbzgxi(yi -a-bx;) +
b : >
21413?55;; (y, —a -bx,)> =0  (18)

B (17) ACA(18) AT T b B—IL Ik
TR, i Z O — AN #3) .

D R R MO MY D D N B IRl D M T 1§
2Z<xi -x) (¥ =)

. o B 1 n B 1 n
BEFRARR e = % xy = =¥y
i=1 i=1

a BRI bl A G L 2ad B0 34
2 (17) 3,5 (12) AABARA
2.4 FREIRSI ISR/
(standard independent weighting model )
Sheth 24 (1996) ¥ o(x,) = o(x,) = -

(19)

o(x) = =0(x),0(y) =0(y,) = =0(y)
= =o(y) Ho(x) # o(y) BEEFIEREMR
SEJASL, BIVAEF e e i, x AR S (R 1R 25— 3,y 22
W R 2Z W —FH « Ay BIRERE, X,
w(x,) = 1/6"(x) =w,,w(y,) =1/ (y) = w,,w
S A PR AN AT (P 2d)

= 3 s
w, + b w,




806 MooJE O F 2013 4

W, W,

S = El(yi—a—bxi)2 (20)

2
w, +bw2i:1

4 9S/9a = 0,08/9b = 0,[A] I fi#fs .

OO Tk +/[ DIRCE R WO IR b ORIl |

b =

22 (xi _'/;>(yi _97)
(21)
co LS so by epaa . R R WRTEECRE) TR
" nis B, Bl o(x,) = co(y),c HHE, XM w(x,) =

+

~

i=1

Bruzzone £l Moreno ( 1998 ) i~Hi¢ T — Fh 8 —fi%

A (a) A o A ©

P (b) L L
y y y

A N N
0 ” z 0 x ~ 0 x u
A A A

@ . © B () .
Y LS

y y Y

~ > >
0 X - 0 X i 0 X

Pl 2 AN[A)SEI A B/ 3R i v Bt IR O 5 () (I ) 3 die /N — SR ), 25 B AR bR A 18 2, T A7
PR AT T o B, 5 ZE U B2, 8 T ) — 25000 5, AR A 3538 e/ — 3R UL 5 3853 e/ — UL 5 T UL LR AT g
SN (b) AU ) 5 e/ — i, FUB JERARAR A DR 22 5 (¢) ARVENNAURERL, Br Ay i B LR AR B A AT HAfE B T iR
LG LA (d) PRI SL AL , i A ] B AR AR P47 5 (e ) ML AT, — i D0, AN [ Kcdls 5 o 9 B A1
7, AEFRAITE = A B XA 5 (F) R 22 AR SR A A e/ — 3Bl A B, [ R AN [] 5 5 A TR B A AT (EL R B A 1R
HITE= AL IX N (2% York, 1966, 1967, 1969 ; Borcherds and Sheth, 1995; Sheth et al. , 1996; Mahon, 1996 ; Bruzzone
and Moreno, 1998 5 3¥41%)

Fig. 2 Various types of adjustments in different models of least squares fitting: (a) normal/ordinary least squares and normal/
ordinary weighting least squares, only the errors in y direction are considered. It should be noted that weighting least squares may
have different results from the not-weighting in this situation; (b) normal/ordinary least squares and normal/ordinary weighting
least squares, only the errors in x direction are considered; (c¢) standard weighting model, all the adjusting lines are parallel to
each other and are perpendicular to the best fitting line at the same time; (d) standard independent weighting model, the adjusting
lines are parallel to each other; (e) independent weighting model, the adjusting lines are not necessary to be parallel but should
be situated within the shadow area; (f) error correlated independent weighting model, the adjusting lines are not necessary to be
parallel or be restricted within the shadow area( after York, 1966, 1967, 1969 ; Borcherds and Sheth, 1995 ; Sheth et al. , 1996,
Mahon, 1996 ; Bruzzone and Moreno, 1998)



5 AR . /N TR BRI A 5 T I LR TR 2 b SARAR 2 (K B P 5T 807
Y ya h— Al —— A/”l‘“/
. L = 21 a(y) = 1 A B X8 .6(x,) 8(y,) RN S o,y 1 — B A2 )
o (x) o (y) o (y) [IEABE 250 1 < A8 43 k7 3 — B 4 3 2 R, T A8 43

WARI A B PAT ) I B R 3 B B R A
(Kl 2d), H
bx.)?

_ 1 . (yi - a - by,
1+ bl 22 o (y,) (22)
S B/ MEZE T b I IR TR, iR 2 IR iE

WO — A5l i ARAE S LA B mRHE, 15 3
( Bruzzone and Moreno,1998) .
2¢h = L + =5 Cb
\/[1 - Cb2 T4 (b )? (23)
(SS,, -S.S, )2

(SS“ - Sx) (SS,, - Sy)
XHE b 5 (14) P b, B T EE (B «, K
5 22 i BT A% 10 A ,5.5,.5, .S, ... .S, il
2.2 IR
2.5 SRR ZFEE
(independent weighting model )

IRV i f /) AU Y B — I, HL IR
W25 B AR S vy BARTRE BE, TR o () .
o(y,) ZHEZAFERENBF KR, 5Lk
2.1 ~2.4 5B IE T AN [R], 0 i ) B 28 — A 51
17, IR FEAR I 2y FBASAFAE R 22 I 7Y 5
TRV o 2 DL e e A TR P A B = AT N (I
2e) , MM HASAS IR Z b FIEEE o BYREHT R, 2200 fd
AL, SHRA T BB FRA It 20K BE 1 1 DLt
NI PR AL BRI
2.5.1 Jhs7nBUERY R R —

York (1966) 1550 (4) F T fif thix > [ i,
SEZE I, DUR i — 20 SR M i A A O i e -
2.5.1.1 $E1

S = z [w<xl) (x; _Xi)z +w(y;) (y; _Yi)zJ

SIERT X, Y, Iz R AR IEZ RARAEL A5 1 S s
RN, 24 S B AE RS, H—Bh A7 R 0, RIA

= - ;2[w(x[)(x£ ~X)8(X,)1-
22[10(%)(% —Y)8(Y)1=0  (24)
anw(xfﬂxi - X)8(X,) +

S ) (- ¥8(N) =0 (25)

S TFERIZ 6 R/ E 1 7 2, o 8
i, AR A ST B SO TR BT, A
PEANE B 5 ST 55 2 KR (2004) B B2 T %%
(2011) ],
BT (X,,Y,) R TR A B b A
Y, = a + bX, (26)

PR R AR5, 5 5

5, + X5, +b5(X,) -6(Y,)) =0 (27)
MFARR i, (27) SIS — A ETRHA,
Iesf A, 1)

8.3 A +8, Y (AX) +53 [A8(X)]
- AS()] =0 (28)
(25) +(28) 18

i {[W<xl) (xi - Xi) + b)\i](S(Xi) }+

{lw(y) (y, - Y,) =1,]8(Y) } +5a;)li +

i=1

5bi(ALX;) =0 (29)
£ 8(X,).8(Y,) .5,.6, ARECH 0,155

— b,

x;, — X, = w(x) (30)
A

y: =Y, —w(yi) (31)
i/\i =0 (32)
E(AX) =0 (33)

$(30) (31)63\71U1t/\(26)43 IR R XY, A
3.

et o0
H(34) U A, 153
A = w,(y; —a - bx;) (35)
w; H1(6) 45
2.5.1.2 HE2
WAE, (32) ((33) (35) —3h (n +2) PMEEL,
(n+2) NARHAE b FIA, o HRHE(32)FI(35) , A
Zw(y—a—bx)—o (36)

1‘&??5(33)%(35) A
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Z"lw,-(yi —a-bx)X; =0 (37) 22 w, (%, ;fin()yi -y)
B (30)IRA(37) B4 X, 453 a = Y o (45)
;wi(yi_a_bxi)[xi+wlz):cl:>]=0 (38) 3; l w(x,)
iﬁebﬁkﬁaﬁ,lﬁ: Z Wit i}y("x__>y)z - Zw (%, —x)°
Z[Wi(yix[—axi—bxf)] + B = : ) _ (46)
"iZI 32": w, (% —x)
Zl[wi(yi _a_bxi)w[z/y\ci.)]zo (39) i=1 w(x;)
5 (35) AL (39) 2, Bl A, 1451 2 wilx =) (5 =)
C 2 Y =~ (47)
Z[Wi(yixi — ax; _bx,;):l + " wf (x, -x)?
T o 2w
2wt e bt O] =0 0) gy e RO R, ISR

X HLAT DL (36) L (40) [R gk i a b o
2.5.1.3 $&3

e, WA (36) P o REI[ 5 (12) 2P
AR ]

w;y, —biwlx
a = = - izl =y - bx (41)
2w
=
X H
Z(Wiyi> 2(“&%)
¥ = i:ln T = i:ln (42)
2w 2w
i=1 i=1

5 (41) AUA (40) =, AL 5 B A3 3 York
(1966) i “fe/N e iy 7, FH b, Ew
Mahon (1996 ) Bk R ZI Y, B T w, L&A b, itk
Xt L — B S5 77
" wl2 (v, —x)°

Py

izl w(%)

. w,2<xl -x)(y, =) _

iz w(x,)

2b*

" _ " W%<i_7)2
b[ w, (x, —x)% - 2#]+

i=1 =1

lei(xi_;)<:yi_)7> =0 (43)
(43) X, BN — IR BN 1,15
b’ —3ab® +3B8b -y =0 (44)

Hrp

b, =a+2 Vol =B+ COS%(QD +2mj),
J =0,1,2 (York,1966)

@ dage L,
- 2 2
% B cosp = - =

Ve -B)

York (1966 ) 45 i by & FA TR R BIAR , BBt «
b=a+2Va -B- cos;f(go +6m) (48)

HI T a By B EA w,, 10w, PUEAH b, I
ARE A (48) b fige th B ity A REER b o X I
ity 2 207 B SRR A Ak (2 W22 K 45,2001 ),
ML (2 02 E1E,2002) . fa] 2t
o

© B —A b ERE b, , FEA(6) it
Bw, IR FTIRAAA(45) L (46) . (47) 157 « By,
PR (48) 155 b, 5

@ ¥ b o) FOA(6) T w, IR FTFAHRA(45)
(46) . (47) I3 o By, HE— LW ITAHRA(48) 15
@J b(3>;

® K TESLLAF e, 1 by, - boy < o0
X e BTN IR Z ) b oy 5 b, 45
JUTF-58 4 AH A5 B RCMEL, O T IRATHT ZOR A RER b
RS RE ob 1y BICRFISRAER b

X, @ R (12) (2 (41) 20 o

5 (30) LB ARA(T) 2L 13— MR A B XY
Feikx(York,1967) ,

' o 2 1 W(xt)
L' R = - 3 w(y)
i G RT LA R AR 7 1), T LA Y, T RE 2R ) AR

(49)
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T SCIAE « de/ N R AU U5k B HUAE )07 28 AR A v 9 IR 5 809

RERAEE BLMRER b £F 5 5, 25 B B 2k
fETE 2 Fosi =M XN AR T 2.1 79
2.5 FHL
2.5.2 P INAURBIREEEC

Hp 223 (Mclntyre et al, 1966; Wendt, 1969,
5| B Brooks, 1972; Borcherds and Sheth, 1995
) MMA(S) & T, A S W/ ME RS 1 26 1F,
P RERFEEE AT I . T IFRA T2 T,

S = Zwi (yi—a _bxi>2
=1

_ o wlx)uly)
= w(x,) +bzw(9’;)
/7“\85/60 = O,ﬁ%:

(9’[ -a- bxi)2

i“’i(%‘ -a - bxi) = 0=
iz
iwiyi _biwixi
_ = iz
S
iz

=y —bx  (50)

a

2 9S8/0b = 0,715,

wax,(y, —a —bx;) +
i=1

billw<yi)w2i<yi_(l—bxi)2 :O (51)
e (50)FRA(ST) A3 2] .
i [w(yi)wz ; (xi _;)2]1)3 B

ilz[wui)wz (=) (s =) 18 +

S Lw(y)w? (v = 7)° - wpx,(x, - ) 1b +

Zwixi(yi_y) =0 (52)

[FARERDRE (52) BT b B =k TJ5#E,
AR EAR AL PRI ]

Borcherds £l Sheth (1995 ) 34 42#4 (50 ) =LA
(S1), M2 =07 R0 52 e M 5 7% 3 16 A
s MRS (ST AR 2 —4 ke

Ab> +Bb +C =0 (53)
Horp
A = azwz(yi)w<xi)xi - zwz(yi)w(xi)xiyi
B = azzw2<yi)w<xi) _2azw2<yi>w<xi)yi
+ 2w (y)w(x)y; = Y w (x)w(y)x

C = z wz(xi)w(yi)xiyi - az wz(xi)w<yi>xi
X TF G FH A

@© FEE /N B AT 2 b IR TE by, EA
(50) 5 a, XA a fRA(S1) 2, H5EAGH] b PR
MR b AR K D Hra fRA(S) 43515K S,
VPR INT S XL b AR b {8,180 b, B b,
FARA(SL) AR S b A, 5 @ 2kt
HLR8) b, MRIRER AFE] by, HEN b(yyy — by <
coe 5 2.5 1 WP AHIE] XY by SR @ R
MR
2.5.3 MAMBEBSHER/N_REEPXR

FTLATAH 2.1 ~ 2.4 75 fir iR 1 PO A ss A 2 2.5
ST A R /N SR BB 1 R IR TE L AR A
W A TR YR SR T, BB 15 B R b 1Y AT
fife, M0 HLSE B h 2 A 5 Z R [l DR A e
S B o T ST A S5 /) 3 455 AU ) G i A
fift 5 FHIEAE A TR 53

2.1 ~2.4 95Dk Je 2.5.2 AR 2 H W S 50k 0
VEJ AR AR 4 25 A1 2R A 4 e ), DR O L fip 2 A 3
FR T 2. 5. 1 R AR 745 8, 45 7€ 2.5. 1 1ivh
(43) A [F] 18 25, i — 25 5, ) Al 4 3 24 5K
(11) . (15).(20) \(22),

2.6 REMWERE/NTFEE error correlated
independent weighting model )

York (1969 ) ¥t <7 nAASE B ik — 2P 52 Je Ak, 4
H ) (2) PidH R A, IR #FR2ZEHC (R
) p REMIEXANSEL Mo (x,) Flo(y,) ZEH
MR BREL, [ p, [<1, BHIKO B, o (x,) Flo(y,)
AHE ST 2 A XE D 1, BEH 58 e 2 PEAH
K, + 1 FEIRAE MG, -1 W17 AH 2 (Ludwig, 2008 ;
R 3, 20015 %0k 7%, 2010 4% 52 4% F1 £ AR A,
2010) . T8 A LAY U-Ph 38 F 1 | 35 2546 [ 1
PRI R 25 ARG R B Sl o X6 T I AR /N — 5
25, A ISR SRR 22 , T HL2% SRR M A
B 22 Z [A] AR AH G 28 00, 3 IR T A N 4t ) el 8 4
—JEAPAT, A REITE Bk 2.5 35Tk B
WA E 2)

2.5 WEM, AN XET, L SH—
B2 5329 0, 8 (2) & T, 0 5lxF a b SR 54
FEAHEE RN 0, 40 b 9T HRd . X BN FHO
S, BRI o York (1969) M (2) &
T BB R NIV 5 TR
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N w UV piUi2 \ w’ Uiz Vi2 _ v 2] UV ini2 -
b ; i[w(xi) T q ]+b; i[w(yl.) _w(x,;)] ;wi[w(y,;) T a ] 0 (34)
P AU S BRI N -
b =- ?[ Ut _ V52]+
A tw(y) w(y)
oo U V,? S oar UV, pV? 1 UV pV7E
: - 4 ) , -
/;”me PTERL AN B T s i Al DY (55)
- o] UV, p.Vi
22w [w(xi) "OT]
S U, bV, V.
O
ﬁ l) — il:l w(yz) w('xl) Q; (56)
sz[ U, . bV, _bpiUi]
= w(y;)  w(x,) «Q;
/\EF': J—:ti+;§‘|‘?§:£UO
S 3 HESEMERMT
U = x - x,V, =y, —y,y = X = \
T s TR A HANRE b RIRE o 19122
) = (brife 22 ) iH 5, 8 2 R Y & % 22 14 348 A X
Z (wx,) (Mclntyre et al. , 1966; York, 1966, 1969 ; Brooks
Mﬂi’a’, = Jw(x)w(y,) (57) et al. , 1972; Kullerud, 1991; Mahon, 1996), 1M
> w, York (11969 ) Br 47 9 i 22 2~ = W A7 76 4 %
. 531(3) s ( Titterington and Halliday, 1979; Mahon, 1996 ),
i =H o
x oy HOBR A0 - Titterington and Halliday (1979 ) F#x KSR e
o b 3 o~ by T (A R AT H AR ., Sheth %
oo Xo= wloyw(y) (1996) WV 155 —Fi b iff 22 19 1507 ik o Ei
(s B BT B KA
(a4 b, — 3 [0} = o] Wt T 5 0 T A £ 1 51 2
yi - Y, =~ lw(xi)w(yl-)L — J& , Infar i AR XA
(59) 3.1 HREEMNITE
) b O L2 49— By B,
LR = () (60) R RY BT L3 ok 456 2 AR R 1 75 51, o 7] 2K

Hﬂﬂ: w[\;\y\U[,\Vi *%Bé\ﬁ b, _[J:[:(SS) iﬂ]
(56) MMM 2R AL ca L, AT HT(12)

F:bziw

2[ UV,
a lw(x,) Q; =

i

PiUi2]+b"w2 Ui2 Vi2 ]_iwz[ UV,

w(y,) _w<xi) i=1

AL A THE S . 1E(56) XN F(b,x,,y,) =0,
A

i

ini2
w(?’i) - «; ] (on)

MRARIRZEL A (B IS ZE 8 75 09 5 k) , 7 ( Titterington and Halliday, 1979 ; Mahon, 1996 ; 2%\l %%,

2010) .

o, = ;[(;ﬁ)z sl (x;) + (;;’)2 .

AR e R R 3 2 X (R BF R A R 4% ,2002)

() +2p.0 ()0 () (2] (2] (62)

ay;
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aF oF
b 0%; b ay;
T T T (63
ab ab
DL b PRI ST, it AT 4531 Mahon (1996 ) Fit 82K«
" F\* F\* F\(dF
. 2%[(35) ot (x) + (%Z) -o-<f> +2p¢rcm>a<%>(§;)(§;)] -
&)
b
C F\? 1 F\? 1 2p, F F
‘ i z;[((%) 'm*(gz) 'w(yi)+/m.(((;gi).(((;)%)]
o o) = e (65)
%)
XFREE @ MIR2E , WAl R I 73 8 (12) SBEVERT ~, oy, BIRREL A -
a’i = inl [(gi)za'z(xi) + (g;i)za'(y,;) +2pia(xi)o(yi)(§—2)(§—;)] (66)

¥ 0F/dx, JOF/ 0y, . 0F/ b . 0a/dx, .da/dy; {E A (64)
(66) =, 52| L F W 2 (Mahon, 1996; Titterington
and Halliday, 1979) .

1

o, = —; (67)
Z [wi<xi _9?)]
23 ()
g, = ———— (68)
2

York (1969 ) Hhik Jy a] LURF 52 3¢ T e 46 H
LR WP E 25 EAE N, EA iR 224l 4 29 Y
AHAEE (York, 1966,1969 ; Kullerud, 1991) , R .

o,exp = o, VvMSWD,

o, exp = o, vMSWD (69)
A K MSWD [ 4L o Mahon (1996 ) 1A Ay i Ffi i
e WU AR BER UL AN A 1Y, Q2R MSWD /T
1T s R IRR 22 0 PRI A S B b ey I 38, —
AR,
3.2 HEEREXHE

WA EZE (o Mo, 5 1U3R 68% Y EL(E X
[]) e L2 (EHERf AL 1. 96, R 1) G BIRE b Al
WIE @ 95% 1Y EAF X o 258 b, XA T $ 2
FHT R4 T 55 IR A0 AR i B8 s 2 0 22 (B n %
K, HARERFNEEE 75 45 R R B2 20 A o 3%
I, SESE I 9 207 (1. 9607) [X ], (03 T HER %
BEER T 95% 11 H FR DX I S 1006 Bl sl i
AT B LA 1 — 3 A 1Y o (G HLERO. 025, X1 F95%

MBS X)) 2 Aim 1, (a = 0.025) (SRS
FIE 22754 2010) (Mahon, 1996; Ludwig, 2008) .
X

b=b"+1, ,(=0.025) 0,,a=a" xt1, ,(«
=0.025) « 0,(b" FIREARFE 0 [[]),

M EUDEE, RRRR IR ZE SRR K IERE R
Wk, Ludwig( 1998, 2000, 2003 , 2008 %) — P 5
WEAR 3 a4 RAFIER

4 MSWD

R P Wendt A1 Carl (1991 ), MSWD ( mean
squared weighted deviation ) 13 74K

MSWD = %2 (y, —bx, —a) ~w, (70)

HoHp f=n-k, S B XA L R0 2Pk
Bl & B L, T JCBR i 2 R 2t el 9, & B 2
(Mahon, 1996) ,n F/Rl4 A A EE S8 H o w,
W (3) X (6) X, L%, X H .
MSWD = 57 (71)
RIS AR 00 B4R T X I 1 s 2 F- 7 (S ™) 1 °F- 1
fHo ARAELIL 3 PETHS AL S ™ B K/ T T
A B 5 B A AR I R ) R B XS T B
FUREALF B AR B ZR I, ST HUE A 0, 245K MSWD
W4 0, 2RI FI I Ol 4 6 BAR AR 1Y
Wendt 1 Carl (1991) REGEiE T MSWD 151t
B F5 2 A B S SR LA B R S
TAX H o3 B 2o AR v A B AL R 25 BT 5 |/, IR 4 MSWD
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PRI 1,1 == [ 2 95% BB ATIX i

EREAH 2 (2 S i
o 21 T ISR , MSWD 15 95% & 15 IX.
(] Sy S, FL AP H s 2278 MSWD 115 95% 1) B

x 1 AEBHEMX A MSWD g 71E
Table 1 The critical MSWD values versus degree

of freedom
BB | FEHE FAE | Luswn (95% ) | Hyswp (95% )
1 1.0 0. 455 0.001 5.020
2 1.0 0. 694 0. 025 3. 690
3 1.0 0.790 0.072 3.117
4 1.0 0. 840 0. 121 2.775
5 1.0 0.870 0. 166 2.560
6 1.0 0. 892 0.207 2. 400
7 1.0 0.907 0.241 2.286
8 1.0 0.918 0.273 2.188
9 1.0 0.927 0. 300 2. 111
10 1.0 0.934 0.325 2. 050
11 1.0 0.936 0.347 1. 991
12 1.0 0.942 0.367 1.942
13 1.0 0. 946 0. 385 1. 900
14 1.0 0.950 0. 402 1. 864
15 1.0 0.953 0.417 1. 833
16 1.0 0.956 0.432 1. 800
17 1.0 0.959 0. 445 1.776
18 1.0 0.961 0. 457 1.750
19 1.0 0. 963 0. 469 1.732
20 1.0 0. 965 0. 480 1.710
21 1.0 0.967 0.490 1. 690
22 1.0 0. 968 0. 500 1. 673
23 1.0 0.970 0.509 1. 657
24 1.0 0.971 0.517 1. 642
25 1.0 0.972 0.524 1. 624
30 1.0 0.977 0. 560 1. 567
40 1.0 0.983 0.610 1. 483
50 1.0 0.986 0. 648 1.428
60 1.0 0.988 0. 675 1. 388
70 1.0 0.990 0. 697 1. 357
80 1.0 0.991 0.715 1.338
90 1.0 0.992 0.729 1.311
100 1.0 0.993 0.742 1. 300

T BEFRES T S A R A R 1 i 5 3 E T3 B AL
R2ZFrg S, MSWD Bl S8 , 3% Mahon(1996) . 75 3 Wendt

A Carl(1991) ,Hysyp (95% ) 179 1 +2, / %o

Note: This table shows the critical MSWD values versus degree of
freedom when the data points are away from the best-fit line only due

to the analytical uncertainty, after Mahon(1996) , Wendt and Carl

(1991) also point out that the H ;) (95% )is about 1 +2 /%

FIX A A, B Ly R TR XEWRE
MSWD KT Ly IGO0 H IR AE 26 HAT 2. 5% (B
A HriRZEA T &) L 1 MSWD AH 5 F Hyswn 101
LA A 2. 5% AR (BRAEA 43 iR 22 Z A Y i
ZEAELE, BUCE B AR B R A ) o [RIBT, AR
1 AT LAE Y, H g 0 HE— 852 9 4E, 117 5 MSWD
P ESFIE 1 A—3, 2 [ H B R, P E
S SLET Sl G R

FE ROk — AN EEL Y (] U AE [F) L 2 H i A2
v, Gl iz B MSWD XHUL& 45 R A7 il B o 38 H ]
e IX AN, I T A5 B MSWD /T 1 B H
FEBT H gy B, U B LA BOR B 47, HA T S
2 T B R AR S e A
ELAME. 2T W BRBR A E S AE (2004 ) FF ik < 4
MSWD >2.5 i} AR RE & — AR iR 22 IR, s N
14 SCFI 5 4R = (2003 ) BTk, “ S (BLBR /)N | S5 B 2 o Tt
A o MAFAE I BRIL 2 DR 220, MSWD > 15 4 A7
TEHBERAL 2 R 22 BF , MSWD < 17 [a) JEARLF- I 3 AT
X4 ) B, Kalsbeek (1992)  Wendt (1992) % it E2
T —2i1E

TG, W Z B &, MSWD (B 4 52 % 5256 43
BT 22 Al T ERfR I A 52 e ( PRIE 2y, 2009 ; 3% 55 AT A
N (70) 5 (1) ZE(6) B HFE ), HA e i
ANk (B RANERTE ) U S5 BT 2, HX B3040 A
IR ZEA T HERR IS, MSWD A W] A Ry ki 36 40 & 45
()24 (Mahon, 1996) , {H 5L PRAF5E TAEH, iX 5
FFEAFRIEAN, EH A T — 28542k H Rb-Sr
SRR IEIAE ) SCFE R B, VF 2 S AR SR AE BT
LANA AR O AR Y (AT ) R 2ZEAG T, A
MSWD XFUA 45 R AT PEA, 2= B B 4 (2009) |
260K 45 (2011) (IKEL(1998) (HEAES45E(2011) L
5 HISE(2010) | JEIHESF (2010) (BRITIESE(2003) 2
R4 (2003) (EOLHAE(2008) , T TIRZEM
SCHR A, X AR 22 Ak T B O AR SR AR S AN B
P ZEBKSL % (2006 ) B H 15 H 44 B, n(YRb)/
n(*Sr) HAHSRFH 2% %22 | Sr Al & He A8 R AR 5T
SRS BEIR 22 0. 05% 5 Wk (2001) 3% Fin (T Rb) /
n(Sr) | n(TSr)/n(*Sr) o MR 2 4 0 A
1.5% 0. 02% , 348 3 52« — i it 4= Rb-Sr 250}
LB A iR 227 5 Mt W ] B 4 (2000) 1)
HAR Kn (T Rb)/n(*Sr) By AIRZE R 0.5% ~2% .

VR AR Lk 3 4 TR LA 23 AT 0 ik L
TR iriR 2, HaH TAUH Pl f
FIREAIL 152 25 5 | R 08 25X B AR LA B 4 25 B
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T SCIAE « de/ N R AU U5k B HUAE )07 28 AR A v 9 IR 5 813

MSWD (RHER A 0. (R3S F L B SO A
A EA R (LSRR AR A 50504
Brists , T ELIR AT 0] SR [ Mo B 75 5t A A
B LRI IR I TR SR A AT IR 2
SRS, B R LT IR0 4 FE G i
4k ( Allegre, 2008 ) , [ 7ERI A& B, U300 % F T 5
oMK E . SCBRBES b T 0, B 2 J 30
TTEAE 52 i 2 IR 3 22 00 46 T 75 10 46 1, 5 A6 SR
1 MSWD X484 45 S PR B 5L, DS v
{51, AR R R — 7 LR A 52 4 M L ) i £z
FHAL (L Zheng, 1989) , 7] i1 22 { Z fE 4% 76 FF B
GO RN R —E eSS B . RER I . — 7T
95% I {2531 FUR W1 4508 A A O e
iR R B LI 22 B 3 R, MSWD 2545 95% 1y
AT R 3 X 1 P9 L (B 36 R HE IR A 2L e 1R 2
S MSWD 35 XK B T R, 3 LR T
VA 2 KRR 5 57— 7 8, % F MSWD 35 AL
95% E (5 X [FI SN I 0 L WA T R 7T AR 2 1

LT e, 76 7 P IR0 22 M 4 P2 7 1 0 M
PR AT AR B, 75 A T PR A BT 7 A
(S RTRE i 3 FLR T B MR A M BT 52 2%
TEMCIERY |-, 4 MSWD 4 A 95% K& 11X ] Y
TR T2 S VA SR BL AT, 75 R T B M R 1%
HABE Z AT BRI A R 5%
T, T2 MSWD 75 A 95% 1 £ IX i Sk, L
SRR TR MSWD R % T3 K, L4 45 A7)
H—E B L, 298 MSWD 43 o, I B
T FERIAE AR, R oh TR A 1S 5 0
PR 45 B AR
5 i

TR ZH AR B0, B — Tk B R
LA R R B i, AT /=
Ter)™ g N AL ph DA BT P B 248 0
TR L 22 L AF , VS A B A5 B A 77 A 2 iR 9%
A2, 7508 05/ — T o M — A R A IR 22
AR S PR EL R R AT TR, 7 B oy B 4
AR B OB AT

SEF U, TATLERT ABFIE RIS b, 6B/ — 5
VT T R LS SR, VA T
N Tk A R ek BRI — T
P TR015 1 v 13 94 N 3 iy 17 9 N 37
DB IEMI K f /N Tk, 4 T4 I B/ =
e Y, L R LR AR RE R L 25

Tk o TERAHOCEC AR T kit — 2B 58 50 R Gidk
(1) [, A0 e Y 5 o B /N — e A 18 22 ] P A G
Fo REM KRN R LB A R — 1
&, Wb SE AL ARERE ST A B AE A 538 /)
TR B AR A R R B TR . 1R
ZEAHIE ST IMAGE WA e/ Ik A B AR L W
S BT ALgRR E AR AT B LR B, SCrp
2 VIR A= R N R RPN i = 4 Nt <37 =S
A BB

AT LAt AN R 40065 5SRO0 10, A ] 1) e 15
S, X SRVFAR IR EE A B 0 Re a5, R R G 3 (B 7Y
AT G . Xt U-Pb AN —2ih 4k, HREE B iR
ZH KB/ Tk, i % T Rb-Sr,Sm-Nd  K-Ar  Re-
Os SFRTER AT, AT 3% FH B — e =X A S in A i
INTAR . AR IR A A S AR A S AL A
HENIAY L (38 ) /D e i i BB AR AR 1, B AT SR
FHIX SEfRifb AR AY , T T A o8, XL, 28 R
% F Rb-Sr.Sm-Nd ZEit£k v, 1 Tr (Y Rb) /n(*Sr)
[n ("™ Sm)/n ("™ Nd) ] 952 5 1% 22 Lt n(VSr)/
n(*Sr) [n("“Nd)/n(""Nd) | ZRKF L, FILCR S
T e/ N e O A 3 A /N Ak K B A R
HLAE H LW R E 2 E T AR
[n("Rb)/n(*Sr) .n("'Sm)/n("™'Nd) 1, 814 &
DA

FATHE— 2 3 T S5 MSWD Xt F [f] 1 K Hb
BRI E S R 2% 5 L. #ig b fEA HE
I, LIZ 7 R ALAE B il SR A ML BT 5 T
I B S5 43 B i s > ) T A 18 2, (HLSE PR B R
SIS AT IR ZE R T AT . HIL, BLA S R
KATRZIE T LB iR 2E . STk, 76 e
JEAFE I RN AE 7 ik U ) S iy b, SR S5 4y
Mri 2= HERs 8424 MSWD J5 AH: 95% (42
X ERAS . FRKRE, A 45 R AR KNS %
B (HA AN HEBR B8 1 10 DU AR 25 JRAFFE 1 mT RE M
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Methods for Least Squares Fitting of a Straight Line and Their
Application in Geochronology

FAN Wenbo" , WANG Wenlong” , CHEN Yuelong' , LI Dapeng"
1) School of Earth Sciences and Resources, China University of Geosciences, Beijing, 100083 ;
2) School of Mathematics, Beijing Institute of Technology, Betjing, 100081

Abstract; The methods for least squares fitting of a straight line are applied widely in natural sciences and
social sciences, and geology is no exception, especially in geochronology. It is the normal/ordinary least squares
that is well known by much of the population, where errors in only one coordinate are considered. In fact, The least
square linear regressions is much more complex, especially when errors in both coordinates even the error
correlations are considered. Based on the previous research, an overview of the methods for least squares fitting and
its application in geochronology are provided here. These methods includes normal/ordinary least squares, normal/
ordinary weighting least squares, standard weighting model, standard independent weighting model, independent
weighting model, and error correlated independent weighting model. What’ s more, we give a brief study of the
parameter of MSWD , which is commonly used but makes many people confused in geochronological study. It is very
important for us to know all of these algorithm and their underlying assumption exactly, which will of course benefit
us a lot in choosing the best approach to calculate the parameters we need and assessing the results in
geochronology. Our study will also help improve the basic methods for least squares fitting in mathematics and could

be used in other areas.

Key words: methods for least squares fitting; fitting of a straight line; geochronology; MSWD; iterative
method





