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Table A1. U–Pb analytical data
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	Z01
	2.0
	86
	0.479
	1397.0
	169.4
	5253.5
	0.148
	1.0121
	0.22
	0.116378
	0.21
	0.06308
	0.05
	0.97
	709.7
	709.9
	710.8
	0.2

	Z04
	1.0
	48
	0.185
	408.8
	46.0
	3184.6
	0.057
	1.0165
	0.24
	0.116839
	0.22
	0.06311
	0.08
	0.95
	712.3
	712.2
	711.8
	−0.1

	Z05
	1.3
	260
	0.312
	2269.2
	326.0
	16059.5
	0.118
	1.4256
	0.22
	0.140156
	0.21
	0.07377
	0.04
	0.98
	845.5
	899.7
	1035.2
	19.5

	Z08
	8.0
	7
	1.376
	352.0
	52.6
	345.3
	0.421
	1.0127
	0.65
	0.116754
	0.61
	0.06291
	0.22
	0.94
	711.8
	710.2
	705.1
	−1.0

	Z10
	5.8
	31
	1.227
	1248.9
	180.8
	1598.3
	0.378
	1.0132
	0.25
	0.116627
	0.24
	0.06301
	0.08
	0.95
	711.1
	710.5
	708.5
	−0.4

	Z11
	3.5
	20
	0.629
	517.4
	65.3
	1115.9
	0.196
	1.0141
	0.30
	0.116403
	0.28
	0.06318
	0.10
	0.94
	709.8
	710.9
	714.4
	0.7


(a) All analyses were of single zircon grains, which had been subject to chemical abrasion (Mattinson, 2005).

(b) Total weight of common Pb.

(c) Ratio of radiogenic Pb to common Pb.

(d) Model Th/U ratio calculated from radiogenic 206Pb/208Pb ratio and 207Pb/206Pb age.

(e) Measured ratio corrected for spike and fractionation only. Mass bias corrections were based upon long-term analyses of NBS981. A correction of 0.16 ± 0.04%/a.m.u (atomic mass unit) was applied to single-collector Daly analyses.

(f) Corrected for fractionation, spike, blank and initial common Pb. All common Pb was assumed to be procedural blank.

(g) Errors are at the 2-sigma level, propagated using the algorithms of Ludwig (2001).

(h) Calculations are based upon the decay constants of Jaffey et al. (1971).

(i) Uncertainty (2 level) includes internal errors only (e.g. common Pb correction, counting statistics)
Table A2. Sm–Nd analytical data
	Sample
	Rock type
	Sm ppm
	Nd ppm
	147Sm/144Nd
	143Nd/144Nd
	εNd710
	TDM1

	Stan-06JE
	Gabbro
	3.77
	15.21
	0.1499
	0.512407
	−0.3
	1393

	Han-06JE
	Granite
	5.16
	25.90
	0.1205
	0.512222
	−1.2
	1468


1 Depleted mantle model age calculated using the 2-stage model of DePaolo, Linn & Schubert (1989)
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