
238U-230Th disequi l ibr ia provide an important
geochemical tool for many geological and environ-
mental applications (e.g., Ivanovich and Harmon 1992,
Bourdon et al. 2003). Determination of (230Th/238U)
requ i re s  measu remen t  o f  bo th  238U/232Th  and
230Th/232Th. Analytical challenges associated with
measuring the extreme 230Th/232Th of volcanic rocks

(typically < 10-5) are a significant limitation to these
applications, and create the need for widely available
certified reference materials (CRM) with well-characte-
rised 230Th/232Th ratios.

Initially, Th isotopic abundances were measured by
alpha spectrometry. However, these early data had

An Inter-Laboratory Assessment of the Thorium Isotopic
Composition of Synthetic and Rock Reference Materials

Vol. 32 — N° 1 p . 6 5 - 9 1  

We present a concerted international effort to 
cross-calibrate five synthetic Th isotope reference
materials (UCSC Th “A”, OU Th “U”, WUN, IRMM-35
and IRMM-36), and six rock reference materials
(UCSC TML, Icelandic ATHO, USGS BCR-2, USGS 
W-2, USGS BHVO-2, LV18) using multi-collector
inductively coupled plasma-mass spectrometry 
(MC-ICP-MS). We then compare our new values 
with a compilation of literature mass spectrometric
data for these reference materials and derive 
recommended “consensus” 230Th/232Th values for
each. We also present isotope dilution U and Th
concentration data for four rock reference materials
(UCSC TML, Icelandic ATHO, USGS BCR-2, USGS 
W-2).

Keywords: thorium, isotope ratios, 
rock reference materials, MC-ICP-MS, 
consensus values.

Nous présentons une campagne internationale
concertée d’inter-calibration de cinq matériaux 
de référence synthétiques (UCSC Th “A”, OU Th ”U”,
WUN, IRMM-35 et IRMM-36) et de six roches de
référence (UCSC TML, ATHO Islandais, USGS BCR-2,
USGS W-2, USGS BHVO-2, LV18). Cette inter-
calibration concerne les isotopes de Th et repose 
sur la spectrométrie de masse à multi collection
couplée à une source plasma (MC-ICP-MS). 
Nous comparons ensuite nos résultats avec une 
compilation des données de la littérature obtenues
par spectrométrie de masse sur ces matériaux 
de référence et en déduisons les valeurs 230Th/232Th
recommandées consensuelles pour chaque matériau.
Nous présentons aussi des données de 
concentrations de U et Th obtenues par dilution 
isotopique sur quatre matériaux de référence 
(UCSC TML, Islandais ATHO, USGS BCR-2, USGS W-2).

Mots-clés : thorium, rapports isotopiques, 
roches de référence, MC-ICP-MS, 
valeurs de consensus.
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errors (2s) of several percent due to the low specific
activities of the nuclides in many samples of interest.
High abundance sensitivity thermal ionisation mass
spectrometry (HAS-TIMS) achieved much better preci-
sions for a given sample size but was limited in sensi-
t i v i t y  by the h igh f i r s t  ion isa t ion potent ia l  of  Th
(Goldstein et al. 1989, McDermott and Hawkesworth
1991, Williams et al. 1992). Recent developments utili-
sing alternate ionisation methods such as secondary
ionisation mass spectrometry (SIMS) and multi-collector
inductively coupled plasma-mass spectrometry (MC-
ICP-MS) produce more efficient ionisation of Th, resul-
ting in higher precision measurements and an ability
to work with smaller samples and shorter analysis
times (England et al. 1992, Layne and Sims 2000, Luo
et al . 1997, Turner et al . 2001, Pietruszka 2002,
Goldstein and Stirling 2003).

Whi le MC-ICP-MS has s igni f icant ly improved
measurement precision for Th isotope ratios (often
< 1 per mil internal standard error), the accuracy of
the measurement is limited by our ability to correct
for the: (1) tail ing of 232Th onto 230Th; (2) instru-
mental mass bias; (3) SEM/Faraday detector gain
c a l i b ra t i o n  a n d  ( 4 )  S E M  d e t e c t o r  l i n e a r i t y .
Abundance sensi t iv i ty  us ing MC-ICP-MS can be
significantly less than achieved on TIMS and SIMS,
and for some instruments the tai l ing of 232Th on
230Th can require a substantial correction (0.1-1%).
This effect is easy to quantify and correct, although
the error in the correction can approach the overall
measurement er ror.  Account ing for mass bias is
more difficult because there is only one “effectively”
stable isotope, 232Th, so an internal correction can-
not be applied. It was initially thought with MC-ICP-
MS that U isotopic s tandards, which have been
extremely well calibrated for the nuclear industry,
could be used either for bracketing or as an inter-
nal ly doped standard to correct for instrumental
mass bias of Th isotopes. However, U does not work
as an adequate proxy for Th because of small dif-
ferences in the U and Th instrumental mass bias
and the i r  respec t i ve ion energ ies th rough h igh
abundance sens i t i v i t y  f i l t e r s  (Ba l l  e t  a l . 2008 ,
Hoffmann et al. 2007). Therefore, the most reliable
and accurate technique to correct for both instru-
mental mass fract ionations between masses 230
and 232 and the relative difference in the efficiency
of the Faraday and SEM detectors is to use a Th
isotopic reference material interspersed between
each unknown sample (i.e., calibrator-sample-calibra-
tor bracketing).

There are several in-house synthetic Th isotope
reference materials (UCSC Th “A”, WUN, and OU Th
“U”), and two commercially available ones (IRMM 35,
IRMM 36) that have 230Th/232Th ratios comparable to
volcanic rocks. UCSC Th “A” has been well characteri-
sed by several laboratories over many years of TIMS
and SIMS analyses (see Rubin compilation 2001), but
it is no longer available for distribution. The other in-
house synthetic reference materials (WUN, OU Th “U”)
are less well characterised and have been analysed in
only a few laboratories. The IRMM CRMs are relatively
new and have large uncertainties, which are based
upon a combination of uncertainty in both the gravi-
metry and TIMS measurement of the low 230Th /232Th
stock solution. Because they are commercially avai-
lable, these IRMM CRMs are critical for the emerging
U-series community. However, to be of value for either
quality assurance or as a calibrator, the Th isotopic
composition of these IRMM CRMs needs to be much
better characterised.

We have orchestrated a concerted effort, involving
six different laboratories and three different manufactu-
rers of MC-ICP-MS, to measure in multiplicity, the Th
isotope ratios of several Th isotopic reference materials
(UCSC Th “A”, WUN, and OU Th “U”), with particular
emphasis on the new IRMM CRMs. We then compare
our new values to the compilation of the literature
mass spectrometric data for these reference materials
and derive recommended 230Th/232Th values.

We also report analyses for several rock referen-
ce materials (BCR, W2, TML, BHVO and ATHO) from
each laboratory. Three of them (BCR, W2, TML) are
important for constraining accuracy as well as preci-
sion for both 238U/232Th and 230Th/232Th because
their respective (230Th/238U) ratios are close to secu-
lar equilibrium. However, until recently the only rock
reference material that was measured regularly by
U-se r ie s  labora to r ie s  was  the  UCSC re fe rence
sample TML (Williams et al. 1992). It is sti l l avai-
l ab l e  upon  reque s t  bu t  ha s  h ighe r  Th  and  U
contents  than most  rocks and Th- r ich accessory
phases, so it is slightly heterogeneous in its Th/U
and 230Th/232Th ratios. Moreover, its extreme U and
Th contents (originally designed to facil i tate high
precision alpha counting measurements) and evol-
ved matr ix make i t  an inappropr iate moni tor of
accuracy for studies of basaltic rocks. Consequently,
th i s  s tudy prov ides  a compi la t ion o f  Th and U
concentrations for volcanic rock reference materials
to potentially replace TML.
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Experimental

All of the new Th isotopic synthetic and rock refe-
rence material data presented in this study were mea-
sured by MC-ICP-MS. This effort involved six different
laboratories (Woods Hole Oceanographic Institution-
WHOI; University of California, Santa Cruz- UCSC;
GEMOC Cent re Macquar ie Univers i ty,  GEMOC;
Universi ty of Bris tol ;  Universi ty of I l l inois ,  Urbana
Champaign- UIUC; Lawrence Livermore National
Laboratory- LLNL) and three different manufacturers
(ThermoFisher Neptune; Nu Instruments HR; Micromass
Isoprobe). Each laboratory approached this measure-
ment differently, though all from a TIMS background.
The analytical protocols and instrument parameters, for
each laboratory, are summarised in Table 1 and detai-
led in Appendix A. The thorium isotope measurement
protocols of two groups (UCSC and GEMOC) chan-
ged significantly after this study; these changes in their
analytical protocols are documented in Appendix A.

Uranium and Th concentration data were measu-
red by isotope dilution ICP-MS. Some groups (Bristol,
UIUC) analysed U and Th concentrations concurrent

with their U and Th isotopic measurements; while other
groups (WHOI, UCSC, GEMOC) spiked separate
liquid aliquots of the same dissolution and measured
the U and Th IDs separately, and sometimes on diffe-
rent instruments (e.g. ,  WHOI and UCSC used the
ThermoFisher Element2 instrument for these analyses).
The analytical protocols for the U and Th concentration
measurements for each laboratory are detailed in
Appendix A.

Results and discussion

Thorium isotopes

Results for 230Th/232Th isotope measurements are
presented in Table 2 and shown in Figures 1-8. For
comparison we also present (Appendix Table 1 and
Figures 1-8) the IRMM “gravimetric” values and a com-
pilation of literature values representing several diffe-
rent laboratories and mass spectrometric techniques:
HAS-TIMS (Reida and Ramos 1996, Turner et al. 1997,
Thomas et al. 1999, Rubin 2001, Zou et al. 2003,
Kokfelt et al. 2003); SIMS (Layne and Sims 2001, Zou
et al. 2002) and MC-ICP-MS (Lou et al. 1997, Turner et
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Table 2.
Thorium isotopic data for synthetic and rock reference materials from different laboratories

N Measured (2) 2s RSD (%) Relative standard Corrected (3) 2s RSD (%)
230Th/232Th error (%) 230Th/232Th

(x 10-6) (x 10-6)

WHOI
Synthetic reference materials
IRMM-35 28 11.399 0.7% 0.1% - -
IRMM-36 28 3.062 0.9% 0.2% - -
UCSC Th “A” - * - - - -
OU Th “U” 4 6.173 0.4% 0.2% - -
WUN 29 4.350 1.5% 0.3% - -

Rock reference materials
TML 15 5.820 0.8% 0.2% - -
ATHO 15 5.495 0.5% 0.1% - -
BCR-2 10 4.740 0.6% 0.2% - -
W-2 3 3.827 0.8% 0.5% - -
BHVO 1 5.843 - - - -

UCSC
Synthetic reference materials
IRMM-35 - 11.407 - - 11.463 -
IRMM-36 3 3.037 0.1% 0.1% 3.051 0.1%
UCSC Th “A” 11 5.828 1.6% 0.5% - -
OU Th “U” 11 6.172 1.0% 0.3% 6.203 1.0%
WUN 3 4.301 2.9% 1.7% 4.322 2.9%

Rock reference materials
TML 11 5.781 1.3% 0.4% 5.809 1.3%
ATHO 3 5.483 0.6% 0.3% 5.510 0.6%
BCR2 - - - - - -
W2 - - - - - -



7 0

GEOSTANDARDS and

RESEARCH
GEOANALYTICAL

© 2008 The Authors. Journal compilation © 2008 International Association of Geoanalysts

Table 2 (continued).
Thorium isotopic data for synthetic and rock reference materials from different laboratories

N Measured (2) 2s RSD (%) Relative standard Corrected (3) 2s RSD (%)
230Th/232Th error (%) 230Th/232Th

(x 10-6) (x 10-6)

GEMOC
Synthetic reference materials
IRMM-35 13 11.261 0.3% 0.1% 11.336 0.3%
IRMM-36 - - - - - -
UCSC Th “A” 57 5.817 0.5% 0.1% - -
OU Th “U” 159 6.173 1.2% 0.1% 6.214 1.2%
WUN - - - - - -

Rock reference materials
TML3 9 5.824 0.1% 0.04% 5.863 0.1%
ATHO - - - - - -
BCR-2 - - - - - -
W-2 5 3.870 0.2% 0.1% 3.896 0.2%

UIUC
Synthetic reference materials
IRMM-35 6 11.362 0.6% 0.2% - -
IRMM-36 4 3.044 0.3% 0.2% - -
UCSC Th “A” - - - - - -
OU Th “U” 18 6.153 0.7% 0.2% - -
WUN 7 4.322 0.4% 0.2% - -

Rock reference materials
TML 37 5.798 0.6% 0.1% - -
ATHO 16 5.523 1.0% 0.2% - -
BCR-2 17 4.731 0.3% 0.1% - -
W-2 - - - - - -

BRISTOL
Synthetic reference materials
IRMM-35 11 11.384 0.5% 0.1% - -
IRMM-36 7 3.047 1.2% 0.5% - -
UCSC Th “A” 8 5.856 0.5% 0.2% - -
OU Th “U” 8 6.193 0.6% 0.2% - -
WUN 12 4.328 0.6% 0.2% - -

Rock reference materials
TML 14 5.794 0.4% 0.1% - -
ATHO - - - - - -
BCR-2 11 4.748 0.8% 0.3% - -
W-2 - - - - - -
LV18 11 8.859 0.7% 0.2% - -

LLNL
Synthetic reference materials
IRMM-35 8 11.170 0.8% 0.3% 11.334 0.8%
IRMM-36 4 2.987 1.8% 0.9% 3.031 1.8%
UCSC Th “A” 9 5.771 0.7% 0.2% 5.856 0.7%
OU Th “U” - - - - - -
WUN 8 4.223 1.3% 0.5% 4.285 1.3%

Rock reference materials
TML 6 5.813 0.3% 0.1% 5.899 0.3%
ATHO - - - - - -
BCR-2 - - - - - -

(1) See Table 1 and Appendix A for each laboratory’s procedures for correcting mass bias, SEM-Faraday yield difference and tail correction.
(2) Values given are averages of each labaoratory’s replicate measurements, as given by N. Uncertainites represent 2s standard deviation and

standard error about the mean.
(3) WHOI and UIUC used UCSC Th “A” (5.856 x 10-6; Rubin 2001) for sample-calibrator bracketing so only “Measured” values are given;

Bristol value for UCSC Th “A”, derived from their “independently” characterised Th reference material is essentially identical to Rubin
(2001), so “Corrected” values are not given; for UCSC, GEMOC and LLNL  both “Measured” and “Corrected” values (i.e., re-normalised to
UCSC Th “A” = 5.856 x 10-6; Rubin 2001) are shown. See text for details.
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Figure 1. 230Th/232Th for UCSC Th “A’ from the working group laboratories that have measured UCSC as an 

unknown by bracketing measurements with either a U calibrator (GEMOC, LLNL) or another Th calibrator (Bristol).

Working groups for which no UCSC Th “A” data are shown used this reference material for sample/calibrator 

bracketing during Th isotope determinations. Published literature data were measured by TIMS, SIMS or 

MC-ICP-MS. Also shown is the average and 2s standard deviation for the TIMS/SIMS measurements and MC-ICP-MS 

U calibrator normalised measurements. To create a self-consistent data set, all other reference materials evaluated in

this study have been re-normalised to the Rubin (2001) TIMS compilation for UCSC Th “A”. See text for details.
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Figure 2. 230Th/232Th for Open University Th “U” synthetic reference material from the working group represented 

in this study and the literature data. Both measured values and re-normalised values (to the consensus value of 

UCSC Th “A” from Rubin (2001)) are shown. Note that the UCSC Th “A” from the Bristol group is essentially identical 

to the Rubin (2001) value for UCSC Th “A” and thus their data are not re-normalised. See text for details.



7 2

GEOSTANDARDS and

RESEARCH
GEOANALYTICAL

© 2008 The Authors. Journal compilation © 2008 International Association of Geoanalysts

WUN

4.10

4.15

4.20

4.25

4.30

4.35

4.40

4.45

4.50

As Reported
Normalised

n = 29

n = 3

n = 12n = 7

n = 8

n = 4

n = 24

n = ?

n = 6

W
HOI

UCSC

GEMOC
UIU

C

Bris
to

l
LLNL

WG Ave
rag

e

All A
ve

ra
ge

Lay
ne &

 Sim
s (

20
01

)

Piet
rusz

ka
 (2

00
2)

Zou et
 al

 (2
00

2)

Zou et
 al

 (2
00

3)

IRMM-35

11.0

11.1

11.2

11.3

11.4

11.5

11.6

WHOI UCSC GEMOC UIUC Bristol LLNL WG
Average

IRMM Jicha et
al. (2005)

As Reported
Normalised

n = 28

n = 13

n = 6

n = 8

n = 11

n = 19

Figure 4. 230Th/232Th for IRMM 35 synthetic reference material from the working group. Both

measured values and re-normalised values (to the consensus value of UCSC Th “A” from 

Rubin (2001)) are shown.

Figure 3. 230Th/232Th for WUN synthetic reference material from the working group represented

in this study and the literature data. Both measured values and re-normalised values (to the

consensus value of UCSC Th “A” from Rubin (2001)) are shown.
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Figure 5. 230Th/232Th for IRMM 36 synthetic reference material from the working group. Both

measured values and re-normalised values (to the consensus value of UCSC Th “A” from Rubin

(2001)) are shown.

Figure 6. 230Th/232Th for TML rock reference material from the working group represented in this

study and the literature data. Both measured values and re-normalised values (to the consensus

value of UCSC Th “A” from Rubin (2001)) are shown.
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Figure 7. 230Th/232Th for ATHO rock reference material from the working group represented in this

study and the literature data. Both measured values and re-normalised values (to the consensus

value of UCSC Th “A” from Rubin (2001)) are shown. See text for details.
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Figure 8. 230Th/232Th for BCR-2 rock reference material from the working group represented

in this study. Note that none of the data have been re-normalised as WHOI and UIUC used

UCSC Th “A” for sample/calibrator bracketing during analyses and the Bristol group is 

essentially identical to the Rubin (2001) value for UCSC Th “A”. See text for details.



al. 2001, Pietruszka et al. 2002, Jicha et al. 2005).
Though this literature compilation is not all-inclusive it
is extensive enough to provide a reasonably represen-
tative sampling of the published Th reference material
data from most of the established U-series laboratories
around the globe.

As discussed in detail for each laboratory (Table 1,
Appendix A), the accuracy of the 230Th/232Th measure-
ment is limited by our ability to correct for: (1) tailing of
232Th onto 230Th; (2) instrumental mass bias and (3)
SEM/Faraday detector gain calibration. For the 232Th
tail correction, WHOI and Bristol applied an offline,
exponential tail-correction to each sample and refe-
rence material, Macquarie, UIUC and LLNL applied an
offline, linear tail-correction to each sample and refe-
rence material and UCSC combined mass-bias, gain-
calibration and tail-correction into one normalising
factor. Because of the exponential shape of the 232Th
tail, an exponential fit to the data provides the most
accurate correction. In contrast, a linear fit overcorrects
for the 232Th tail, and combining the tail correction
and mass bias correction incorrectly assumes that the
relative tailing is uniform between the normalising refe-
rence sample and the unknown. However, because
these 232Th tail corrections are actually quite small (< 1%
- 2% depending on the sample ratio), the effect of these
different approaches on the determined 230Th/232Th is
small compared to other sources of error.

To account for mass bias and detector gain, all
laboratories normalised to a U and/or a Th bracketing
calibrator. WHOI and UIUC bracketed “unknowns”
with UCSC Th “A” using the nominal Rubin value of
5.856 x 10-6 (± 1.2%; 2s RSD). Bristol used an in-house
Th std. (TEDDi) with 230Th/232Th = 4.444 ± 0.007 x 10-3

and 229Th/232Th = 2.927 ± 0.005 x 10-3 for their
bracketing calibrator. Macquarie bracketed Th “A” and
Th “U” with a U-reference material, whereas IRMM-35,
W2 and TML were first corrected to a U reference
material and then secondarily corrected by bracketing
with Th “U” using a nominal value of 6.176 x 10-6. LLNL
used U stynthetic RMs to bracket all Th synthetic RMs
analysed in this study.

To create a self-consistent data set we have norma-
lised, or re-normalised all of the Th isotope data to a
universal value for the UCSC Th “A” (Figure 1). UCSC
Th “A” is probably the best characterised of any synthe-
tic Th reference material and has now been analysed
by TIMS, SIMS and MC-ICP-MS in several laboratories.
We adopt the average TIMS 230Th/232Th for UCSC Th

“A” (5.856 x 10-6 ± 1.2%; 2s) from Rubin (2001) as the
nominal value. This Rubin value (n = 255) derives from
compiled literature values plus 146 new values and
agrees well with more recent SIMS (Layne and Sims
2001) and TIMS data (ThermoFinigan, unpublished). For
the “working-group” laboratories that used standards
other than UCSC Th “A” we present both the original
“reported/measured” values and also the corrected/re-
normalised data. The Bristol value for UCSC Th “A”, deri-
ved from their independently characterised standard, is
essentially identical to the Rubin value so re-normalised
values are not shown for this laboratory. For the publi-
shed literature data, any standard compilations contai-
ning UCSC Th “A” values were also re-normalised to this
adopted nominal value for UCSC Th “A”. While correc-
tion methods differed between laboratories, the “UCSC
Th “A” normalised” data agree within reported uncer-
tainties for all of the measured synthetic and rock refe-
rence materials (Figures 2-8). The published TIMS, SIMS
and MC-ICP-MS data for these reference materials are
also in good agreement, except in a few instances
(which are discussed in detail in the appendix).

Agreement between working groups and with pre-
viously published data indicates a lack of significant
systematic bias in any of the data sources. We therefore
report two consensus values based on our chosen
value for UCSC Th “A”. The first is an average of the
working group data and the second is an average of
the working group data plus literature data (Table 3).
We use three different methods to estimate the error of
these consensus values: (1) we calculated the 2s stan-
dard deviation of the result from each laboratory or
each laboratory plus literature sources. This provided an
estimate of the reproducibility (interlaboratory errors) of
the reference sample, both among our working groups’
MC-ICP-MS measurements and the represented larger
community; (2) we calculated the average variance
from the different laboratories and from the different
laboratories plus published data, and then propagate
this representative laboratory error with the two-sigma
standard deviation in order to obtain a conservative
estimate of the combined uncertainty of intra-laboratory
errors and inter-laboratory variation; (3) we incorpora-
ted the error on the Rubin (2001) value for UCSC Th
“A” with the propagated uncertainty calculated in
method 2 to provide an estimate of the total uncertainty
which includes the uncertainties of both the “known”
and unknown reference material.

The results of these calculations are presented in
Table 3. In Appendix B, we discuss the pedigree of
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each reference material, (RM) highlighting differences
and similarities in our results and earlier TIMS and MC-
ICP-MS compilations, and detailing our calculations of
nominal consensus values and estimates of uncertainty.

U-Th concentrations for 
rock reference materials

The results for the measured [U], [Th], (230Th/232Th)
and (234U/238U), and calculated (238U/232Th) and
(230Th/238U) for the rock reference materials BCR, W-2,
TML, BHVO and ATHO are presented in Table 4 and
shown in Figure 2. Measurement of TML, BCR-2 and
W-2 provides verification of accuracy and precision for
both 238U/232Th and 230Th/232Th as these rock refe-
rence materials are older than 500 ka and have been
shown to be in equilibrium with respect to (230Th/238U)
and (234U/238U). BHVO-1 and ATHO are younger rocks
from Hawaii and Iceland that are not in equilibrium,
but that are often used as rock reference materials,
and therefore provide further validation of inter-and
intra-laboratory reproducibility.

Rock concentrations for even the best characterised
rock reference materials are heterogeneous from bottle
to bottle and even between aliquots from the same
bottle. Therefore, we did not calculate averages for the
concentration data presented here, but instead present
the observed range for each reference material from
each laboratory as a reference for other inter-laboratory
comparison. It is important to reiterate that many of
these reference materials are old and essentially unal-
tered with respect to the U-series systematics. As a
result, the evidence of radioactive equilibrium within
1% 2s shown in Table 4 for old rocks, with Th isotope
ratios normalised to a value of 5.856 x 10-6 for UCSC
Th “A”, provides independent confirmation of that value
and, therefore, of the Th isotope ratios for all other RMs
reported here, relative to that value.

Summary

(1) We have orchestrated a concerted effort, invol-
ving six different laboratories using three different
manufacturers of MC-ICP-MS, to measure several syn-
thetic and rock Th isotope reference materials. Despite
several different techniques for correcting mass bias,
gain calibration and tailing of 232Th onto 230Th, all
laboratories results for the “UCSC Th “A” normalised”
data agree within reported uncertainties for all measu-
red synthetic and rock reference materials. The publi-
shed TIMS, SIMS and MC-ICP-MS data for these reference

materials are also in good agreement. Accordingly, we
present nominal consensus values and estimates of
their error for each of these reference materials.

(2) Although the uncertainties of all the measure-
ments and data compilations often overlap, the U-
normalised MC-ICP-MS data typically fall below the Th
normalised MC-ICP-MS data and also the TIMS and
SIMS literature compilations. This lower 230Th/232Th for
the U normalised MC-ICP-MS data is likely due to
differences in uranium vs. thorium behaviour with res-
pect to both mass bias and mass dependent ion trans-
mission (Hoffmann et al. 2007, Ball et al. 2008).

(3) Because referencing thorium isotopic measure-
ments to known uranium reference values is problematic,
acceptance of a thorium reference material for isotopic
composition determinations is critical. In this study we
have chosen to reference our data to the Rubin value
for UCSC Th “A”. UCSC Th “A” is probably the best
characterised of any synthetic Th reference material
and has now been analysed by TIMS, SIMS and MC-
ICP-MS in several laboratories. Unfortunately this UCSC
Th “A” reference sample is no longer available for dis-
tribution, so “anchoring” these different reference mate-
rials to a common value for UCSC Th “A” provides the
community with a long-term reference value against
which to compare isotope measurements.

(4) In order to achieve day-to-day and inter-labora-
tory agreement of < 1% 2s, it is necessary to bracket
sample measurements with a Th solution that is well
characterised for 230Th/232Th and is ideally within
~ 50% of the unknowns. Despite the growing need
within the U-series community for in-house reference
samples, many are not widely available. So while com-
mercially available IRMM CRMs are an important first
step in fulfilling this need, they have the most extreme
values seen/expected for volcanic samples and are
thus not an optimum solution. Therefore, the community
covets a commercially available reference material
with a 230Th/232Th ratio of 5 x 10-6 with carefully
determined certified gravimetric values.

(5) It is important to note that the UCSC Th “A”
value (TIMS - Rubin 2001) we have adopted has a
1.2% (2s) uncertainty that clearly limits our absolute
knowledge of any reference materials normalised to
this value. Admixing a well-calibrated 229Th spike to
this reference material or any other RM of similar isoto-
pic composition would provide an important absolute
constraint on this ratio. The crux of this effort is to
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calibrate the 229Th spike to much better than 1% and
to correct rigorously for 232Th and 230Th impurities in
the spike and 229Th interferences on 230Th. This is simi-
lar to the approach taken by Bristol (Hoffmann et al.
2007). The observation that the adopted 230Th/232Th
from the Rubin (2001) TIMS compilation value agrees
extremely well with this new Bristol data, as well as
other recent SIMS (Layne and Sims 2001) and HAS-
TIMS data (ThermoFinigan, unpublished Triton data)
suggests that our knowledge of the accuracy and pre-
cision of this reference material is better than 1% [e.g.,
the average 230Th/232Th of  these four data se ts
(5.852 x 10-6) is only 0.07% different than the Rubin
value (5.856 x 10-6) with a two-sigma relative standard
deviation of only 0.16%].

(6) The observation that old, unaltered rock referen-
ce materials are in radioactive 238U-230Th equilibrium
to within 1% (2s) provides independent confirmation of
the accuracy of both the Th isotopic and the U and Th
concentration measurements. These equilibrium 238U -
230Th measurements also validate the accuracy of the
Rubin (2001) TIMS compilation value for UCSC Th “A”,
against which all of our equilibrium rock reference
materials have been normalised.
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Appendix A.
Laboratory techniques for measuring 
Th isotopes and U, Th concentrations

Woods Hole Oceanographic
Institution (WHOI)

Thorium isotopes: Thorium was separated and
purified in the WHOI clean laboratories using two
anion columns. The first column was a nitric anion
column to separate Th and U from the silicate rock
matrix, and the second column was an hydrochloric
anion column to separate Th from U.

Thorium isotopes were measured using the WHOI
ThermoFisher NEPTUNE. Analyses were made statically,
measuring 232Th on a Faraday cup and 230Th on the
axial, discrete dynode ion counter (ETP-SEM/SGE,
Sydney, Australia) passing through a tunable repelling
potential quadrupole (RPQ) or high abundance sensiti-
vity lens designed to minimise tailing on the low mass
side of a peak. Using the RPQ on the ThermoFisher
Neptune, the abundance sensitivity at 85% transmis-
sion was ~ 50 ppb over 2 AMU, resulting in a tail cor-
rection of 232Th on 230Th of 0.7% for 230Th/232Th of
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3.3 x 10-6 and 0.3% for 230Th/232Th of 6.7 x 10-6. For
each sample and calibrator the tailing of 232Th on 230Th
was corrected offline using an exponential method,
based on a peak scan from mass 229.5 to mass 231.5.
These scans showed tail curvature on the NEPTUNE such
that a linear extrapolation would significantly overesti-
mate the effect of the 232Th tailing, thereby causing the
corrected 230Th/232Th ratio to be too low.

To correct for both instrumental mass fractionation
between masses 230 and 232 and the relative diffe-
rence in the efficiency of the Faraday and SEM detec-
tors, we evaluated two different methodologies: (1) a
linear interpolation of the 238U/236U measured in NBS
U010 interspersed between each sample and normali-
sed to its certified value (14,535 ± 149), and (2) a
linear interpolation of the 230Th/232Th measured in the
UCSC Th “A” interspersed between each sample, and
normalised to its nominal value 5.856 x 10-6 (± 1.2%
2s RSD) from Rubin (2001). Results showed that, due to
instrumental mass bias differences and differences of
the ion energies through the RPQ filter of U and Th, U
did not adequately correct for Th and generally gave
results that were too low (Ball et al. 2008). Thus for this
study and all Th isotopic analyses at WHOI, Th isoto-
pic measurements were corrected using a linear inter-
polation of the 230Th/232Th measured in the UCSC Th
“A” bracketing each sample, and normalised to a
nominal value from Rubin (2001). Sensitivity, based on
U using a normal spray chamber (wet plasma) and
standard nickel cones, expressed as ion yield was
approximately 0.1%. The linear range of the ETP SEM
with RPQ was less than 20k cps, with the best linearity
achieved by matching samples and calibrators to
within a factor of 2. Dead time was measured to be
20 nanoseconds.

Using Th-bracketing (UCSC Th “A”), inter-day repro-
ducibility over a four-year period with multiple instru-
ment operators was 0.4-1.5% (2s) for both synthetic
reference materials and processed Th from volcanic
samples. Our daily reproducibility for any one solution
was 0.2-0.5% (2s) Drift in UCSC Th “A” varied from 0.5
to 1.0% throughout a 10-hour analytical session after a
2-3 hour warm-up period. Temporal variations in drift
and abundance sensitivity throughout each session
were the most fundamental sources of error.

U-Th concentrations: Uranium and thorium concen-
trations on separate liquid aliquots from the same rock
dissolution were determined by isotope dilution using
the Thermo Finnigan Element 2 high resolution sector-

field ICP-MS. The dissolved samples were aliquoted so
as to contain ~ 10 ng of 238U. Each aliquot was spi-
ked with individual 229Th and 233U spikes and equi-
librated, using progressive dry downs and perchloric
ac id  fuming .  Samples  were  sp i ked to  a t ta in
232Th/229Th ≈ 30 and 238U/233U ≈ 10. A nitric anion
column was used to separate Th and U from most of
the silicate matrix. 229Th and 233U were calibrated
against gravimetric solutions of 238U (made from NBS
960 metal) and 232Th (made from Ames metal) and
are known to better than 1% (2s).

Uranium and Th were measured in the same ali-
quot using a peak hopping routine on masses 229,
232, 232.5, 233, 235, 238. The most abundant isotope
(typically 232Th) was kept below 5 million counts per
second so that all measurements were made in pulse
counting mode. Mass 232.5 was monitored to assess
tailing of mass 232 onto mass 233 and vice versa.
Prior to each analysis, a scan of the spectra from mass
226 to mass 240 was conducted to evaluate back-
ground. Because the 235U/238U of the spike was un-
natural, instrumental mass fractionation was corrected
by sample/calibrator bracketing using a linear interpo-
lation of the 235U/238U measured in NBL-112A inter-
spersed between each sample. Samples were run in
triplicate. Thorium and U concentrations given in Table
4 were the average and 2s standard deviation of
these triplicate determinations for each separate disso-
lution. It should be noted that the analyses displayed
in Table 4 represent the analytical efforts of various
WHOI and visiting students, postdoctoral students and
scientists with different powder splits from both WHOI
facilities and other institutions.

University of California Santa Cruz (UCSC)

Thorium isotopes: Thorium was separated and
purified in the UCSC clean laboratories using only
AG1-X8 anion resin. Firstly, Th and Ra were separated
from U using 6 mol l-1 HCl. Th is then separated from
Ra using the same resin and 8 mol l-1 HNO3 for Ra,
followed by 6 mol l-1 HCl for Th. This was repeated
with increasingly smaller resin volumes, as necessary.
Boric and perchloric acid were added at each dry-
down to prevent formation of fluorides and to destroy
organics, respectively. Uranium was separated from Fe
by eluting with 8 mol l-1 HNO3 for Fe, followed by 0.5
mol l-1 HCl for U.

230Th/232Th ratios were measured statically using
the UCSC ThermoFisher NEPTUNE with 232Th on the
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H2 Faraday cup and 230Th on the RPQ channel using
an ETP  SEM.  The  l i nea r  range o f  t he  SEM was
<  10,000 cps. Samples were dissolved in 2% v/v (0.3
mol l-1) HNO3 + 0.1% v/v HF with intended concentra-
tions of ~ 50-100 ng ml-1 Th. Data reported here were
obtained using standard Ni cones and a MCN 6000
desolvating nebuliser, but we have since found that an
Apex desolvating nebuliser gives a more stable signal
without degraded sensitivity or memory. MCN sensitivi-
ty was ~ 200-300 V per μg ml-1 Th in solution. Rinse
times were 10-15 minutes or until backgrounds on
230Th were < 5-10 cps. Total data collection time per
analysis was 10-20 minutes, and the total sample
consumed was 0.5-1.0 ml (50-100 ng). Data were col-
lected as a single block of twenty-five to fifty 8 s inte-
grations. Internal errors (2s SE) on raw 230Th/232Th
were < 0.1%. On-peak backgrounds were measured
immediately prior to each analysis on a blank solution
of 2% v/v (0.3 mol l-1) HNO3 + 0.1% v/v HF and
automatically subtracted from all peaks. Our abundance
sensitivity varied inversely with transmission efficiency
and with time. Typically, abundance sensitivity was 25-
120 ppb at 2 AMU when transmission efficiency was
70-90%. This resulted in a tail correction of 232Th on
230Th of 0.3-1.8% for 232Th/230Th ratios ~ 2 x 105

using an exponential correction fit to the mass range
229.5 to 231.0.

Note that for the data reported here, a tail cor-
rection was not applied. Rather, results were correc-
ted for mass fractionation, gain calibration, and tailing
altogether using calibrator-sample-calibrator bracke-
ting with a synthetic Th reference material and linear
extrapolation between standard solutions. IRMM-
035 was used as the bracketing calibrator to eva-
luate its suitability for this purpose. We assumed a
230Th/232Th ratio of 11.407 x 10-6 for IRMM-035
rather than the certified value of 11.481 x 10-6 in
order to present results internally consistent with a
ratio 5.856 x 10-6 for Th “A” (i.e., Rubin 2001). Thus,
our actual bracketed Th “A” value was 5.828 x 10-6

± 1.6% (2s RSD; n = 11). Use of IRMM-035 as a
bracketing solution increased the importance of the
232Th tail correction because of the factor of 2-4 dif-
ference in 230Th/232Th ratio between calibrator and
most natural silicates. When the abundance sensitivi-
ty was < 50 ppm at 2 AMU, error on the background
correction exceeded 1% such that we obtained bet-
ter external reproducibility and similar accuracy by
bracketing without tai l correct ion for 230Th/232Th
ratios > 4 x 10-6 in the unknown. At higher abundance
sensitivity or 230Th/232Th ratios for unknowns, inter-

day precision was worse for the standard solution
WUN than for solut ions with lower rat ios .  Bet ter
precision for IRMM-036 results was because this
reference material was only analysed on one day. To
reduce dependence on abundance sensitivity, we
now routinely use UCSC Th “A” as our bracketing
calibrator and we make tail corrections for all mea-
surements before bracketing.

We initially explored the use of U isotopes to cor-
rect for Th mass fractionation, both by adding NBS
010 to U-free Th solutions, and by analysing it or NBL-
112a between analyses of Th solutions. Although our
U-normalised 232Th/230Th ratios measured in this way
were reproducible to within 1% (2s) during an analyt-
ical session, they were usually a few percent too high
relative to their nominal accepted values. We could
correct for this by normalising to a Th standard solution
run in the same way during the same analytical ses-
sion, but simple Th sample-calibrator bracketing as
described above was faster and easier.

Using simple Th-bracketing, inter-day reproducibili-
ty over a two year period of 1.0-1.5% (2s) was achie-
ved for both solution calibrators and processed rock
reference materials. Reproducibility for any one solu-
tion was usually 0.5-1.0% (2s) on any given day. Drift
in bracketing solutions varied from 0.5 to 2.0% throu-
ghout a 10 hour analytical session after a 2-3 hour
warm-up period. Temporal variation in drift and abun-
dance sensitivity throughout each session was our most
fundamental source of error, but the stability of our
pulse counting system was a persistent problem.

U and Th concentrations: The U and Th concen-
t ra t ions for  TML were obtained wi thout  i so tope
dilution, using external calibration of an ELEMENT1
HR-ICP-MS. The method is described by Tepley et al.
(2006) and Ryder et al. (2006). A separate aliquot of
sample from that used for isotope ratios was dissolved
in HF-HNO3 in an open beaker, and fumed in per-
chloric acid. Calibration was undertaken against six
international reference materials, assuming Th and U
concentrat ions f rom Eggins (1997) except Th for
AGV-1 (we used 6.06 μg g-1: F. Ramos, TIMS-ID).
Correction for drift was made internally relative to Bi,
and externally using a solution analysed between
every four unknowns (i.e., every hour). The 2 standard
deviation errors cited are for replicate measurements
on four different days using different calibrations.
Although this method can achieve comparable accu-
racy and external precision to TIMS-ID (e.g., < 1% 2s
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down to 1 μg ml-1; ± 10-20 ng ml-1 at < 1 μg ml-1),
we have returned to using TIMS-ID because of recur-
ring and unpredictable exceptions.

GEMOC Centre, Macquarie University

Thorium isotopes: Thorium was separated and
purified in the GEMOC clean laboratories. Samples
were dissolved through a series of digestions in HF +
HNO3 + HCl, HNO3 + H3BO3 and HNO3 (note that
high purity acids were used throughout). The samples
were then loaded in 7 mol l-1 HNO3 (3 ml for 100 mg
of sample) on 4 ml of anionic resin AG1-X8 200-400
mesh. The resin was previously washed with 1 column
volume (CV) of MQ H2O, 1.5 CV of 6 mol l-1 HCl, 1.5
CV of 7 mol l -1 HNO3 and 1.5 CV of 0.2 mol l -1

HNO3, and pre-conditioned with 3 CV of 7 mol l-1

HNO3. Most elements were eluted with 20 ml of 7 mol
l-1 HNO3 and 4 ml of 6 mol l-1 HCl. The Th fraction
was then eluted with 4 ml of 6 mol l-1 HCl, followed by
the U fraction with 7 ml 0.2 mol l-1 HNO3.

Thorium isotopes were measured using a Nu
Instruments Plasma high resolution multi-collector ICP-
MS. Thorium samples were introduced in the source in
2% v/v  HNO3 us ing a  deso l va t ing  nebu l i se r
(DSN100). A solution with a concentration of ~ 20 ng
ml -1 o f  Th commonly y ie lded ~ 1 V of  232Th on
Faraday cups and a few 100 cps for 230Th. Nickel
cones were used.

Analyses were made statically, measuring 232Th on
a Faraday cup and 230Th on the RPQ channel using
an ETP SEM. Using the RPQ on the Nu Plasma, the
abundance sensitivity at 95-98% transmission was ~

450 ppb over 1 AMU (190 ppb at 2 AMU but trans-
mission was not determined).

Prior to Th determination, a solution of the U refe-
rence material NBL 112a was run in order to calculate
a correction factor for mass bias fractionation and the
ion counter gain. The mass bias fractionation correc-
tion factor was calculated by comparing the measured
238U/235U ratio to the nominal ratio (137.88) and
assuming an exponential relationship between the
fractionation and the masses. Ion counter gain was
calculated by comparing the measured 234U/238U
ratio, corrected for mass bias, to the published value
(5.286 x 10-5; Cheng et al. (2000). The measured
230Th/232Th ratio was then corrected for mass bias
fractionation and ion counter gain using these para-
meters. Over one day, the calculation of mass bias

fractionation factor and ion counter gain was only
required to be performed once; the reproducibility of
230Th/232Th measurements for the standard solution
OU Th “U” was 0.1-0.3% (1s; n = 5-7). Depending on
analysis conditions, it had been observed that measu-
red 230Th/232Th ratios for the standard solution OU Th
“U” (corrected from mass bias fractionation and relative
ion counter gain) could be different from the published
nominal value by up to 1% (Turner et al. 2001). Hence,
in order to obtain accurate measurements, in addition
to the calculation of the mass bias fractionation factor
and the ion counter gain at the beginning of the day,
each sample or reference material analysis was brac-
keted by OU Th “U” as a calibrator (6.17665 x 10-6

Turner et al. 2001). Following this procedure, measured
230Th/232Th ratios deviated from the published value
by 0.4% for the rock reference material TML-3 and
0.6% for the synthetic reference material IRMM-35. It
was not necessary to run Th “U” between each sample
as the measured 230Th/232Th ratio did not vary signifi-
cantly for a given session. For example, during a ses-
sion of 32 hours, twenty-three measurements of Th “U”
yielded a relative standard error (2s) of only 0.06%.

Data presented here were collected using the pro-
cedure described above. However, because 230Th was
not explicitly corrected for the contribution of the 232Th
tail, a new procedure was adopted since early 2007:
the measured 230Th/232Th ratio in the sample was cor-
rected by a calibrator-sample- calibrator bracketing
with the standard solution Th “U” and linear extrapola-
tion between calibrators. During calibrator and sample
measurement, tail correction was performed by collec-
ting at masses 230.5 and 229.5 for each cycle and
using a linear extrapolation. The tail correction was
about 4% for 230Th/232Th ratios ~ 5-6 x 10-6 but could
be as high as 8-9% for 230Th/232Th ~ 3 x 10-6. By
collecting at 228.5, we were able to determine an
exponential fit to the 232Th tail and show that a linear
extrapolation could over-correct 230Th by as much as
1% compared to an exponential correction. However,
this did not affect the results as samples and calibra-
tors were both corrected using a linear extrapolation.
Measurement of selected reference materials using the
new procedure yielded 230Th/232Th = 5.847 ± 0.006
x 10-6 for Th “A” (n = 3; 2s), 1.139 ± 0.009 x 10-5

for IRMM35 (n = 1; 2s) and 5.79 ± 6 x 10-6 for TML
(n = 2, 2s).

U-Th concentrations: Uranium and thorium con-
centrations were determined by isotope dilution using
the Nu Instruments Plasma high resolution multi-collector

8 3

GEOSTANDARDS and

RESEARCH
GEOANALYTICAL

© 2008 The Authors. Journal compilation © 2008 International Association of Geoanalysts



ICP-MS. For [U] and [Th] an amount of rock powder
accurately weighed was spiked with 229Th and 236U, these
spikes were then equilibrated with sample aliquot
through total dissolution. A nitric anion column was used
to separate Th and U from most of the silicate matrix
(see previous section). The 229Th and 236U had been
calibrated against synthetic NIST solutions at The Open
University, and cross-checked at Cambridge University.
They were known to better than 1%. Aliquots for U and
Th were measured separately. Uranium concentrations
were measured by collection of 236U on the RPQ chan-
nel using an ETP SEM and 238U on a Faraday cup.
Thorium concentrations were measured by collection of
229Th on the RPQ channel using an ETP SEM and 232Th
on a Faraday cup. In both cases, for the data presented
here, a solution of the U reference material NBL-112a
was analysed prior to determinations to calculate a cor-
rection factor for mass bias fractionation and the ion
counter gain (see previous section). As discussed in the
previous section, a new procedure had been developed
that explicitly accounted for tail correction of 232Th and
238U on 229Th and 230Th, and 234U and 236U, respecti-
vely. For U concentrations, the 236U/238U ratio of the
sample was corrected by bracketing with calibrator solu-
tion U010. For Th concentrations, the 229Th/232Th of the
sample was corrected by bracketing with the standard
solution OU Th “U” and the difference of mass fractiona-
tion between 229Th-232Th and 230Th-232Th was accoun-
ted for by running a solution of U solution reference
material NBL-112a at the beginning of the day, which
yielded a correction factor for mass bias fractionation
(variation of this factor over a day induced an error of
less than 0.1%). The new procedure yielded for TML: [Th]
= 29.73 ± 0.2 (s), [U] = 10.56 ± 0.04 and (230Th/238U)
= 0.996 ± 0.005 (n = 2).

University of Bristol

Thorium isotopes: Silicate samples were spiked
with a mixed 229Th/236U spike, digested in a concen-
trated HF, HNO3 and HClO4 mixture and brought into
complete solu t ion us ing a mul t i - s tep procedure .
Thorium was separated and purified in clean laborato-
ries using a single TRU-spec column with a procedure
based on Luo et al. (1997). The sample was loaded in
7 mol l-1 HNO3 on a 0.5 ml resin bed and the matrix
removed with elution of further 7 mol l-1 HNO3, 1M
HNO3 and 2.5 mol l-1 HCl. The Th fraction was collec-
ted with 0.5 mol l-1 HCl and finally U was eluted with
a 0.01 mol l-1 HCl-0.01 mol l-1 HF mixture. The Th and
U fractions were then redissolved in 0.6 mol l-1 HCl for
measurement on the MC-ICP-MS.

Analytical procedures were reported in full by
Hoffmann et al. (2007). In brief, Th isotopes were
measured using a ThermoFisher NEPTUNE. Two static
analyses were made; the first with 232Th on a Faraday
cup and 230Th on a SEM that lies behind the RPQ, the
second with 232Th on a Faraday cup and 229Th on the
RPQ-SEM. We used a MasCom SEM, which had a
significantly smaller non-linearity than an earlier, highly
non-linear ETP SEM (Hoffmann et al. 2005). An appa-
rent memory effect of a more intense on a less intense
signal noted on the ETP SEM (Hoffmann et al. 2005)
led us to chose two separate static analysis measure-
ments rather than jumping between 230Th and 229Th in
a single measurement procedure.

Using the RPQ on the ThermoFisher Neptune, the
abundance sensitivity at ~ 80% transmission was ~ 20
ppb at two mass units below 232Th. Tail contributions
were explicitly calculated for masses 230 and 229 in
each sample by measuring masses 231, 230.5, 229.5
and 228.5 and interpolating in semi-log space. To cor-
rect for both instrumental mass fractionation and the
relative difference in the efficiency of the Faraday cup
and SEM detectors, we bracketted our samples with an
in-house synthet ic Th reference mater ial (TEDDi) .
Isotopic ratios (230Th/232Th = 4.444 ± 0.007 x 10-3,
229Th/232Th = 2.927 ± 0.005 x 10-3) for this synthetic
reference material had been extensively calibrated by
TIMS and static Faraday cup measurements on the
Neptune (see Hoffmann et al. 2007 for details). The
isotopic ratios were less extreme than typical silicate
samples and the standard solution was originally desi-
gned to ensure accurate analysis of low 232Th calcite
samples. Thus, the background memory of the intense
silicate 232Th beam on the smaller 232Th beam of
TEDDi required longer than optimal washout times with
alternate HCl and HF-doped HCl solutions. Ultimately,
an alternative calibrator with isotope ratios more
appropr ia te  fo r  s i l i ca te  work  wi l l  be prepared .
However, TEDDi has been proven to be a reliable cali-
brator for silicate samples (Hoffmann et al. 2007).
Mass bias and Faraday-SEM gain calibration were
corrected by dividing 229Th/232Th and 230Th/232Th
measurements by the mean ratios of bracketing cali-
brators, normalised to the true values. Samples were
typically run with 230Th and 229Th intensities below
50,000 cps. Non-linearity of the multiplier had been
calibrated after Hoffmann et al. (2005). Dead time was
set to 20 ns and verified as described in Hoffmann et
al. (2005), although the dead time correction was not
a significant parameter for the typical intensities analy-
sed. The effect of instrumental background intensities
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and the spike contribution on 230Th was stripped offli-
ne and all initial errors were propagated using a
Monte Carlo routine to generate a final error. The data
reported for reference materials represent measure-
ments made over the ~ 1 year period since the instal-
lation of the more stable MasCom SEM.

U-Th concentrations: Thorium concentrations were
determined as part of the Th isotopic measurement
routine described above. Uranium measurements, for
the silicate samples in secular equilibrium, were also
made using a sample-calibrator bracketing on the
ThermoFisher Neptune. NBL U112a was used as the
externally bracketing calibrator for mass bias correc-
tion, assuming 235U/238U = 137.88. As with Th, a
double static collection routine was used first measu-
ring 234U on the RPQ-SEM simultaneously with 238U on
a Faraday cup, followed by 236U on the RPQ-SEM and
235U and 238U simultaneously on Faraday cups. Since
NBL U112a does not contain 236U, the measurement
of mass 236 on the RM provided a useful abundance
sensitivity correction for the samples. The 236U-229Th
spike had been calibrated against NIST SRM 3159 (for
Th) and an in-house gravimetric calibrator prepared by
dissolution of NBL U112a metal (for U). Further details
of the calibration are reported in Hoffmann et al.
(2007). Activity ratios of the silicate reference materials
were calculated using the half-lives recommended by
Cheng et al. (2000).

University of Illinois-Urbana
Champaign (UIUC)

Thorium isotopes: Thorium and U were purified
from samples using a combination of anion and cation
columns as detailed in Lundstrom et al. (1998). For Th,
one 2 ml cation resin (AG50-X12) column followed by
a 150 μl anion resin (AG1-X8) column produced a suf-
ficiently clean sample for Th determination.

Measurements of U and Th concentrations and iso-
topic compositions at UIUC were made on a Nu plas-
ma HR MC-ICP-MS, manufactured by Nu Instruments.
Thorium isotopes were measured in static mode with
232Th (and 229Th when present) measured on Faraday
cups and 230Th measured using an ETP SEM behind a
decelerating lens abundance sensitivity filter. Nickel
cones were used. Abundance sensitivity at mass 231
during measurements of Th “A” ranged from 250 ppb
to 400 ppb. The abundance sensitivity at 2 AMU with
95% transmission through the filter was ~ 50 ppb.
Determinations of 232Th/230Th used a linear baseline

correction between measurements taken at 229.5 and
230.5. Repeat curve fitting analysis of the distribution
of counts at 229.5, 230.5 and 231 on multiple stan-
dard runs indicated a curvature of the baseline beneath
230 which could be fitted using an exponential equa-
tion (with r 2 of > 0.98). However, the absolute difference
in baseline counts subtracted using the linear correc-
tion versus the exponential correction resulted in a
small change, which was within the uncertaint ies
based on external reproducibility. Therefore, the more
simple linear correction was used.

Measurements were made in dry plasma mode
using a DSN-100 desolvating nebuliser by uptake of
2% v/v HNO3 solution. Sensitivities in the U and Th
mass range varied from ~ 300 to 450 V/μg g-1 at an
uptake rate of 0.1 ml min-1. 230Th count rates during
analysis were between 1000 and 3000 cps. Repeat
analyses of the U960 uranium reference sample over
a range of signal intensities showed that the SEM was
linear over count rates ranging from 600 to 25000
cps. A 10 ns dead time was applied to all data collec-
ted on this SEM.

To calibrate the gain and account for mass bias
during Th analysis, we developed a Th calibration
solution by combining a known concentration of the
UCSC Th “A” isotopic reference solution with a known
amount of our 229Th spike, producing a calibration
solution with a 232Th/229Th ratio of 460.2. The intensity
of 229Th was high enough to be measured on a
Faraday cup (at 0.01-0.015 V) such that the measured
232Th/229Th could be used to account for the mass
bias during the analysis. 230Th was measured on the
high abundance sensitivity ion counting channel with
the difference between the measured fractionation cor-
rected 232Th/230Th and the known 232Th/230Th of Th
“A” (5.856 x 10-6; Rubin 2001) used to calculate the
Faraday cup-ion counter gain during the analysis.
Gain and mass bias stability allowed analyses of four
samples between each set of two calibration runs.
Each analysis reflected twenty-five ratios with 10 s inte-
gration times, which followed 30 s baseline measure-
ments at 229.5 and 230.5 AMU.

Note that by adding 229Th to both calibrators and
samples, we had to account for two possible analytical
effects of the 229Th spike. First, the contribution of 230Th
from the spike had to be subtracted from all analyses.
The measured 229Th/230Th ratio of the UIUC Th spike
was 21,930 ± 100 such that the contribution of 230Th
from the spike was relatively minor for samples with
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229Th/230Th < 500. In addition, because 229ThH was
an isobaric interference on 230Th, accurate assessment
of the production of hydride within the DSN-100 was
also required. By measuring the count rate at 233U on
the ion counter with a > 5 V beam of 232Th present, we
found the Th production in the DSN-100 to be 2.5
ppm ± 1 ppm of the 232Th signal. Therefore, both
hydride and spike effects were accounted for during
our analysis with overall corrections of ~ 1% of the
230Th measured (mostly reflecting the spike contribu-
tion). The propagated contributions of these corrections
to the analytical error were much smaller than the
uncertainty based on repeat analyses; therefore repor-
ted errors reflected standard deviations of repeat ana-
lyses. The analyses reported here occurred over a 15
month period from October 2005 to August 2007.

U-Th concentrations: Thorium concentrations were
determined as part of the Th isotopic measurement
routine described above. Uranium measurements were
made using a similar sample- calibrator bracketing
technique using analyses of NBS U960 (NBL-112A) or
IRMM U-A as calibrators to correct for mass bias and
gain calibration. Uranium was determined by adding
enough 236U to the sample to provide a 238U/236U
ration of ~ 200 such that 236U was run on a Faraday
cup at 0.01-0.015 V. To ensure accurate U and Th
concentrations, spiked fully dissolved samples were
repeatedly fumed with perchloric acid before chemical
separations and purification. To provide quality assu-
rance checks on U measurements, we analysed a puri-
fied U solution derived from a modern coral.

Lawrence Livermore 
National Laboratory (LLNL)

Thorium isotopes: Thorium purification at LLNL was
similar to the method described for WHOI (see above).
Thor ium i so topes were measured us ing a GV
Instruments (originally Micromass, now Thermo-Fisher)
IsoProbe MC-ICP-MS. Thorium, in 2% v/v HNO3 solu-
tion, was introduced using a Cetac Aridus desolvating
nebuliser. Rinse-out between samples was facilitated
using a 5% v/v HNO3 + 0.01 mol l-1 HF solution. The
232Th beam was measured with a Faraday cup and the
230Th beam was measured simultaneously with a Daly
detector after it passed through a retarding potential fil-
ter to reduce the tailing from 232Th. With the Daly detec-
tor and energy filter, the abundance sensitivities at
masses 230, 230.5 and 231, were circa 90 ppb, 0.5
ppm and 2.2 ppm, respectively, all relative to mass 232.
With the sample beam present, the detector baseline

values for 230Th were measured at 229.5 and 230.5,
and, for the results reported here, a linear average
value was used at mass 230, which over-corrected
230Th for 232Th tailing. For a 60 pA 232Th beam, the
overcorrection was roughly 9.8 aA (61 cps) and implied
that the 230Th/232Th values for IRMM-36 and IRMM-35
should be biased by about -5% and -1.4%, respectively.
However, the results for these reference samples, as
measured at LLNL, indicated a more consistent bias of -
2.6% and -2.1%, relative to the average results normali-
sed to Th “A” (see following discussion). Therefore, it is
likely that an offsetting bias enhanced the 230Th signal.

One relatively large component of the signal at
mass 230, as measured on the IsoProbe, was the on-
peak background. The magnitude of this isobaric inter-
ference varied from one analytical session to another,
but appeared to be relatively constant on a given day.
Typical values were 30 to 200 cps, which may have
corresponded to as much as 10% of the total 230Th
signal, depending on the sample. The on-peak back-
ground was measured before each sample analysis
on the matrix used to dilute the sample; 2% v/v HNO3

in this case, and was subtracted from the sample
results. It may be that the isobaric interference at mass
230 was enhanced during introduction of the sample,
resul t ing in a posi t ive bias. Such an effect could
explain why the relative deviation from the average
normalised value of 230Th/232Th measured for IRMM-
36 at LLNL was comparable to that for IRMM-35, even
though the ratios differed by a factor of about 3.7.

After baseline and on-peak background correc-
tions, the signal at mass 230 was corrected for the
relative detector gain factor, and the 230Th/232Th ratio
was corrected for instrumental mass bias. Both the
Daly detector gain factor and the exponent for an
exponential mass bias correction were determined
using uranium reference samples analysed, at a mini-
mum, before and after the Th sample analyses. The
me thodo logy  was  s im i la r  t o  t ha t  u t i l i s ed  a t
Macquarie. While both the Daly gain factor and the
mass bias, as measured using uranium, were very
stable over the course of an analytical session (less
than 0.2% relative drift in the gain, and less than
0.05% relative drift in the mass bias), the average
daily variation for 230Th/232Th for replicate reference
samples (e.g., UCSC Th “A”) was 0.6%. This excess
variation was probably caused by a combination of
variations in on-peak background, possibly from erra-
tic Th rinse-out of samples run earlier, and variations
in the baseline correction due to peak drift (magnetic
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field and accelerating voltage instability). Note that no
concentration data were reported from LLNL.

Appendix B.
Discussion of the pedigree 
for synthetic and rock Th 
isotope reference materials

Here we discuss the pedigree, highlight differences
and similarities in our results and earlier TIMS and
PIMS compilations, and detail our calculations of
nominal consensus values and estimates of uncertainty
for each of the synthetic and rock Th isotope reference
samples we have investigated.

Synthetic reference samples

UCSC Th “A”: UCSC Th “A” was made in 1989 by
Ross Williams and Jim Gill from a mixture of NBS 230Th
and stock 232Th solutions in proportions of about 5 x10-6

(note that the gravimetric 230Th/232Th ratio of this refe-
rence sample is unknown, contrary to information given
in Rubin 2001). Initial measurement of its 230Th/232Th
ratio at UCSC by TIMS was 5.86 x 10-6, which is within
error to the now-accepted value. Because this was one
of the first synthetic Th isotope reference samples and it
was widely distributed and analysed, it is probably the
best characterised of any synthetic Th reference material.
It is, however, no longer available.

In this study WHOI and UIUC used UCSC Th “A” as
a bracketing calibrator and so no data are reported
from these laboratories. For the other laboratories that
used U calibrators or other Th calibrators for bracke-
ting, their measured UCSC Th “A” data are tabulated
in Table 2 and shown in Figure 1. Compiled literature
data from Rubin (2001), Layne and Sims (2001),
Pietruszka et al. (2002) and Turner et al. (2001) are
also shown in Figure 1 and tabulated in Appendix
Table A1. The Rubin compilation for UCSC (n = 255)
encompasses most (if not all) of the then published
TIMS data for this reference sample. The TIMS and
SIMS measurements were not fractionation-corrected;
however, the convergence of these numbers provides
the best justification for using the TIMS compilation
number from Rubin (2001).

Although the uncertainties of most measurements
and compilations overlap, all of the U-normalised MC-
ICP-MS UCSC Th “A” data fall slightly below the tightly
clustered TIMS and SIMS compilations. The Th bracke-
ted MC-ICP-MS (Bristol) data is also consistent with the

TIMS and SIMS data. This lower 230Th/232Th for the U
normalised MC-ICP-MS data is likely to be due to
differences in U versus Th behaviour with respect to
RPQ transmission and mass bias as well as possible
changes in linearity when using U calibrators with
count rates that exceed that of the Th samples (Ball et
al. accepted; Hoffmann et al. 2007).

Because referencing thorium isotopic measurements
to known uranium calibrators is problematic for MC-
ICP-MS, acceptance of a thorium reference material for
isotopic composition determinations is critical. While
UCSC Th “A” is an ideal normalising calibrator in that it
is the best characterised of any synthetic Th reference
material, it is no longer available for distribution. Thus,
one of the goals of this study has been to anchor the
other less well-characterised reference materials to a
common value for UCSC Th “A”, thereby providing the
emerging U-series community with a long-term reference
against which to compare isotope values.

In this regard is important to note that the Rubin
(2001) TIMS value we have adopted has a 1.2% (2s
SD) uncertainty, which clearly limits our absolute know-
ledge of any reference materials normalised to this
value. As often discussed, a 229Th spiking of this or
another reference material made by IRMM would pro-
vide the best absolute constraint on a ratio, if the 229Th
spike were calibrated to much better than 1%.

OU Th “U”: This reference sample was made by
Frank McDermott ,  Peter van Cals teren and Chris
Hawkesworth at Open University in 1993, and has a
nomina l ,  bu t  no t  p rec i se l y  known grav ime t r i c
230Th/232Th of 5.046 x 10-6. Several subsequent TIMS
and MC-ICP-MS data sets have been published for this
reference sample and are compiled in van Calsteren
and Schweiters (1995), Turner et al. (1997), Thomas et
al. (1999) and Turner et al. (2001) (Table A1).

Although all uncertainties overlap, there is better
agreement among the “un”-normalised data than there
is with the UCSC Th “A” normalised data (Figure 2).
However, in both cases the inter-laboratory variability is
comparable to most groups’ intra-laboratory variability
(Tables 2 and 3). The two TIMS compilations (Turner et
al. 1997, Thomas et al. 1999) are slightly lower than the
MC-ICP-MS data, and thus slightly reduce the “normali-
sed” consensus average (Figure 2; Table 3).

WUN:  Woods  Ho le ,  UCLA ,  Na t iona l  H igh
Magnetics Laboratory synthetic Th isotope reference
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material (WUN) was made by Alan Zindler in collabo-
ration with Ken Sims and Mary Reid. When it was
initially distributed the nominal gravimetric 230Th/232Th
was given as 4.35 x 10-6, but no uncertainties were
ever reported.

There are several reported compilations from diffe-
rent TIMS, SIMS and MC-ICP-MS efforts shown in
Figure 3 and tabulated in appendix Table A1. Layne
and Sims (2001) report data from WHOI measured by
Cameca IMS 1270; Zou et al. (2002) are a compila-

t ion of  Th i so tope data f rom the Nat ional  High
Magnetics Laboratory measured by SIMS using the VG
ISOLAB; Zou et al. (2003) is the UCLA compilation
measured by HAS-TIMS using the VG Sector 54/354;
and Pietruszka et al. (2002) were measured by MC-
ICP-MS us ing the VG P54-30 at  Depar tment  o f
Terrestrial Magnetism at Carnegie in Washington DC.

As observed for most Th isotopic reference mate-
rials (except OU Th “U”) the U-normalised MC-ICP-MS
data (particularly LLNL) are lower than the SIMS or
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Table A1.
Reported literature values for synthetic and rock Th isotope reference materials

Method N Reported Abs. std. dev. Corrected Abs. std. dev. Reference
230Th/232Th (2s) 230Th/232Th (2s)

(x 10-6) (x 10-6) (x 10-6) (x 10-6)

Synthetic reference material
IRMM-35 Gravimetry - 11.481 0.078 - - IRMM (1997)

MC-ICP-MS 19 11.465 0.022 - - Jicha et al. (2005)

IRMM-36 Gravimetry - 3.113 0.078 - - IRMM (1997)

OU Th “U” MC-ICP-MS 8 6.176 0.062 6.204 0.061 Turner et al. (2001)
TIMS 19 6.116 0.061 - - Turner et al. (1997)
TIMS 22 6.131 0.042 - - Thomas et al. (1999)

WUN MC-ICP-MS 24 4.317 0.013 4.340 0.013 Pietruszka et al. (2002)
SIMS 4 4.338 0.022 4.344 0.022 Layne and Sims (2001)
SIMS ? 4.297 0.045 - - Zou et al. (2002)
TIMS 6 4.342 0.047 - - Zou et al. (2003)

UCSC Th “A” TIMS 255 5.856 0.070 - - Rubin (2001)
SIMS 20 5.848 0.041 - - Layne and Sims (2001)
MC-ICP-MS 17 5.825 0.012 - - Pietruszka et al. (2001)
MC-ICP-MS 7 5.830 0.033 - - Turner et al. (2001)
TIMS 7 5.848 0.041 - - Finnigan (unpublished)

Rock reference material
ATHO TIMS 29 5.481 0.021 - - Rubin (2001)

SIMS 5 5.453 0.016 5.460 0.016 Layne and Sims (2001)
MC-ICP-MS 6 5.490 0.051 5.519 0.051 Turner et al. (2001)
TIMS 7 5.538 0.032 - - Kokfelt et al. (2003)
TIMS 2 5.484 0.003 - - Thomas et al. (1999)
MC-ICP-MS 5 5.477 0.011 - - Jicha et al. (2005)

TML TIMS 82 5.788 0.048 - - Rubin (2001)
SIMS 2 5.824 0.032 5.832 0.032 Layne and Sims (2001)
MC-ICP-MS 25 5.800 0.013 5.831 0.013 Pietruszka et al. (2001)
MC-ICP-MS 7 5.780 0.046 5.810 0.046 Turner et al. (2001)
TIMS 2 5.889 0.032 - - Kokfelt et al. (2003)
TIMS 37 5.872 0.052 - - Zou et al. (2003)
MC-ICP-MS 8 5.742 0.007 - - Lou et al. (1997)
MC-ICP-MS 7 5.746 0.005 - - Jicha et al. (2005)

AGV-1 TIMS 3 4.947 0.006 4.956 0.006 Reid and Ramos (1996)

JB-1 TIMS 3 2.967 0.007 2.972 0.007 Reid and Ramos (1996)

(1) Most of these references represent compilations taken from other publications.
(2) Samples with reported UCSC Th “A” data are corrected to Rubin (2001) value for UCSC Th “A” of 5.856 x 10-6.
(3) Reid and Ramos (1996) UCSC Th “A” and TML data are compiled in Rubin (2001).



TIMS data and the Th-calibrator bracketed MC-ICP-MS
data. It is also worth noting that both intra-laboratory
variability and inter-laboratory variability for WUN is
larger than the other synthetic reference materials. The
large propagated error estimate for our consensus
value of this reference material (Table 3) is driven by
the large uncertainty from UCSC (Table 1, Figure 3).

IRMM 35 and 36: These synthetic reference mate-
rials were made gravimetrically and certified by the
Institute for Reference Materials and Measurements
(IRMM). They are the only commercially available Th
isotopic reference materials. The certified gravimetric
values and attendant information can be found at
http://www.irmm.jrc.be/html/reference_materials_cata-
logue/catalogue/IRMM/index.htm. Because these
samples’ uncertainties are based on errors in gravime-
try, the absolute uncertainty is the same for both (7.8 x
10-8), which translates into 0.7% relative uncertainty for
IRMM 35 and a 2.5% relative uncertainty for IRMM
36 (Table A1).

The isotopic ratios of these reference materials are
not very typical of volcanic rock values, with IRMM 35
being at the extreme low end and IRMM 36 being at
the extreme high end of values found in volcanic
samples.

For both IRMM 35 and IRMM 36, the measured
values using U normalisation are lower than the Th nor-
malised and reported IRMM gravimetric values. When
these U-normalised values are re-normalised to our
adopted UCSC reference value the inter-laboratory
agreement is better than 1%. When all sources of error
are considered, our consensus values (Table 3) overlap
the IRMM reported gravimetric values, but are significantly
lower (~ 1% for IRMM 35 and ~ 2.5% for IRMM 36).

Rock reference materials

TML: Table Mountain Latite (TML) is from a strati-
graphic unit by that name that includes the type locali-
ty of “latite” as defined by Ransome in 1898 as an
alternative to the term trachyandesite. This rock referen-
ce material was collected by Ross Williams near the
city of Sonora in the western foothills of the Sierra
Nevada, CA, in 1986, and has been distributed by
UCSC. About 70 g was crushed in tungsten carbide at
UCSC to ~ 200 mesh and made available by request.
The Rubin compilation is based on this material. Other
aliquots of the original material were re-crushed
recently and are again available upon request from J.

Gill. Table A2 provides its chemical composition (J. Gill,
analys t ) .  TML has large plagioclase phenocrys ts
accompanied by augite phenocrysts of variable size.
Its age is 10.2 ± 0.1 Ma and it is part of a suite of
high-K, high-HFSE magmas that spread southward
through the Sierras in the Miocene (Busby et al. 2008).
TML was sampled from a single lava flow that extends
from the Sierra crest to the eastern edge of the Great
Valley, and was erupted during cryptochron C5n.2n-1
with a distinctive palaeomagnetic direction (equivalent
to Flow 14 in Busby et al. 2008). A different sample
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Table A2.
Major and trace element composition of TML

Major Element (% m/m)

SiO2 57.13
TiO2 1.38
Al2O3 18.69
FeO* 6.12
MnO 0.04
MgO 1.29
CaO 6.47
Na2O 4.12
K2O 3.44
P2O5 0.68
Sum 99.36

Trace element (μg g-1)

Sc 15.0
Rb 167.0
Sr 782.0
Y 31.0
Zr 401.0
Nb 20.0
Cs 11.5
Ba 1314.0
La 65.0
Ce 123.0
Pr 15.4
Nd 55.0
Sm 9.63
Eu 1.84
Gd 9.36
Tb 1.03
Dy 5.34
Ho 0.95
Er 2.64
Tm 0.39
Yb 2.40
Lu 0.36
Hf 9.47
Ta 1.40
Pb 27.0
Th 30.0
U 10.5

Major elements were measured by XRF at WSU with estimated 
precision and accuracy of 1%. Trace elements were measured 
by HR-ICPMS at UCSC with estimated precision and accuracy 
of 1-3%. Full analytical details are given by Ryder et al. (2006).
* Total Fe.



from the same flow was used as an in-house INAA
reference material by A. Smith at LBL.

The Rubin compilation for TML (n = 42) encom-
passes most of the then published TIMS data for this
reference material. Subsequent compilations also inclu-
ded here are: Layne and Sims (2001) WHOI compila-
tion of SIMS data using the Cameca IMS 127O; Zou
et al. (2003) UCLA compilation measured by HAS-
TIMS using the VG Sector 54/354; Kokefelt et al.
(2003) compilation measured by HAS-TIMS using
Finnigan MAT 262 (with RPQ-II); and Pietruszka et al.
(2002) DTM compilation measured by MC-ICP-MS
using the VG P54-30. Also included is the MC-ICP-MS
compilation of Turner et al. (2001), which is not inclu-
ded in the Rubin (2001) compilation.

Despite this sample’s heterogeneity, the inter-labo-
ratory and intra-laboratory variability of this rock refe-
rence material is < 1%, which is comparable to the
synthetic Th reference samples. The GEMOC U norma-
lised number is similar to the working group and overall
consensus value (Table 3), whereas the re-normalised
number is shifted toward the upper limit of this consen-
sus value. The TIMS values from Kokfelt et al. (2003)
and Zou et al. (2003) are on the high end, but still
within the collective uncertainties of the consensus
values (Table 3, appendix Table A1).

An important characteristic of this reference mate-
rial is that it is in radioactive equilibrium with respect
to U- decay series nuclides, thus measurement of
(238U/232Th) and (230Th/232Th) provide important
constraints on both accuracy and precision (Table 4).

ATHO: ATHO is a Holocene Icelandic rhyolite obsi-
d ian prov ided to the U-ser ies  communi t y  by M.
Condomines and O. Sigmarsson. The Rubin (2001)
compilation for AThO (n = 29) encompasses most of the
then published TIMS data for this reference material.
Other data in our compilation include recent HAS-TIMS
measurements (Thomas et al. 1999, Kokfelt et al. 2003,
Zou et al. 2003), SIMS measurements (Layne and Sims
2001) and MC-ICP-MS data (Turner et al. 2001).

Inter-laboratory agreement for the three working
group laboratories (WHOI, UCSC, UIUC) that measu-
red this reference material (0.14% 2s) is better than
their intra-laboratory reproducibility. Overall reproduci-
bility, including the literature data, is better than 1%.
While this reference material appears to be slightly
more homogeneous than TML and lower in U and Th

concentrations, it is too young to be in equilibrium with
respect to 238U-230Th (Table 4).

BCR-2: BCR-2 is a USGS basalt reference material
from the Columbia River and was collected in 1996
from the Bridal Veil Flow Quarry. The quarry, located
approximately 29 miles east of Portland, Oregon, is
the same collection site used to provide material for
BCR-1. Details of sample collection, mineralogy, and
elemental concentrations can be found at: http://mine-
rals.cr.usgs.gov/geo_chem_stand/basaltbcr2.html

For the three working groups (WHOI, UIUC, Bristol)
that measured this reference material (Figure 8) the
inter-laboratory agreement is better than their intra-
laboratory reproducibility (Tables 1 and 2). Like TML,
an important characteristic of BCR-2 is that the U-series
nuclides are in radioactive equilibrium, so that measu-
rement of (238U/232Th) and (230Th/232Th) provide
important constraints on both accuracy and precision
(Table 4). This reference material has the additional
advantage of having lower concentrations than TML,
making it a better quality assurance measure for low
concentration basaltic measurements.

W-2: W-2 is a USGS diabase reference material
col lec ted in 1976 from the Bul l  Run quarry near
Centreville, Virginia. This is the same collection site
as USGS reference materials W-1. Details of sample
collection, mineralogy, and elemental concentrations
can be found a t :  ht tp ://minerals .cr.usgs .gov/
geo_chem_stand/diabase.html

To our knowledge the data presented here are the
first reported U-series data for this reference material
(Tables 1-3). Since only two laboratories measured W-2
(WHOI, GEMOC), average consensus values were not
calculated; however, the measurements of these two
laboratories agree within 1%. Again, this reference mate-
rial is in radioactive equilibrium with respect to 238U-
230Th and its low concentrations of Th and U make it an
ideal quality assurance RM for basaltic measurements.

BHVO-2: BHVO-2 is a USGS Hawaiian basalt
re fe rence  mate r ia l  (Basa l t  Hawai ian  Vo l can ic
Observatory) that was taken from the surface layer
o f  t h e  pahoehoe  l a va  t ha t  o v e r f l owed  f r om
the  Halemaumau crater in the autumn of 1919. This is
the same location used to provide material for BHVO-1.
Details of sample collection, mineralogy and ele-
mental concentrations can be found at: http://mine-
rals.cr.usgs.gov/geo_chem_stand/basaltbhvo2.html
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Pietruszka et al. (2002) report a compilation of Th
isotope and U and Th concentrations for this same
1919 lava flow measured at University of Hawaii in
Rubin’s laboratory and at DTM. Though these measure-
ments are not from the official reference material distri-
buted by the USGS, the Th isotopes reported by
Pietruszka et al. (2002) (Table A1) are in excellent
agreement with the WHOI data reported here (Table 2).

AGV-1: AGV-1 is a USGS andesi te reference
material, collected from the eastern side of Guano
Valley in Lake County, Oregon (see h t tp :
//minerals.cr.usgs.gov/geo_chem_stand/andesite1.html).

This reference material has been replaced by AGV-
2. The only U-series data reported for AGV-1 that we
know of come from Reid and Ramos (1996).

JB-1: JB-1 is a Japenese basalt reference material,
collected from the 7.6 Ma Kitamatsuura basalt, from
Sasebo, of the Nagasaki Prefecture (Kurasawa 1968).
This reference material, which was first issued in 1968
by the Geological Survey of Japan (GSJ), has been
replaced by JB-1a (1984), which was collected at the
same locality. Details of sample collection, mineralogy,
and elemental concentrations (Sims et al. 1989) can
be found at: http://riodb02.ibase.aist.go.jp/geostand/.
To our knowledge Reid and Ramos (1996) have publi-
shed the only U-series data reported for this sample.
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