Reconsideration of Hf-W
Chronometry:

Implications for a Moon-
forming Giant Impact
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1. HF-W Chronometry
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2. Previous Studies

[Lee & Halliday, 1995]
HERD O PR AN k ~ 62 My
[Yin et al.,, 2002], [Kleine et al., 2002]
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Jacobsen & Harper, 1996], [Sasaki & Abe, 2003],
iday, 2004]
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3. Equilibration by G.I.

Giant Impact [c K 5F#E{L 70Ot X

EIRNBENY I N A= v
(target + impactor)~ > )L
& impactor @ 37 D mixture

=D

Giant Impact !

>

impactor® X % JL i
IC K > TY Y NIULDEEL

IRTE DHIEK

NURILE lmpactor @X&)l/é:@ﬁaﬁ’f EEED RS D,

A7 R DERIC@F] " WHYD 7 ICF5

Ebnbd




. Giant Impact IC K 5-F

Mt ? * %
3%33 * 9

3 $M$$ 333 33

>

3333
/

® o0 o ¢ 33 °?
4 MX)L M+ XY )VERMN

/J\é AU XY IVERRIA

UTAKXIVKFE

0% Stokes L%

UTA XL

A Z VBRI EEE UT
Rayleigh-Taylor " &ZEZkL I 9

XY )VERRLIE O 7 ISR 5AT




4 . Model Calculations
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Fig 2. Age of last G.I. assuming a resetting ratio
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~ Fig2. Age of last G.I. assuming a resetting ratio
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5. Discussions (1)
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5. Discussions (2)
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Conclusion
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