Information regarding the cancelled (due to EGU 2020 being held online) short course ‘Short
Course on Age Models and geochronology: An introduction to different age-depth modelling
approaches’.

We are planning on holding a 2-day course in Bremen this autumn, please keep an eye on the
following website

https://www.marum.de/Ausbildung-Karriere/Courses-2020.html

and/or ask Christian.Zeeden@|eibniz-liag.de to be informed on news regarding this.

Creating a robust depth-age relationship commonly includes dating and possibly inclusion of further
information (e.g. sedimentation rates, sedimentological properties) in a formal or informal way. This
makes the creation of such models challenging, especially when ages are to be assigned for depths
without direct dating. In addition, inconsistencies in dating results (due to e.g. bioturbation or
contamination) complicate such relationships and assigning realistic uncertainty. It is important to
keep in mind that systematic uncertainty cannot be reduced through multiple dates and through
modelling.

Below you find a (incomplete) list of relevant literature regarding age-depth modelling.
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